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

httos://westconnexactiongroup.aood.do/makeyoursubmissiontothewestconnexm4mbeis/Submissi
on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 _7485)
Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |

oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.

Please provide the following:

« An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toli-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

¢ Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant

measurement,
» Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

e The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,
diameter, facade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will

be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on

school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:
= Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
+ Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

 Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

= Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

+ A traffic plan concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

e Details of traffic modelling conceming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the Iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

* A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George’s Park, and the School swim carnival at
Drummoyne pool,

¢ Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and

operation,

¢ Details on access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,
/ / .
Signature: /
I allow / do’ not allow for my personal details to be published.
I have not made a reportable political donation over $1000 in the past 2 years.
Name: J7<¢2/0 Aton e

Address: 70 €, 00/ $VEIST 6 LA 4 3 s

Email: 14¢ - - Y ’/{’J‘ﬂ-,?/u Hirmos
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

httos.//westconnexactionaroup.aood.do/makeyoursubmissiontothewestconnexm4mseis/Submissi
on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Aoplication Number SSI 16 7485
Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |

oppose the project and outline my major concemns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.

Please provide the following:

¢ An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

s Evidence of current air poliution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

o Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

« The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,
diameter, facade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on
school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

« Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
* Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

* Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical heaith, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

= Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

s A traffic plan conceming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

e Details of traffic modelling concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the Iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

o A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park, and the School swim carnival at
Drummoyne pool,

¢ Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

« Details on access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

' Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,

Signature:

| allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published.

I have not made a reportable political donation over $1000 in the past 2 years.
Name: [ |izabeph gz Womnd

Address: 7 /'(‘ Do Shref~ Per wnd NSU Zoge
Email: oMol $ =[5 @‘Ig;’wa-‘f.( o
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

httos://westconnexactionzrous.cood.do/makey oursubmissioniothewestconnexm4mbeis/Submissi
on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Auplication Number SSI 16 7485
Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-MS5 Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.
Please provide the following:

e An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

¢ Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

e Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

« The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,
diameter, fagade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on
school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

« Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
« Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

« Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

e Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sieep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning,
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Soil poliution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

* A traffic plan concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

o Details of traffic modelling concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the Iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolis,

e A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George’s Park, and the School swim carnival at
Drummoyne pool,

» Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

¢ Details on access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these imporis

Yours Sincerely,

- —_——_— =

Signature:

| allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published.
! have ngt in the past 2 years.
Name:
Addres

Email:
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1 object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application Submission to:

# SS17485 the reasons set out below.
Planning Services,
Name:...... vt sses sttt esssnrnns, | DEPATINENE Of Planning and

Environment

e GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

SIGNATUTC ... e et e et b s s b sea e b sas b be sas b sbe monsie s ants

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

Address_ Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
J
uburb .. | ... Postcod

iv.

The EIS claims to have saved Blackmore Park and Easton Park due to negative community
feedback. I am concerned that this is a false claim and that this site was never really in contention
due to other physical factors. I would like NSW Planning to investigate whether this claim is
correct to have heeded the community is false or not.

The EIS acknowledges that ‘rat running’ by cars to avoid added congestion and delays caused by
construction traffic will put residents at risk. No only solution is a Management Plan, which is yet
to be developed, and to which the public will have no impact. This is completely unacceptable.

. I 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.

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.

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 following 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.

. 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.

. Permanent substation and water treatment plant - Leichhardt: I 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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Attention Director
Application Number: S5 7485

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 38, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Address:

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website.

I HAVE NOT made reportable political donations in the lost 2 years.

| object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

1

R)

3)

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.

Bxperience 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. I find it unacceptable
that the EIS is written in a way that simply
ignores problems with other stages of
WestCONnex.

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
faeility 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. ' .

4)

8)

6)

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.

The EIS states that darley Road is a
contaminated site, and likely has asbestos. The
broposal 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.

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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Attention Director
Application Number: SS1 7485

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

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

Application Name: WestConnex M4-MS5 Link

Suburb:

| object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

I specifically object to the removal of the lighting tower
and the Port Auvthority Building. These items are of
considerable local significance and are representative of
the operation of the Rozelle Rail Yards in the first part
of the 20th century. | do not agree with trashing
industrial history when it could be put to good community
use.

Noise impacts - Camperdown The EIS indicates that a
large number of residents will be affected by construction
noise cavsed by demolition and pavement and
infrastructure works. This includes vse of a rock breaker
and concrete saw. During all periods of construction,
there will be noise impacts from construction of site car
parking and deliveries and pavement and infrastructure
works. No proper mitigation measuvres are proposed to
protect residents from these impacts (10-118, EIS) The
EIS admits that three residents and two businesses will
be svbject to noise impacts above acceptable levels for 16
days (10-119, EIS) No detail is provided as to whether
alternative accommodation will be offered or other

compensation.

Easton Park has a long history and is part of an urban
environment which is vnusval in Sydney. The park needs
to be assessed from a visval design point of view. t will
be quite a different park when its view is changed to one
of a large ventilation stack. The svggestion that it has
been 'saved’ needs to be considered in the light of the
severe 5 years construction impacts and the reshaped
vrban environment.

iv. Cumulative construction impacts - Camperdown. The

Vi

EIS states that residents will likely be subject to
cumulative construction impacts as several tunnelling
works activities may operate simoltaneously (10-119, £/S)
No mitigation steps are proposed to ease this impact on
those affected,

1 oppose the removal of further homes of Significance in
either Haberfield or Ashfield. The level of destruction
has already been appalling. Residents were led to expect
that there would be no further construction impacts
after the completion of the M4 East. The loss of further
houses of the commonity will cavse further distress
within this commonity.

Ground~borne out-of-houvrs work - Camperdown The
EIS acknowledges the noise and vibration impacts and the
need for work to occur ouvtside of standard daytime
construction hours. It simply states that ‘the specific
management strategy for addressing potential impacts
associated with  ground-borne noise..wovld be
docomented in the OOHW protocol. This is inadequate
as the commonity have no opportunity to comment on the
OOHW protocol or the management of the ongoing
impacts to which they will be svbjected.
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

httos://westconnexactiongroup.aood.do/makeyoursubmissiontothewestconnexm4mbeis/Submissi

on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Aoplication Number SSI 16_7485)
Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |

oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particuiarly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.
Please provide the following:

An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

Evidence of current air pollution ievels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air poliution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant

measurement,

Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,

diameter, facade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on

school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

*

Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive fuli nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelie and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

e A traffic plan concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

e Details of traffic modelling conceming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the lron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

o A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George’s Park, and the School swim camival at
Drummoyne pool,

« Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

o Details on access to King George’s Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

» i i - =
Other major concerns | have include: ]

| I

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,

Signature:
| allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published.
! have not Il '
Name:
Address:
Email:
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From: I

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 10:42:11 +0000

To: I

Subject: FW: Submission Details for | Schwartman (object)

Attachments: 226551 SSYD Commer17100907490 0003 20170ct09_2123.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfI Schwartman
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 9:24:04 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for I Schwartman (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: | Schwartman

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:
see attached
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

httos://westconnexactionaroun.oood.do/makevoursubmissiontothewestconnexmdmbeis/Submissi
on-to-WesiConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Acclication Number SS1 16 7485)
Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |

oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.
Please provide the following:

* An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at Sam, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

e Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

¢ Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

¢ The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,
diameter, fagade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on
school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

¢ Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
* Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

« Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

+ Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty leaming.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

e A traffic plan conceming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

¢ Details of traffic modelling concemning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the Iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

« A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park, and the School swim camival at
Drummoayne pool,

e Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

+ Details on access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these imporiant concerns.

Yours Sincerely,

| allow / do not allow for iy personal details to be published.

| have not made a reportable political donation over $1000 in the past 2 years.

Name: . scliwes 'ILZ_ T,
Address:
Email: ;a'/?fo? (_,ach-uo. bty |
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

https://westconnexactionaroup.aood.do/makeyoursubmissiontothewestconnexm4mbeis/Submissi
on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 _7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-MS Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Pubtic School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.

Please provide the following:

¢ An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free ron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

e Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 8am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant

measurement,

¢ Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

+ The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,

diameter, facade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 2560m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on

school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:
+ Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
* Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

¢ Minimise the impact of construction children’'s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

e Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

» A traffic plan conceming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

o Details of traffic modelling conceming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the Iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

» A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George’s Park, and the School swim carnival at
Drummoyne pool,

¢ Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

e Details on access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,

Signature:
| allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published.
| have not / it ion over $1000 in the past 2 years.

Name:
Address:
Email:
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From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf Of |  EEEEGEN
Sent: Sunday, 15 October 2017 8:27:03 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To: IS

Subject: Submission Details
Confidentiality Requested: yes
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:
Email:

Address:

Content:

Objection to WestConnex M4M5 Link

| object to the proposed WestConnext M4M5 Link for the following reasons:

The proposed ventilation shafts for Rozelle, Lilyfield and St Peters are unfiltered, they must be filtered
stacks to protect the health of local residents, especially children;

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction will severely impact on the local area, especially
during tunnelling and the fact this will run 24 hours a day, 7 days a week;

Air stacks and construction sites are close to schools and day care centres, exposing young children to
major health risks;

Building trucks will potentially drive through local streets during construction, increasing local traffic and
potential serious accidents;

Public transport would be a much better long term investment of public money;

The impacts on bus routes and bus stops, cycle paths and footpaths within 500m of construction must be
explained so that there is some guarantee that travel times will not be impacted during the construction
phase

Traffic modelling is inadequate and inaccurate;

and the Iron Cove Link must remain toll free, or Rozelle and Lilyfield roads will turn into a rat race as
people seek to avoid paying tolls.

IP Address: ﬁ
Submission: Online Submission from object)

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=227726

Submission for Job: #7485 WestConnex M4-M5 Link
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=7485
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Content:
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

htts://westconnexactiondrour.cood.do/makey oursubmissiontothewestconpnexm4me eis/Submissi
on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Asolication Number SS1 16_7485)
Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.
Please provide the following:

* An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

¢ Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

« Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

¢ The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,
diameter, facade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the lron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on
school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

¢ Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
¢ Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the Schoal

« Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

e Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the foliowing:

e A traffic plan conceming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

¢ Details of traffic modelling concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding lolls,

e A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park, and the School swim camival at
Drummoyne pool,

* Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

¢ Details on access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

| Other major concerns | have include:

A S Ve S,

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns,

Yours Sincerely, f'il

!J'{ 7:/ - p 3
| Mool 27—
Signature:

g@ do not allow for my personal details to be published.
I have not made a reportable political donation over $1000 in the past 2 years.

: \ v — T N
Name: M}ﬁ:-r,x]ﬂj’\, ];}ﬁ(,}/' )gﬂ
Address: 3 6 ’::r”f‘/i’fl{’ ve L/é veEler D 20N O
Email: i o :
moxtovb@ he porol - Cow
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Soil poflution in construction

Pleass provide specific piane that ensure thas consinzction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial poltutants known to be distributed in the soil hroughout Rozelle and
specific plans to efiminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,

including the School.
Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At prasent thore is insufficlent traffic managament deteil to ansure the sefaty to the chiidren &t the
Scheol beth during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

* A traffic plan conceming ail roads and footpaths within 530m of the construciion area,
wcluding but not tmited to Victora Road, Wedlington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Sireet which minimises risks to safely for road and foetpath users, including buses,
pedestians and cyciists during consuction gue (0 tlemporary road ammangaments or the
closo préximily of conctruction activities 10 nermal tratfic;

+ Details of traffic modelling concerming all roads and foolpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellinglon Street, Merton
Streot and Darding Street which minimises rigks lo ssfely for road users, including buses,
pedestrizns and cyclists during operaiion whilst the ron Cove Link is tod-free, and f the
ron Cove Link is tolled In future inchuding any potential tat runs created by road users
ovoiding tolls,

» A lraffic plan to maximice our children’s heatth and safety and abiity 10 walk to and
participate in important Schoot events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King Goorge's Park, and the School swim camival at
Orummoyne pool,

+ Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cyce paths and foolpaths within 500m
of construction, inchxling but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

« Details on access to King George’s Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedesirians during construction and operation,

Other major concemns | have include:

For the sake of our communily, our families, and our children, I hope you will be able 1o consider
and address these important concems,

Yours Sincerely,

Signature; g Q\Q‘Q

1 allow / do not allow for my personal detalls to be pubfished.

1 hove nal made o reportalie political donstiort over $1000 in the past 2 years,
Name: L ((NJ &7 I Aﬁg e

Address: 1 /6 S € DARL/IS ] STEC g™

Emall;
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Content:
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

httos://westconnexactiongroup.good.do/makeyoursubmissiontothewestconnexm4mbeis/Submissi
on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16_7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.

Please provide the following:

* An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

+ Evidence of current air poliution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

e Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

e The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,
diameter, facade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunneliing work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on
school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

e Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
+ Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

+« Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

* Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the Schooi.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

s A traffic plan conceming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

e Details of traffic modelling concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the fron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

o A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park, and the School swim carnival at
Drummoyne pool,

+ Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, inciuding but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

» Details on access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

Other major concerns ! have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,

Signature: ‘ \
Al

I allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published.

I have not made a reportable political donation over §1000 in the past 2 years.

Name: AN MLy inddn ] >

Address: Vo 3 Br“(l"\j LI “»‘a-[vﬂa‘w;\_ 204

Email: -G:k::vs vt & V‘,_f,'l. lff—@ j ,chﬂ—dl-' Lt A
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From: I

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 10:57:13 +0000

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details for || | I (object)

Attachments: 226587 _SSYD Commer17100907490 0014 20170ct09_2146.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf Of I N
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 9:47:03 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for _(object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:

Email:
Address:
I
Content:

see attached

IP Address: *
Submission: Online Submission from (object)

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226587

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




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

htts://westconnexactiondrour.cood.do/makey oursubmissiontothewestconpnexm4me eis/Submissi
on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Asolication Number SS1 16_7485)
Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.
Please provide the following:

* An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

¢ Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

« Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

¢ The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,
diameter, facade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the lron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on
school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

¢ Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
¢ Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the Schoal

« Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

e Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

¢ A traffic plan conceming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to tempaorary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal fraffic,

Details of traffic modelling concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the Iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding lolls,

A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park, and the School swim camival at
Drummoyne pool,

* Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

+ Details on access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

| Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,

Signature:

| have not made a reportable political donation over $1000 in the past 2 years.
Name:
Address:

Email:
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11 Oct 2017

Attention Director Infrastructure Projects

Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment
Application Number SSI 7485

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

The Director,
RE: M4-M5 Link EIS
I object to this project on grounds of

1. COST The enormous expenditure will have to be paid
for by the residents twice: first by taxatlon and second
by paying a toll for yéars to come -

2. NO PROVISION FOR'PUBLIC TRANSPORT and 1f there
was any, will buses be forced to pay:a‘toll for using it?

3. LACK:OF VISION: building what is essentially private
roads, fuelled by an energy source that’s runmng out
and is polluting-thé Earth—'not very smart : ‘

4, GENERATION OF URBAN HEAT Large areas’ of sealed

surfaces produce Urban Heat contrlbutlng to Global

Warmlng SIS AR SR e :

Ll S B . RS
2 R Rl T i i e '
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‘The Berejiklian Government should be investigated for the
reason why they are so keen to build roads and high-rise
apartment buildings, both of which make profit and not
improve public transport, build schools, libraries and other
infrastructure, which do not. Was there any money that
changed hands, in the form of “donations”? Secrecy is not
part of the mandate the voters had given them.




From

Sent Mon, 9 Oct 2017 10:57:12 +0000

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Victoria Aspden (object)
Attachments: 226597 _SSYD Commer17100907490 0019 20170ct09_2154.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfVictoria Aspden
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 9:56:03 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Victoria Aspden (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Victoria Aspden

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:
see attached

ubmission: Online Submission from Victoria Aspden (objec
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226597

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

000210



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

https://westconnexactionaroup.good.do/makeyoursubmissiontothewestconnexm4mbeis/Submissi
on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Aoplication Number SS1 16 _7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air poliution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.

Please provide the following:

« An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toli-free fron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

e Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant

measurement,

o Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

o The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,

diameter, facade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on

school grounds or at home.
Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

e Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
« Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

+ Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

« Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

+ A traffic plan conceming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

e Details of traffic modelling conceming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the Iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

« A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George’s Park, and the School swim camival at
Drummoyne pool,

e Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

o Details on access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,

Signature: \_Q-F\OL L"Lh

| allow ~éo-netallow for my personal details to be published.
I have not made a reportable political donation over $1000 in the past 2 years.

Name: \A(Tovewr SO

Address: L{-S (‘Jm\/’t@&()(/i &T\ KUZGLLE

Email: \/ENSP DENE GviP L. cowr
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From: ]

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 11:00:08 +0000

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Holly Symsons (object)

Attachments: 226585 SSYD Commer17100907490 0013 20170ct09_2144.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfHolly Symsons
Sent: Mondai, 9 October 2017 9:45:01 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Holly Symsons (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Holly Symsons

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:
see attached

!u!mlssmn: !nllne !u!mlssmn |rom !OHY !ymsons !O!jeC”

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226585

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




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

httos://westconnexactiongroup.aood.do/makeyoursubmissiontothewestconnexm4mbeis/Submissi

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16_7485)
Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.

Please provide the following:

e An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

o Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year fen,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

e Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,
e The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,

diameter, fagade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on
school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,

-

Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

¢« Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

» Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil poliution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

» A traffic plan conceming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

e Details of traffic modelling conceming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the Iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolis,

+ A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park, and the School swim camival at
Drummoyne pool,

¢ Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

« Details on access to King George’s Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,

L 41.,/;/

Signature: g L

I allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published.

I have not made a reportable political donation over $1000 in the past 2 years.
Name: LS o/ _& A O~

Address: ([ 5 £ 9 P T S 1 X o CELL

Email: Lo 7 @y snetcd 1E.5 (: G oall 2
B Fi — ” J
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From: I

Sent: Maon, 9 Oct 2017 11:01:54 +0000

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Christopher Baren (object)
Attachments: 226603 _SSYD Commer17100907490 0022 20170ct09_2159.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfChristopher Baren
Sent: Mondai, 9 October 2017 10:01:11 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Christopher Baren (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Christopher Baren

Balmain, NSW
2041

Content:
see attached

ubmission: Online Submission from Christopher Baren (objec
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226603

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

httos: //westconnexactionaroun.aood.do/makeyoursubmissiontothewestconnexm4mbeis/Submissi
on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)
Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.

Please provide the following:

e An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

o Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant

measurement,
¢ Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

+ The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,
diameter, facade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on

school grounds or at home.
Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

« Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
+ Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

¢ Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical heaith, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

o Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

e A traffic plan concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

+ Details of traffic modelling concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

s A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George’s Park, and the School swim camival at
Drummoyne pool,

¢ Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

¢ Details on access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.

Yours Smcerely

‘. LG) L/ " \ S
Slgnature '

e/ do not allow for my personal details to be published.
| have not made a reportable political dq)narmn over $1000 in the past 2 years.
Name: L/’—!-Q,L DL-\*I::Q ~A/ L-_Q\/

Address: QL{ AR \-r (SP andou
‘\
j;::( -—\) o L aA A —
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From: I

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 11:07:01 +0000

To: ]

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Roger Pickup (object)

Attachments: 226599 SSYD Commer17100907490 0020 20170ct09_2156.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfRoger Pickup
Sent: Mondai, 9 October 2017 9:57:02 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Roger Pickup (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Roger Picku

Drummoyne, NSW
2047

Content:
see attached

ubmission: Online Submission from Roger Pickup (objec
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226599

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

https://westconnexactiondroup.good.do/makeyoursubmissiontothewestconnexm4msSeis/Submissi
on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485}
Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.

Please provide the following:

¢ An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

e Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

e Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

¢ The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,
diameter, facade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be fiitered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

1 am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on

school grounds or at home.
Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and pians to:

« Limit negative impacts on our children's abilities to learn and play during these times,
+ Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

¢ Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

* Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

o A traffic plan conceming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

o Details of traffic modelling concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the Iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

o A ftraffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the Schoo! cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George’s Park, and the School swim camival at
Drummoyne pool,

¢ Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

¢ Details on access to King George’'s Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

' Other major concerns | have include:

|

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,

s Y "-.'. ?
Signam."%ﬁp“h ¥e P
I allow / do not a for my personal details to be published.

I have not made a reportable political donation over $1000 in the past 2 years.

Name: mC{Cﬁ ?\C,UU(O

Addl:ess: 7’]% 6* C[@)V(agg CPE 5/ Y)Nﬂmd,{ V\Q E

Email: Clqu,\ \I" ﬂ(@ \/\O hﬂcl_i\ | @\m
J !
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000213-M00001

From: _on behalf of DPE CSE Information Planning Mailbox

Sent: Monday, 16 October 2017 9:15 AM

To: I

Subject: FW: Submission to WestConnex New M4/MS5 EIS, project number SSI 16_7485

From: Roger Pickup [mailto:campaigns@good.do]

Sent: Saturday, 14 October 2017 11:55 AM

To: DPE CSE Information Planning Mailbox <information@planning.nsw.gov.au>
Subject: Submission to WestConnex New M4 /M5 EIS, project number SSI 16_7485

Dear Sir / Madam, Reference: Westconnex M4-M5 Submission / Objection I am writing to object to the proposed
M4-M5 Rozelle interchange with reference in particular to parking and pedestrian safety in streets near Rozelle Public
School and also King Georges Park (KGP) which is used for school sporting activities: * The safety of children using
the sporting fields at King Georges Park (KGP) is paramount. The use of heavy plant equipment and construction
vehicles in and around this area will cause a danger to children travelling to use the fields for their sports activities ¢
Formalising parking & bio-retention facility at KGP will take away parking spaces. Where does the excess traffic
park on the weekend? (Conversation at the Inner West Council presentation suggested that Council will consider
bringing in resident’s parking permits to combat this potential problem — will this lead to parking meters in our
streets) * Will the bio-retention facility at KGP to be a permanent fixture? Will it be filtered? If not how is this bio-
hazard going to be mitigated? = Callan, Springside, McLeer are all shared zones to become major access roads to the
park during construction this will create a safety issue? I look forward to your response to my submission,

Yours sincerely, Roger Pickup 46 St Georges Cres, Drummoyne NSW 2047, Australia

_ This email was sent by Roger Pickup via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact
you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol FC 3834 we have set the FROM field
of this email to our generic no-reply address at campaigns@good.do, however Roger provided an email address
(syonpark@hotmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Roger Pickup at syonpark@hotmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit www.dogooder.co To learn more about web protocol FC 3834 visit: www.rfc-
base.org/rfc-3834.html



000214

From: I

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 11:07:48 +0000
To: I
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Margaret Black (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfMargaret Black
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 10:05:59 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Margaret Black (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Marc';aret Black

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:
| don't want my family to be affected by noise pollution, traffic and vibration during construction.

| think an unfiltered emissions stack is dangerous to the health of the local community.

It is well documented that the amount and type of particulate matter emitted via an unfiltered stack is
hazardous to human health. If the construction is to go ahead the only safe option for the community is a
FILTERED Stack.

Thank you.

Submission: Online Submission from Margaret Black (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226605

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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From: I

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 11:10:43 +0000

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Leone Carey (object)

Attachments: 226573 _SSYD Commer17100907490 0009 20170ct09_2136.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfLeone Carey
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 9:37:04 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Leone Carey (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Leone Carei

Hurlstone Park, NSW
2193

Content:
see attached

!u!mlssmn: !nllne !u!mlssmn |rom !EOF}B !arey !O!jeCI!

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226573

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




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

httos://westconnexactiontroup.aood.do/makey oursubmissiontothewestconnexm4mbeis/Submissi
on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Acolication Number SSI116_7485)
Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.
Please provide the following:

¢ Ananalysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

« Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

+ Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

» The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,
diameter, facade and exact location. and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

I am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on

school grounds or at home.
Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

e Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
¢ Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

 Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

e Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial poliutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

« A traffic plan concermning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

¢ Details of traffic modelling concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the Iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

« A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park, and the School swim carnival at
Drummoyne pool,

e Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

« Details on access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely

Signature:
| allow / do not allow for myyersonal details to be published.

| have not made a reportable ical donation over $1000 in the past 2 years.
Name: LEoNE CARE Y
Address: 0‘4‘— Fross T HMLLST‘OUS PAQ«‘K

Email:
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000216

From: I

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 11:12:57 +0000

To: I

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Jurgen Kuhefuss (object)
Attachments: 226593 SSYD Commer17100907490 0017 20170ct09_2151.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfJurgen Kuhefuss
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 9:52:03 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Jurgen Kuhefuss (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Juri:;en Kuhefuss

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:
see attached

!u!mlssmn: !nllne !U!mISSIOH |rom !urgen !U|!E|USS !0!]90”

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226593

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




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

https://westconnexactionaroup.good.do/makeyoursubmissiontothewestconnexm4mbeis/Submissi
on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-MS5 Link (Application Number SS| 16 7485)
Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |

oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.

Please provide the following:

e An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

¢ Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

e Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

« The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,
diameter, fagade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on
school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

« Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
¢ Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

¢ Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

= Ensure children living within 500m of construction are abie to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

* A traffic plan concemning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

e Details of traffic modelling conceming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the Iron Cove Link is toli-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

s A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George’s Park, and the School swim camival at
Drummoyne pool,

o Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

e Details on access to King George’s Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

Other major concerns | have inciude:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,

a7
Slgnature 1 )
I allow.£dd not aﬂow for my personal details to be published.

| have not made a reporEble olitical donation over $1000 in the past 2 years.

Name: Ou\’ e K
Address: \

Email: ( OwWS CI}o)r /«l@ 6mq

com
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From: I

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 11:13:13 +0000

Subject: FW: Submission Details for || | | | | I (obiject)
Attachments: 226577 _SSYD Commer17100907490 0010 20170ct09_2139.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf O

Sent: Mondai, 9 October 2017 9:40:06 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for_(object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:
Email:

Address:

Content:
see attached

.. @@
Submission: Online Submission from || (cbiect)

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226577

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

httos://westconnexactionurour.20od.do/makel oursubmissiontothewestconnexm4dmbeis/Submissi

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16_7485)
Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.
Please provide the following:

¢ An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toli-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

* Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

¢ Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

+ The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,.
diameter, facade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on
school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

e Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
¢ Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

« Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

* Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

¢ A traffic plan concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

¢ Details of traffic modelling concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the lron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

e A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park, and the School swim carnival at
Drummoyne pool,

+ Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m

of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

¢ Details on access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

| Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,

I allow £do not allow for my personal details to be published.

| have not made a reportable political donation over $1000 in the past 2 years.

Name:
Address:

Email:
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

https://westconnexactiongroup.good.do/makeyoursubmissiontothewestconnexm4mbeis/Submissi
on-to-WestiConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)
Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.
Please provide the following:

¢ An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

¢ Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

+ Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

¢ The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,
diameter, facade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on
school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

» Limit negative impacts on our children's abilities to learn and play during these times,
e Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

e Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

e Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

¢ A traffic plan concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

« Details of traffic modelling concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the Iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

« A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park, and the Schoal swim carnival at
Drummoyne pool,

¢ Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited lo Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

¢ Details on access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,

—

I allow £ do not 9}Iow for my personal details fo be published.

| have not made a reportable political donation over $1000 in the past 2 years.
Name:
Address:

Email:
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000218

From: _

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 11:33:27 +0000

To: ]

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Amelia Matto (object)

Attachments: 226601 _SSYD Commer17100907490 0021 20170ct09_2157.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfAmelia Matto
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 9:59:07 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Amelia Matto (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Amelia Matto

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:
see attached
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https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226601

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




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

httos://westconnexactiongroup.aood.do/makevoursubmissiontothewestconnexmdmb5eis/Submissi
on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI16_7485)
Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor,

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.

Please provide the following:

e An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

s Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air poliution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

« Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

e The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,
diameter, fagade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

I am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affecied in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on
school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

e Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
« Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

e Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

e Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation, Please provide the following:

o A traffic plan concerming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

e Details of traffic modelling conceming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the Iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

» A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park, and the School swim carnival at
Drummoyne pool,

« Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

« Details on access to King George’s Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

| Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.,

Yours Sincerely,

Signature:
1 allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published.

I have not made a reportable political donation over $1000 in the past 2 years.
Name: f")f-’ 1w ha Ma 71}“" -

. i . -
Address: 23 georolon S, Rozelle

Bmail: it s @me fig @rymet | . con

Page 2 of 2




000219

From: I

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 11:37:46 +0000
To:
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Mark Stariha (comments)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfMark Stariha
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 10:35:58 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Mark Stariha (comments)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Mark Stariha

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:
Rozelle ventilation stack - any ventilation stack located anywhere, particularly near schools need to be
filtered.

Victoria Road traffic congestion Drummoyne - the traffic on this road both in and out of peak hours is
dreadful. Both sides of Victoria Road Drummoyne are being filled with apartment blocks, and there are 3
traffic lights between Iron Cove Bridge and Gladesville Bridge. Just imagine how much worse the traffic
on this section will be if the planned tunnel is constructed. Has consideration being given to extend the
tunnel to the foot of Gladesville Bridge? Benefits, significantly better traffic flow, less congestion, traffic off
Gladesville Bridge heading South can go straight into the tunnel. traffic from the city heading west goes
straight to Gladesville Bridge after which it splits heading North and West.

Submission: Online Submission from Mark Stariha (comments)

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







000219-M00001

From: I

Sent: Mon, 16 Oct 2017 10:41:34 +0000
To: |
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Mark Stariha (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfMark Stariha

Sent: Monday, 16 October 2017 9:36:05 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details for Mark Stariha (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no
Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Mark Stariha

Rozelle, NSW
2134

Content:

Terry St access to/from Victoria Rd - | have been unable to find detail on how Terry St/Victoria Rd
intersection will work. There are thousands of cars daily which rely on this access point, and it is one of
the limited access points to this part of Rozelle. Actually, it is one of the few ways to get across Victoria
Rd, and if access is not maintained via Terry St pressure on other intersections/access roads to the
Balmain peninsula would be disastrous for residents and businesses.

Iron Cove bridge road noise - we already suffer from significant road noise from Iron Cove bridge which
will only get worse with the new tunnel. All lanes on Iron Cove bridge should be resurfaced to reduce road
noise, and consideration should be given to installing perspex panelling on the sides of the bridge to
reduce noise travelling across the water.

Extend Tunnel to Gladesville Bridge - Victoria Rd Gladesville is a traffic jam not only during peak hour,
but also during weekends. When bus lanes are active, and also when out of peak hour parking takes
place for businesses along Victoria Rd Gladesville, traffic is already a nightmare. Add to that the high rise
apartments being built on Victoria Rd Gladesville, and the increased traffic from those apartments will
create increased traffic pressure. And all of that is before the tunnel and resulting increased traffic. Will
any business be able to survive on that section of Victoria Rd? Will people living in apartments on that
part of Victoria Rd Gladesville be able to sleep with the echos of the traffic bouncing between the high
rise buildings which are being built both sides of Victoria Rd? Its a disaster already and will get even
worse. What is the point of traffic coming from the city coming out of the tunnel and then stopping still
because of traffic lights and cars already jamming Victoria Rd Gladesville? It would be far more logical to
have traffic coming off Gladesville bridge and go straight into a tunnel, and also for traffic from the city
feeding straight onto Gladesville bridge where the roads then split heading north and west.

Exhaust stack - we all understand the damage that pollution causes to our health. There are no ifs or
buts, all exhaust stacks should be filtered for our collective health, and this is , especially true for any near



schools

Submission: Online Submission from Mark Stariha (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=228327

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




000220

From: I

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 11:55:04 +0000

To: |

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Zoe Kardin (object)

Attachments: 226591 SSYD Commer17100907490 0016 20170ct09_2150.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfZoe Kardin

Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 9:51:07 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
msion Details for Zoe Kardin (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Zoe Kardin

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:
see attached
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https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226591

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




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

https://westconnexactionaroup.good.do/makeyoursubmissiontothewestconnexm4mbeis/Submissi
on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Aoplication Number SSI 16_7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.

Please provide the following:

¢ An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

¢ Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air poliution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

e Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

* The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,
diameter, fagcade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will

be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on

school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:
» Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
+ Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

« Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

¢ Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,

including the School.
Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

« A traffic plan concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

e Details of traffic modelling conceming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the Iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

¢ A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park, and the School swim carnival at
Drummoyne pool,

o Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

¢ Details on access to King George’s Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,
— )
Signature:4, -~ A v il
I allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published.
I have not made a reportable political donation over $1000 in the past 2 years.
Name: ZZ; /2 7i'/\&al /)/J s /
~

Address: 7] /Qa,d/ 28ty ST A \@ ek Lo
Email:
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000221

From: I

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 12:34:39 +0000
To: I
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Kelvin O'Keefe (comments)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfKelvin O'Keefe
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 9:29:58 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Kelvin O'Keefe (comments)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Kelvin O'Keefe

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:

Tunnel vent stacks should be filtered and not sited near sensitive areas e.g Rozelle Public. The 3 stacks
proposed for Rozelle goods yard is wholly excessive - other suburbs seem to be limited to 1. The
discharge height of the stacks poses a concern that pollution plumes will impact residential areas situated
at a similar RL to the chimney height - the higher parts of Annandale, Rozelle and Leichhardt. The toll
rates proposed are unaffordable for many and will result in extra toll avoiding traffic on existing arterials
and local streets. The rates seem to be optimising Return On Investment rather than usage levels. A
lower ROI will mean lower tolls, higher usage and less toll avoiders clogging local streets.

Submission: Online Submission from Kelvin O'Keefe (comments)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226559

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




000222

From

Sent

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details

Attachments: 226561 SSYD Commer17100907490 0006 20170ct09_2130.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf O

Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 9:31:03 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details

Confidentiality Requested: yes

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:
Email:

Address:

Content:
see attched

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226561

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




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

on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Aoplication Number SS1 16 7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.

Please provide the following:

* An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days bath on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

« Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

* Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

¢+ The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,
diameter, facade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on
school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

» Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
¢ Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

+ Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, siress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

e Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

e A traffic plan conceming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due o temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

» Details of traffic modelling concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the lron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

» A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park, and the School swim camival at
Drummoyne pool,

» Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

» Details on access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address thesgAfyiportant congerns.

p—_— 7’
Yours Sincerely,

8|gnaV g
| allow!/ do noj-llow for#y “personal details to be published.

| have not made\s r Taty it ' /ar 00 jn the past 2 vears.

Name:
Address:

Email:
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000223

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

FW: Submission Details

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf Ofi
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 11:44:00 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details

Confidentiality Requested: yes
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name;
Email:

Address:

Content:

I'm opposed to the WestConnex project as it is not going to solve Sydney's transport problems. The
money would be better spent on less polluting and more health promoting alternatives such as public and
active transport (walking, running, cycling etc).

Of particular concern to me is the plan for emissions stacks in and around Rozelle to be unfiltered. | don't
want the project to go ahead at all, and | don't want emission stacks built anywhere near where | live but |
most definitely do not want unfiltered emission stacks constantly spewing pollution out into the air over my
neighbourhood. | also don't want them moved to where they simply destroy someone else's air quality
and enjoyment of living in their neighbourhood.

If the project must go ahead and emission stacks must be built surely it ought to be a requirement that
they be filtered.

| understand that Sydney Motorway Corporation say they don't need the unfiltered WestConnex Iron
Cove stack on Terry Street near Rozelle Public School. | don't want it or any other emission stack
anywhere near my neighbourhood or anyone else's neighbourhood. People's health and the health of our
city long term ought to be of a higher priority than the possibility of saving 5 minutes off a commute time.

| don't want more roads or the additional cars that inevitably come with more roads. | don't want people to
lose their homes and be uprooted from their communities and forced to live elsewhere for the sake of yet
another road. | don't want the noise, pollution, traffic and vibration during construction and | definitely don't
want unfiltered emissions stacks near my home.



https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226611

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




From:
Sent:

Subject: FW: Submission Details

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf O

Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 5:36:10 AM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:i

Subject: Submission Details

Confidentiality Requested: yes
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name;
Email:

Address:
Content:
| strongly object to this proposal and urge the Secretary of Planning to advise the Minister to refuse the
application on the grounds below. NSW Planning should also recommend to the NSW government that

there should be an independent review of WestConnex before more billions are spent and more
residents' lives damaged.

| object to unfiltered stacks in Haberfield, St Peters and Rozelle, which would be the site of an
unprecedented concentration of stacks. | cannot understand why if the NSW government is spending
billions of dollars on this project, it cannot afford to filter the stacks. | completely reject the statement in the
EIS that if after years the unfiltered stacks are shown not to work, more unfiltered stacks would be a
better solution that filtering stacks. This section in the EIS calls out that the emissions are likely to
decrease, but fails to set this as a key measure of success of the project. The City of Sydney came up
with a well thought out alternative plan and this has been ignored in the EIS.

| urge the Secretary of NSW Planning to advise the Minister to reject this EIS, publish my name and
submission in accordance with the undertaking on your website, and provide a written response to this
concern.

Yours sincerely,

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226393

Submission for Job: #7485 WestConnex M4-M5 Link
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From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf O

Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 8:57:01 AM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:
Subject: Submission Details

Confidentiality Requested: yes
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:
Email:
Address:

Content:
| am a resident of Balmain and am very concerned about the huge impact that the M4-M5 Link as it
currently stands will have on the many suburbs and residents of the inner west.

| object to the following features of the link:

1. Legitimacy of the motorway in the first place

- Research shows that motorways move a tiny fraction of people per hour compared to a well-connected
public transport

- Research also shows that build more roads only encourages more traffic - will we endlessly build
motorways to create more road capacity until the entire city is nothing but motorways? This would be
absurd, but is the logical conclusion of building more roads on a vain attempt to reduce traffic congestion

2. The route - through densely populated, heritage suburbs

- The Inner West is much more densely populated than most residential suburbs in Sydney.

- If you were designing this motorway to impact the fewest number of residents, you would not use this
route.

- A much better route would be further West from Sydney Olympic Park down through Chullora - there are
more industrial areas than residential and much more availability of land.

3. Poor use of taxpayer dollars

- Given the proximity to the city for much of the land that needs to be acquired for construction and/or
operation of the motorway it is an incredible cost to taxpayers to build this road

- A route through Chullora would represent much better value for money

4. Local traffic congestion
- The link will dump more traffic on Victoria Road and the Anzac Bridge, which are already incredibly



congested

- Public transport on the Anzac Bridge and Victoria Road will be adversely affected due to there being no
dedicated bus lanes on Anzac Bridge

- Notice that the Rozelle tunnel portions come later than the main link - this is unacceptable. Knowing
politics, there is no guarantee that the Rozelle portion will be built.

5. Lack of measurement of benefits

- What is the exact metric by which "reducing traffic congestion on local roads" will be measured?
- What evidence is there that the motorway will achieve this?

- Will this be tracked and publicised?

- Who will be held accountable for success/failure to reach these metrics?

6. Quality of Ventilation system

- NSW and Australian standards are too lax

The concept design states that the EIS "will detail how the ventilation design ensures that concentrations
of air emissions meet state and national best practice for in-tunnel and ambient air quality.”

However, the standards for NSW and Australia are far too lax. Cruise Ships that are banned in Europe
because they are such heavy polluters are allowed to sail deep into Sydney Harbour and dump tiny
particles upon schools, parks and homes.

Saying that this tunnel will meet NSW and Australian standards isn't saying much at all.

- Ventilation studies have shown that air quality is not "significantly" worse than it already was for people
living nearby major roads. Is this really the lowest bar that you have set yourselves? Air quality should be
improving, not getting worse.

- Consider the HEPA filters installed in all Tesla vehicles - they not only clean the air inside the vehicle but
outside the vehicle.
That is the quality of air filtering that | expect. If that's too expensive, then the motorway is too expensive.

- For a ventilation system to be trusted, it would need to include in-tunnel filtering the likes of which is
already in use in Japan and Europe.

- If you refuse to improve the air quality through in-tunnel filtering, then emissions should be reduced via
other means. For example, some jurisdictions around the world do mandatory emissions testing of
vehicles each year during vehicle registration. The NSW Government could spend a fraction of the cost of
the motorway on implementing such a scheme and on compensating lower-income households for the
cost of retrofitting their cars to output less dirty exhaust.

- This is the number 1 resident concern/objection to all of the new motorways being built. Save everyone
a headache and DO something about it. Just fobbing off resident concerns/objections will only make
residents angrier than they already are.

7. Lack of accountability
- If this project makes local congestion worse, who will be held accountable?
- If this project makes air quality worse, who will be held accountable?

6. Location of Ventilation stacks
- The residents around Rozelle are bearing a grossly disproportionate burden of the ventilation stacks,

given that there will be one set placed in Rozelle Rail Yards and one on Victoria Road, Rozelle (right near
Rozelle Public School).



- A large number of apartments have recently been built on Terry Street, this is incredibly foolish to build a
ventilation stack so close to homes.

- The only way to positively resolve this would be to extend the Rozelle tunnel further under Drummoyne
and to move the ventilation stacks to Drummoyne

7. Green space right next to ventilation stacks

The Green space at Rozelle Rail Yards looks very nice in the render, but | will never use it and neither will
my family. | will actively discourage my friends from using it too.

What is the point in having green space if it is right next to a ventilation stack? It is like leaving your car
running in the driveway and sitting next to the exhaust.

If you're going to have ventilation stacks, you should place them far away from green space.

8. Cycleways grossly overstated

- Mullens and Montague Streets in Balmain are listed as cycleways. Nothing could be further from the
truth. These are some of the most cramped streets in Sydney.

You can barely have cars traveling in both directions at the same time, let alone cyclists (unless said
cyclist has a death wish). You can accurately claim that is is a pedestrian link, since the road has a
footpath. But this is a low bar that the majority of streets in Sydney would meet.

- This is my assessment based on my knowledge of local streets. If you have applied a similar rubric to
other parts of the cycleway map then you have grossly overstated the actual cycleways

9. Political bias

- A reasonable person could assume that the NSW Liberal Government simply doesn't care about the
health and life of the people of the Inner West, because they are not Liberal-held electorates.

For example, why does Rozelle get 2 ventilation stacks but nearby Drummoyne (a Liberal electorate) gets
none?

- Since many of the swinging electorates are in greater Western Sydney, this motorway could also be
reasonably assumed to be a vote-buying exercise aimed at buying votes in Western Sydney

- A reasonable person could interpret the timing of this consultation as intended to coincide with councils
in the inner west being in caretaker mode due to the forced council amalgamations (yet another assault
on the Inner West)

- Why not extend the tunnel further along Victoria Road (if the goal is really to reduce local traffic
congestion) and move the ventilation stack into Drummoyne?



Submission: Online Submission from
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226395

Submission for Job: #7485 WestConnex M4-M5 Link
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Site: #3247 M4-M5 Link
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From: I

Sent: Sun, 8 Oct 2017 22:09:42 +0000

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Philip Rosenberger Il (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfPhilip Rosenberger III
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 9:09:00 AM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
|

Subject: Submission Details for Philip Rosenberger III (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Philii Rosenberier 1]

Ashfield, NSW
2131

Content:
Our daughter attends Year 1 at Haberfield Public School.

| object to the proposed combination of construction facilities at Haberfield referred to as "Option B' in the
Environmental Impact Statement for the WestConnex M4-M5 Link.

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.

| also call for the ventilation stacks to be filtered. The Haberfield stack will release toxic emissions from
two sections of WestConnex over our community. | cannot understand why if the NSW government is
spending billions of dollars on this project, it cannot afford to filter the stacks. If you would consider the
health impacts these toxic fumes have with asthma, cancer and other conditions being caused and the
cost on the economy and health systems it woudl be a much more sensible and cost effective decision to
filter the stacks.

Please note my objection for the following reasons:

- It is not appropriate and poses a definitely thread to school children walking to school for a construction
site for Australia's most significant road project to be located approximately 200m from a large primary
school where more than 600 students are moving to and from the school every weekday. This can not be
seen to be in the public interest, Australia is better than that.

- This also imposes an great problem for the children's learning environment. 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, which will have significant noise and air quality impacts
for surrounding residences as well as students and staff of the school;
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- The light vehicle and heavy vehicle traffic associated with Option B (including over 140 heavy vehicle
movements per day) would 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; please also consider that
children attend before and after care so this woudl be form 7am to 9.30am every morning and from 2.30
to 6pm every afternoon.

- The proposal includes temporary closures of one lane of Alt Street and Bland Street to establish
construction vehicle access, which is unacceptable from a traffic impact and safety perspective given
these streets are the main southern access routes to and from the school; | am using these street every
day to get to work from school - it is already difficult enough to navigate Bland street, if you close this lane
it will make it impossible for me to get to work on time.

- The proposal would lead to long term significant traffic impacts along Bland Street particularly light traffic
movements going to and from the civil site entrance/exit on Bland Street, and likely loss of parking near
the school due to construction vehicles parking along local roads; It is currently very hard to find parking
for dropping off kids as a great percentage - | think every second child lives out-of-area of the school.

- 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;

- The construction site layouts and access arrangements are conceptual only, with the final design still to
be confirmed. This uncertainty creates significant anxiety for the local community as the precise impacts
of the proposal are not clear, have not been properly assessed and the future process does not allow for
community input;

- The above impacts are noted in the EIS as being “temporary' however are not short in duration and are
predicted to last for approximately five years - for our daughter that means her entire primary education
will be impacted.

- Furthermore, community consultation has been poor with insufficient distribution of notices about
information sessions and the EIS submission period occurring over the school holiday period.

Your sincerely,

Uta Mihm & Philip Rosenberger IlI

Submission: Online Submission from Philip Rosenberger Il (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226398

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

Site: #3247 M4-M5 Link
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From:
Sent: Sun, 8 Oct 2017 22:10:46 +0000

3

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Lee-Fay Low (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfLee-Fay Low
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 9:10:00 AM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Lee-Fay Low (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Lee-Fay Low

1

Lilyfield, NSW
2040

Content:
| write with the following objections to the stage 3 EIS:

1) It does not fully take into account ventilation tunnel/ surrounding land and building heights and wind
directions, such that the Terry street tunnel could adversely impact on Rozelle Public School.

2) It does not fully explain impacts on local traffic and rat runs as some drivers take to back streets to
avoid tolls

3) It does not take into account community impact of further bisection of lilyfield with south
lilyfield/leichardt and rozelle on either side of victoria road. If it becomes more difficult to cross those roads
both in a car an as a pedestrian, it will mean that pockets of the community are further isolated

4) It is unclear the benefits the road will have for the Sydney community - travel time savings from the
west are minimal with significant toll costs.

5) Public transport links around the road should be better considered and articulated.

Submission: Online Submission from Lee-Fay Low (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226400

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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From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf Of
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 9:31:59 AM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To: I

Subject: Submission Details
Confidentiality Requested: yes
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:
Email:

Address:

Content:
My key concerns are as follows:

- Unfiltered ventilation stacks @ Rozelle - these must be filtered for PM2.5

- The construction work is so close to Rozelle school therefore my children will be more susceptible to
negative impacts such as learning impairments, heart and lung disease

- that the EIS isn't the final design and that subcontractors can change the design without any community
consultation or approval

- Trucks driving on local streets, & subcontractors putting pressure on resident street parking

- Iron Cove Link will be tolled therefore creating rat runs in Rozelle and Lilyfield by road users avoiding
tolls

Submission: Online Submission from
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226409

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




From: I

Sent: Sun, 8 Oct 2017 23:56:20 +0000

To: |

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Leonie Chapman of Lawyal Solicitors (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfLeonie Chapman
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 10:56:05 AM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Leonie Chapman of Lawyal Solicitors (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Leonie Chaiman

ROZELLE, NSW
2039

Content:

We live right behind the Church and Childcare Centre as well as Rozelle Public School in Rozelle. We
have lived in Rozelle for 7 years. Our three sons attend Rozelle Public School. It is a beautiful family
community. It currently has clean air and minimal noise pollution and traffic.

Our youngest boy, Farley, will attend next year the Rozelle Public School pre-school which is situated
right next to where it is proposed a large pollution vent will be built. My eldest two (6 years old and 8
years old) will be in year 1 and year 3. The basketball court they currently play on is situated right next to
where you propose to pump pollution from cars driving in tunnels underground, into the air, for my boys to
breath.

One thing | do know, as a person who lives in the Leichhardt Council community and has dealt
extensively with Leichhardt Council in relation to our own DA, it is a Council that protects not only the
heritage of the area but respects its residents right to clean air and lack of noise pollution. | am therefore
confident that it cannot be possible that an adult's right to drive faster and quicker underground to a
location by car, will ever be prioritised over the health and safety of our children and community.

Particularly so where the purpose is to link the M4 and M5, which are already linked by the M7, A6 and
A3. 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 | strongly believe they should not be included in the overall Project. Existing
motorways (Cross City Tunnel and Eastern Distributor) would provide suitable road capacity to avoid the
city centre.

As mentioned, too the West there are also the M7, A6 and A3 connections. Has there been modelling
provided of whether (with appropriate upgrades) these existing roads might provide far more cost
effective and time efficient connections between the two motorways, particularly given their alignments
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would service multiple demand corridors at the same time?

| am also concerned about the way this is happening. EIS should not be permitted to get NSW
Government approval so that the opportunity to design, build, operate, maintain and toll the road can be
sold to private investors, completely outside of the view of the public who will bear the effects on their
community for the next 100 years.

As community members, we do not have decision making power to stop the proposal - but we do have
voices and the Government and Council represents us. Please ensure the right decision is made and
stop the proposed construction and pollution vents near our school.

Please respond to our submissions, as it is causing great anxiety in our community. | personally look
forward to a reading about Leichhardt Council's strong objection to the proposal, it being pulled for
consideration and to you restoring my faith in what | know to be true... that the health and safety of our
children and communities will ALWAYS be put before convenience and money! Always!

!ubmission: !nline !ubmission !rom Leonie Chapman of Lawyal Solicitors (object)

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226420

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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From: I

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 00:05:09 +0000

To: I

Subject: FW: Submission Details for company Lawyal Pty Ltd (org_object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfLeonie Chapman
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 11:04:57 AM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
I

Subject: Submission Details for company Lawyal Pty Ltd (org_object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Leonie Chapman

ROZELLE, NSW
2039

Content:
We strongly object to the Stage 3 EIS.

We live and run our law firm right behind the Church and Childcare Centre as well as Rozelle Public
School in Rozelle. We have lived in Rozelle for 7 years. Our three sons attend Rozelle Public School. It is
a beautiful family community. It currently has clean air and minimal noise pollution and traffic.

Our youngest boy, Farley, will attend next year the Rozelle Public School pre-school which is situated
right next to where it is proposed a large pollution vent will be built. My eldest two (6 years old and 8
years old) will be in year 1 and year 3. The basketball court they currently play on is situated right next to
where you propose to pump pollution from cars driving in tunnels underground, into the air, for my boys to
breath.

Our boys are worried about pollution and are constantly asking us whether or not there will be a tunnel
and smoke stack next to their school, and are worried they will have to move schools because of the
pollution. They love Rozelle Public School and shouldn't be forced to move for their health.

As someone who lives in the Leichhardt Council community and has dealt extensively with Leichhardt
Council in relation to our own DA for our home/office, it is a Council that protects not only the heritage of
the area but respects its residents right to clean air and lack of noise pollution. | am therefore confident
that it cannot be possible that an adult's right to drive faster and quicker underground to a location by car,
will ever be prioritised over the health and safety of our children and community.

Particularly so where the purpose is to link the M4 and M5, which are already linked by the M7, A6 and
A3. 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 | strongly believe they should not be included in the overall Project. Existing
motorways (Cross City Tunnel and Eastern Distributor) would provide suitable road capacity to avoid the
city centre.

As mentioned, to the West there are also the M7, A6 and A3 connections. Has there been modelling
provided of whether (with appropriate upgrades) these existing roads might provide far more cost
effective and time efficient connections between the two motorways, particularly given their alignments
would service multiple demand corridors at the same time?

We are also concerned about the way this is happening. EIS should not be permitted to get NSW
Government approval so that the opportunity to design, build, operate, maintain and toll the road can be
sold to private investors, completely outside of the view of the public who will bear the effects on their
community for the next 100 years.

As community members and as small business owners working in the area, we do not have decision
making power to stop the proposal - but we do have voices and the Government and Council represents
us. Please ensure the right decision is made and stop the proposed construction and pollution vents near
our school.

Please respond to our submissions, as it is causing great anxiety in our community. | personally look
forward to a reading about Leichhardt Council's strong objection to the proposal, it being pulled for
consideration and to you restoring my faith in what | know to be true... that the health and safety of our
children and communities will ALWAYS be put before convenience and money! Always!

Submission: Online Submission from company Lawyal Pty Ltd !org_object!
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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




000229-M00002

From: I

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 01:38:02 +0000

To: |

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Leonie Chapman of 1978 (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfLeonie Chapman

Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 12:35:59 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
We Chapman of 1978 (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Leonie Chapman

ROZELLE, NSW
2039

Content:

| am writing to make a submission on the incompleteness of the EIS. As demonstrated below there are a
number of points that have not been adequately addressed.

The wrong traffic modelling approach has been used:

* All traffic modelling is wrong, the question is: by how much? And what are the implications of the error?
* Incorrect traffic modelling has led to overoptimistic traffic predictions which resulted in low toll revenue
from of the Cross City Tunnel, Lane Cove Tunnel and Brisconnex in Brisbane, resulting in eventual
bankruptcy.

* The traffic modelling process used to develop the Project is fundamentally flawed because:

- Traffic projections are likely to be significantly different to the actual traffic on the street network

- Traffic volumes projected in the model are in numerous instances well above the physical capacity of
the road network.

* There is no statement on the level of accuracy and reliability of the traffic modelling process. This is a
major shortcoming and is contrary to the Secretary's Environmental Assessments Requirements.

* Westconnex traffic modelling relies on implausible traffic volumes that exceed the capacity of the road
links and intersections at several key locations.

Key Inputs to the modelling process are unpublished or incorrect



* The accuracy of the model 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, automated
vehicles that may have a significant impact on traffic growth. This has not been considered or modelled.

* SMC is using an unpublished Value of Travel Time in the Westconnex traffic modelling. If the Value of
Travel Time adopted is incorrect, then all outputs will be incorrect.

* The induced demand of 0.3% is too low based on historical experience in Sydney.

- The benefits counted from reduced traffic volumes on roads such as the existing M5 and the Eastern
Distributor are unlikely to be realized due to real levels of induced demand.

* The 2023 "cumulative’ modelling scenario includes the Sydney Gateway and the western harbour tunnel
but neither of these projects are currently committed and it is highly unlikely they will be completed by this
date. This raises the question of why did the proponent adopt such a misleading position and how does it
affect the impacts stated?

* SMC refuses to release the traffic model and detailed analysis for independent unpaid peer review and
scenario analysis.

| look forward to your response to my objection,
Leonie Chapman

Submission: Online Submission from Leonie !hapman o! !978 !object!
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From: I

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 01:53:17 +0000
To:
Subject: FW: Submission Details for company Lawyal Soliciytors (org_object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfLeonie Chapman
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 12:52:59 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for company Lawyal Soliciytors (org_object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Leonie Chapman

ROZELLE, NSW
2039

Content:
Reference: Westconnex M4-M5 Submission / Objection

I am writing to make a submission based on the proposed M4-M5 Rozelle interchange with reference in
particular to parking and pedestrian safety in streets near Rozelle Public School and also King Georges
Park (KGP) which is used for school sporting activities:

The safety of children using the sporting fields at King Georges Park (KGP) is paramount. The use of
heavy plant equipment and construction vehicles in and around this area will cause a danger to children
travelling to use the fields for their sports activities

Formalising parking & bio-retention facility at KGP will take away parking spaces. Where does the excess
traffic park on the weekend? (Conversation at the Inner West Council presentation suggested that
Council will consider bringing in resident's parking permits to combat this potential problem - will this lead
to parking meters in our streets)

Will the bio-retention facility at KGP to be a permanent fixture? Will it be filtered? If not how is this bio-
hazard going to be mitigated?

Callan, Springside, McLeer are all shared zones to become major access roads to the park during
construction this will create a safety issue?

| look forward to your response to my submission,
Leonie Chapman
Principal Lawyer - Lawyal Solicitors



Submission: Online Submission from company Lawyal Soliciytors (org_object)
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From: I

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 02:14:35 +0000

To: I

Subject: FW: Submission Details for company Lawyal Solicitors (org_object)
Attachments: 226666_171010_ Chapman WestConnex Submission_20170ct10_1254.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfLeone Chapman

Sent: Tuesdai, 10 October 2017 12:56:07 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for company Lawyal Solicitors (org_object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Leone Chapman

ROZELLE, NSW
2039

Content:

Please find attached written signed submission on behalf of Leonie and Craig Chapman - Directors of
Lawyal Solicitors, a business that is run from Rozelle and who both live with their three sons in Rozelle.

!U!ITIISSiOI"IZ !nllne !U!mISSIOH |FOITI company !awya| !0|ICIIOFS !OI'Q_“C)!]BCI!
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Leonie and Craig Chapman
Lawyal Solicitors

20 Prosper Street

Rozelle NSW 2039

10 October 2017

NSW Government Planning and Environment
Major Project Assessment
WestCommex M4-M5 Link

Dear Sir / Madam,
Reference: Westconnex M4-M5 Submission / Objection

| am writing to make a submission on the incompieteness of the EIS. As demonstrated below
there are a number of points that have not been adequately addressed. The areas of concern
refer to the proposed unfiltered exhaust stacks:

The Concept Design is proposing two unfiltered stacks to be placed in Rozelle which,
potentially, will exhaust the fumes and pollutants from,

= the whole of the tunnel from St Peters to Rozelle, (approx. 3.9 km)

+ the cross-harbour tunnel travelling south, (approx. 2.8km from Goat Island)
* the tunnel from Haberfield to Rozelle (approx. 3.2 Km)

+ and the tunnel from Iron Cove to Rozelle goods yards (approx. 0.9 Km)

This represents something like the concentrated poliution from some 11 km of freeway (much
of it 4 lanes) all being poured into Rozelle.

And there is also the threat of an additional exhaust stack for the cross harbour tunnel maybe
somewhere on the Balmain Peninsular or Goat Island. This will drift south and add to the

pollution in Rozelle.
There are a number of conceming aspects about the design of the ventilation system:

* These are very long tunnels by world standards

* There are complex off-takes and linkages underground

* Are the engineering models good enough to safely predict what is going to happen?
(They were clearly not good enough for the M5 tunnel which was much more
straightforward).

«  With longitudinal ventilation over the length of those tunnels, | assume, that friction
with the forced air flow will become a major factor... thus forcing up the size and cost
of the jet fans. Are we going to see a drive for economies in running these jet fans in
the short term or when a private buyer takes over? What protection or assurances do
we residents have?



= Has some form of transverse ventilation been considered? This would also seem to
offer some safety measures where there is mechanical failure with a section of the
fans.

* What level of redundancy is going to be built into the ventilation systems. What safety
features? What happens when there is a fire or a bomb deep in one of the
tunnels? What happens when there is an accident near one of the exits and there is
3 km x 4 lanes of traffic banked up underground?

* | assume that there is some level of redundancy built into the ventilation shaft system
but it hasn't been publicised. It should be publicised.

What happens on calm days?

EPA data show relatively low average wind speeds in Rozelle of 1.8 m per second and a

14 6% incidence of calms. That is, on the equivalent of 54 days a year the air is still and you
cannot rely on atmospheric turbulence to mix and disperse the air from the ventilation
stacks. This means that this toxic mix will spill out into a very localised area around the
stacks.

Longley and Gustavo Olivares (2010)° in a research report on tunnel ventilation in New
Zealand conclude: However, stack and especially portal emissions can lead to highly
localised "hotspots’ of increased concentrations. It is quite possible that road tunnel emissions
can lead to localised breaches of the National Environmental Standards for PM10 and NO2
around stacks and portals, as well as exceedences of Regional Air Quality Guidelines.

This is critically important if these locations coincide with Rozelle Public School as well as
residences, businesses or any other land-use in which people are likely to be exposed.

| understand that when particulate matter or other pollutants are discharged through the
exhaust shafts that the majority of the pollutants descend in a radius of about 300-600 m. At

least, this was the case for PM,, and NOx with the M5 stack. There is still significant faliout
over a much greater radius than this. Thus we will have something like the following situation
in Rozelle after the exhaust systems are operating.

| believe that living and having children attend school in the vicinity of the two proposed
stacksﬂaatwewilbeexposedtoroﬁuﬁmbvdofﬂ:mﬂﬂ(ﬁmswtammads) + 12 (from
the ventilation stacks) = 24 mg/m” PM, s especially on calm days. And because these are
averages they say nothing about PEAK levels of exposure around peak hours and when
there might ailso be atmospheric pollution from fires, dust storms or temperature inversions.
Clearly peak levels will be much higher than the averages. Perhaps 10 times higher.

There is no safe level of exposure to PM. < particles or smaller particles. To ciaim that the
exhausts meet international standards is dissembling. To protect our health the levels should
be zero. International standard levels have been dropping continuously for 20 plus years and
are likely to continue to drop as knowledge increases.

The UN's World Health Organisation has current guidelines ing that annual
exposure be limited to 10 mg/m” for PM, 5. Australia has opted for 8 mg/m’. However, we
should not be patting ourselves on the back for having tighter standards that other countries
or because Paris has higher background pollution than Sydney. European studies show that
each 5 microgram per cubic metre increase in PM; s concentration was associated with a 7%
increase in mortality risk (hazard ratio [HR] 1.07, 95% confidence interval). Every increase of
five micrograms per cubic metre of PM2.5 drove the risk of lung cancer up by 18 per cent.



So accepting a leve! of 24 mg/m’, or anything like it, for the pupils of Rozelle Public School
where a ventilation stack is proposed to be built nearby is clearly unacceptable with today's
knowledge. If the majority of the pollution is due to “natural: factors such as dust, sea

salt and bush fires, it is still not acceptable to increase the PM, s load by about 50% from
roads. In fact, any level above 8 mg/m® would contravene the existing guide lines.

Ultra fine particles

None of these standards addresses the issue of ultra-fine particles. It is known that these
have even more damaging health impacts than PM; 5 particles and above. However, they are
not being measured so there is a high level of ignorance about what ultrafine particles will be
contributing to the mix of exhaust gases descending on Rozelle Public School. This is not
good enough and steps must be taken to measure and monitor the levels of such particles on
a long term basis around the ventilator stacks and where pupils and teachers are exposed.

| look forward to your response to my objection.

Kind regards,

ie Chapman and Craig Chapman
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000230

From: I

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 00:10:37 +0000
To: I
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Simon Humphrey (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfSimon Humphrey
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 11:08:00 AM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
|

Subject: Submission Details for Simon Humphrey (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Simon Humihrei

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:

I live with my wife and two young boys in Rozelle and have serious concerns over the impacts that
westconnex will have on us.

In particular the noise, pollution, traffic and vibration during construction, as well as the loss of local
amenity if parkland used by locals for sport is taken for construction layover areas (in an areas where
there is already serious constraints on sport parks).

The proposed unfiltered emissions stack is proposed to be 100m from Rozelle school and obviously close
to many peoples homes, which is a serious health for our children. In the 10th century in Australia there
must be either different solutions that can be found or ways to filter the significant pollution/fumes that will
come from the smoke stack.

Submission: Online !ubmission from Simon Humphrey (object)

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226430

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

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




From: I

Sent: Man, 9 Oct 2017 01:06:00 +0000

To: ]

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Jonas Schofer (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfJonas Schofer

Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 12:05:02 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
SubjTSubmission Details for Jonas Schofer (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Jonas Schofer

Balmain, NSW
2041

Content:
Dear Sir / Madam,

Reference: Westconnex M4-M5 Submission / Objection

| am writing to make a submission on the incompleteness of the EIS. As demonstrated below there are a
number of points that have not been adequately addressed. The areas of concern refers to section 28.6:

Overall for "Table 28-6 Environmental risk analysis of key issues”.

Table 28-6 says it covers the Environmental risk analysis of key issues. Why are many of the identified
risks said to be managed and mitigated by a plan that "will be prepared and will include..." An example is
the Construction Noise and Vibration Management Plan. Why hasn't this plan been developed so that we
can actually comment on it? This puts the real management measures to be proposed after the project is
approved. What influence can we have then?

Table 28-6 Environmental risk analysis of key issues includes for air quality:

"Increase in modelled pollutant concentrations on Victoria Road to the north of Iron Cove Link, near
Anzac Bridge and Canal Road at Mascot, as a result of the general increase in traffic at that location due
to the project.”

It then says:

"While the project cannot control the general increase in traffic growth over time and related increase in

vehicle emissions, the progressive introduction of more stringent vehicle emissions regulations will
continue over the life of the project."
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This is an unacceptable statement on the management of a critical risk - air quality. It basically passes the
management of poor air quality due to an increase in traffic volume to someone else! Westconnex will
says it will be a risk until other laws are settled. How is this an acceptable management of a risk that will
impact Rozelle Public School (RPS)?

Table 28-6 Environmental risk analysis of key issues includes for contamination in construction:

"Further investigation of contamination areas will be undertaken and a Remediation Action Plan will be
prepared where necessary. Likelihood = Unlikely, Consequence = Moderate, Risk = Low"

Rozelle has been an industrial and power generating area for generations. We know that it is dangerous
to grow and eat any vegetables in our gardens. This was on TV on Gardening Australia! The risk of
contamination is not low and a Remedial Action Plan is necessary. Where is the Remedial Action Plan?

| look forward to your response to my objection,
With best regards,
Jonas Schofer

Submission: Online Submission from Jonas Schofer (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226432

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




From: I

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 01:57:15 +0000
To: |
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Cathryn Tibbertsma of Mrs (comments)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfCathryn Tibbertsma
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 12:38:59 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

|
Subject: Submission Details for Cathryn Tibbertsma of Mrs (comments)

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no
Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Cathryn Tibbertsma

Drummoyne, NSW
2047

Content:
Our family home backs onto Victoria Road. We would like to know what disruption we will be subjected to
and what compensation will be provided to us during the construction phase of the Iron Cove tunnel?

We would like to know why the tunnel does not commence at the base of the Gladesville Bridge and
tunnel under Victoria Road. This would significantly reduce congestion along the main corridor of
Drummoyne and improve the amenity for local residents.

Submission: Online Submission from Cathryn Tibbertsma of Mrs (comments)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226451

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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From: ]

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 02:25:46 +0000

To: |

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Helen Wright (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfHelen Wright
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 1:22:00 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Helen Wright (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Helen Wriiht

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:
| am writing to make a submission on the incompleteness of the EIS. As demonstrated below there are a
number of points that have not been adequately addressed.

The wrong traffic modelling approach has been used:
* All traffic modelling is wrong, the question is: by how much? And what are the implications of the error?

* Incorrect traffic modelling has led to overoptimistic traffic predictions which resulted in low toll revenue
from of the Cross City Tunnel, Lane Cove Tunnel and Brisconnex in Brisbane, resulting in eventual
bankruptcy.

* The traffic modelling process used to develop the Project is fundamentally flawed because:
- Traffic projections are likely to be significantly different to the actual traffic on the street network

- Traffic volumes projected in the model are in numerous instances well above the physical capacity of
the road network.

* There is no statement on the level of accuracy and reliability of the traffic modelling process. This is a
major shortcoming and is contrary to the Secretary's Environmental Assessments Requirements.

* Westconnex traffic modelling relies on implausible traffic volumes that exceed the capacity of the road
links and intersections at several key locations.

Key Inputs to the madelling process are unpublished or incorrect

* The accuracy of the model 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, automated
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vehicles that may have a significant impact on traffic growth. This has not been considered or modelled.

* SMC is using an unpublished Value of Travel Time in the Westconnex traffic modelling. If the Value of
Travel Time adopted is incorrect, then all outputs will be incorrect.

* The induced demand of 0.3% is too low based on historical experience in Sydney.

- The benefits counted from reduced traffic volumes on roads such as the existing M5 and the Eastern
Distributor are unlikely to be realized due to real levels of induced demand.

* The 2023 “cumulative' modelling scenario includes the Sydney Gateway and the western harbour tunnel
but neither of these projects are currently committed and it is highly unlikely they will be completed by this
date. This raises the question of why did the proponent adopt such a misleading position and how does it
affect the impacts stated?

* SMC refuses to release the traffic model and detailed analysis for independent unpaid peer review and
scenario analysis.

| look forward to your response to my objection,

Submission: Online Submission from Helen Wright (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226468

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

https://westconnexactiongroup.good.do/makeyoursubmissiontothewestconnexm4mbeis/Submissi
on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)
Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.
Please provide the following:

e An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

e Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

e Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

e The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,
diameter, facade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on
school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

e Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
¢ Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

o Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

e Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.

Page 1 of 2



Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

e A traffic plan concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

e Details of traffic modelling concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the Iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

e A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George’s Park, and the School swim carmival at
Drummoyne pool,

e Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

e Details on access to King George’s Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerel / / -

Ko (75
Signature:
I allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published.
I have not made a reportable political donation over $1000 in the past 2 years.
Name: //é’/e./{ 507/7(['&(’ , ; _
Address: /ST’ [ Vi S jé /ZO 2z {;/(/Q AD5 7

Email: /7€/é/ /‘c’f/ﬁ”él f/q G’IC*(’HJWK (57/1”

5age 20f2



000234

From: I

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 02:33:42 +0000

To: I

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Kim Smith (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfKim Smith
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 1:23:59 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Kim Smith (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Kim Smith

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:
| am totally opposed to the extension to Iron Cove Bridge for the following reasons.:

The planning of this extention has been inadequate when you consider what will be adversely affected
with the end finishing at an already bottleneck for traffic.

The smoke stack in the vicinity of our local public school is deplorable and dangerous.

K

Submission: Online Submission from Kim Smith (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226470

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

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




000234-M00001

NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

https://westconnexactiongroup.good.do/makeyoursubmissioniothewestconnexmdmbeis/Submissi
on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)
Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.
Please provide the following:

e Ananalysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

e Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

e Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

e The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,
diameter, facade and exact location. and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road

approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on
school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

e Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
e Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

e Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

e Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

e A traffic plan concemning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

e Details of traffic modelling concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the Iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

¢ A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park, and the School swim camival at
Drummoyne pool,

¢ Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

e Details on access to King George’s Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,

Signature:
| allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published.

I have not mil_/\j reportable po jtical donation over $1000 in the past 2 years. gq
Name:

NS 20
Address: 35 S’\Df (*"3'3 1C'(C SJ ‘ROZ@ ”@

Email: L&BQ,WM@@ QLFD b C‘\P(Q;__d
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From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf Off
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 1:03:01 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

To: I
Subject: Submission Details
Confidentiality Requested: yes

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:
Email:

Address:

Content:
| do not wish for my family to be affected by noise, pollution, traffic and vibration during construction and
unfiltered emissions stack so close to my home.

Submission: Online Submission from _

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226460

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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Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 02:36:59 +0000

)

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Alfred Mandap (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfAlfred Mandap
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 1:03:59 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Alfred Mandap (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Alfred Manda

|

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:
| do not wish for my family to be affected by noise, pollution, traffic and vibration during construction and
unfiltered emissions stack so close to my home.

Submission: Online Submission from Alfred Mandap (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226462

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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From: I

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 02:41:29 +0000

To: .

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Virginia McGill (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfVirginia McGill
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 1:40:57 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
I

Subject: Submission Details for Virginia McGill (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Viriinia McGill

Balmain, NSW
2041

Content:

i wish to register my objection to the Rozelle tunnel which will run along Darling Street to East Balmain.
This will include exhaust stacks, which may not be filtered. Already the air quality in the Inner West is not
good. The addition of the exhaust, filtered or not, of hundreds of vehicles using the tunnel will exacerbate
it. Rozelle and Balmain are densely populated suburbs, already choked with cars. The WestConnex
coming anywhere near will reduce the quality of life for residents - not only in respect to air quality but to
freedom of movement on the roads, including the Anzac Bridge.

Submission: Online Submission from Virginia McGill (object)
hitps://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226475

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
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From: I

Sent: Man, 9 Oct 2017 05:15:40 +0000
To: I
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Clare Britton (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfClare Britton
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 4:15:00 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Clare Britton (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Clare Britton

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:

Dear Sir / Madam,
Reference: Westconnex M4-M5 Submission / Objection

| am writing to make a submission on the incompleteness of the EIS. As demonstrated below there are a
number of points that have not been adequately addressed. The areas of concern refer to the proposed
unfiltered exhaust stacks:

The Concept Design is proposing two unfiltered stacks to be placed in Rozelle which, potentially, will
exhaust the fumes and pollutants from;

- the whole of the tunnel from St Peters to Rozelle, (approx. 3.9 km)
- the cross-harbour tunnel travelling south, (approx. 2.8km from Goat Island)
- the tunnel from Haberfield to Rozelle (approx. 3.2 Km)

- and the tunnel from Iron Cove to Rozelle goods yards (approx. 0.9 Km)



This represents something like the concentrated pollution from some 11 km of freeway (much of it 4
lanes) all being poured into Rozelle.

And there is also the threat of an additional exhaust stack for the cross harbour tunnel..maybe
somewhere on the Balmain Peninsular or Goat Island. This will drift south and add to the pollution in
Rozelle.

There are a number of concerning aspects about the design of the ventilation system:
- These are very long tunnels by world standards
- There are complex off-takes and linkages underground

- Are the engineering models good enough to safely predict what is going to happen? (They were clearly
not good enough for the M5 tunnel which was much more straightforward).

- With longitudinal ventilation over the length of those tunnels, | assume, that friction with the forced air
flow will become a major factor....thus forcing up the size and cost of the jet fans. Are we going to see a
drive for economies in running these jet fans in the short term or when a private buyer takes over? What
protection or assurances do we residents have?

- Has some form of transverse ventilation been considered? This would also seem to offer some safety
measures where there is mechanical failure with a section of the fans.

- What level of redundancy is going to be built into the ventilation systems. What safety features? What
happens when there is a fire or a bomb deep in one of the tunnels? What happens when there is an
accident near one of the exits and there is 3 km x 4 lanes of traffic banked up underground?

- | assume that there is some level of redundancy built into the ventilation shaft system but it hasn't been
publicised. It should be publicised.

What happens on calm days?

EPA data show relatively low average wind speeds in Rozelle of 1.8 m per second and a 14.6% incidence
of calms. That is, on the equivalent of 54 days a year the air is still and you cannot rely on atmospheric
turbulence to mix and disperse the air from the ventilation stacks. This means that this toxic mix will spill
out into a very localised area around the stacks.

Longley and Gustavo Olivares (2010)3 in a research report on tunnel ventilation in New Zealand
conclude: However, stack and especially portal emissions can lead to highly localised "hotspots' of
increased concentrations. It is quite possible that road tunnel emissions can lead to localised breaches of
the National Environmental Standards for PM10 and NO2 around stacks and portals, as well as
exceedences of Regional Air Quality Guidelines.



This is critically important if these locations coincide with Rozelle Public School as well as residences,
businesses or any other land-use in which people are likely to be exposed.

| understand that when particulate matter or other pollutants are discharged through the exhaust shafts
that the majority of the pollutants descend in a radius of about 300-600 m. At least, this was the case for
PM10 and NOx with the M5 stack. There is still significant fallout over a much greater radius than this.
Thus we will have something like the following situation in Rozelle after the exhaust systems are
operating.

| believe that living and having children attend school in the vicinity of the two proposed stacks that we will
be exposed to pollution level of about 12 (from surface roads) + 12 (from the ventilation stacks) = 24
mg/m3 PM2.5 especially on calm days. And because these are averages they say nothing about PEAK
levels of exposure around peak hours and when there might also be atmospheric pollution from fires, dust
storms or temperature inversions. Clearly peak levels will be much higher than the averages. Perhaps 10
times higher.

There is no safe level of exposure to PM2.5 particles or smaller particles. To claim that the exhausts meet
international standards is dissembling. To protect our health the levels should be zero. International
standard levels have been dropping continuously for 20 plus years and are likely to continue to drop as
knowledge increases.

The UN's World Health Organisation has current guidelines recommending that annual exposure be
limited to 10 mg/m3 for PM2.5. Australia has opted for 8 mg/m3. However, we should not be patting
ourselves on the back for having tighter standards that other countries or because Paris has higher
background pollution than Sydney. European studies show that each 5 microgram per cubic metre
increase in PM2.5 concentration was associated with a 7% increase in mortality risk (hazard ratio [HR]
1.07, 95% confidence interval). Every increase of five micrograms per cubic metre of PM2.5 drove the risk
of lung cancer up by 18 per cent.

So accepting a level of 24 mg/m3, or anything like it, for the pupils of Rozelle Public School where a
ventilation stack is proposed to be built nearby is clearly unacceptable with today's knowledge. If the
majority of the pollution is due to "natural: factors such as dust, sea salt and bush fires, it is still not
acceptable to increase the PM2.5 load by about 50% from roads. In fact, any level above 8 mg/m3 would
contravene the existing guide lines.

Ultra fine particles

None of these standards addresses the issue of ultra-fine particles. It is known that these have even more
damaging health impacts than PM2.5 particles and above. However, they are not being measured so
there is a high level of ignorance about what ultrafine particles will be contributing to the mix of exhaust
gases descending on Rozelle Public School. This is not good enough and steps must be taken to



measure and monitor the levels of such particles on a long term basis around the ventilator stacks and
where pupils and teachers are exposed.

| look forward to your response to my objection,

Clare Britton

Submission: Online Submission from Clare Britton (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view _activity&id=226499

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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From: I

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 05:58:34 +0000

To: ]

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Victor Storm (object)

Attachments: 226511_FINALChapter 4 Project Development and Alternatives 09102017

20170ct09_1657.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfVictor Storm
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 4:58:06 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Victor Storm (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Victor Storm

Haberfield, NSW
2045

Content:

Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services
Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

Application Number: SSI7485
WestConnex M4-5 Link from Haberfield to St Peter's with additional connections to the Iron Cove Bridge
& Rozelle Inter-change.

| object to this application SS17485.

Specifically, | write to object to what the EIS presents in Volume 1A Chapter 4, Project development and
alternatives, as an accurate representation of the development of the M4-M5 project including options
considered. Specifically my concern is in relation to proposed construction sites in Haberfield/Ashfield
presented as Option A and Option B.

| request the Department of Planning not approve the application because significant and relevant
information has been omitted from Chapter 4 of the M4-M5 EIS, particularly in relation to Haberfield
Option A and B. These omissions make Chapter 4 and the entire EIS incomplete and not ready for
exhibition, assessment, or approval.

* False and misleading or omitted information brings into question the validity of the entire M4-M5 EIS. All
chapters, appendices and annexures of EIS rely upon the accuracy of project development background
information as presented in Chapter 4. If Chapter 4 is inaccurate and inadequate, then so is the rest of



the EIS.

* Specifically, what is presented in the M4-M5 EIS is false and misleading due to no mention or
consideration of what occurred during the M4 East exhibition, assessment and approval process, - and
how this background information and WestConnex project knowledge relates to the current M4-M5
application.

* What was promised to the community during the M4 East Concept phase (2013-14) and M4 East EIS
exhibition phase in (2015-16), was that there would be no above ground construction sites in Haberfield
and Ashfield after 2019 - except if the M4-M5 were to be approved. If the M4-5 were approved, then only
limited construction work would be required to fit out of the M4-M5 ventilation stack, as well as use of the
M4-M5 entry and entry ramps along Wattle St, between Parramatta Rd and Ramsay St, Haberfield.

* When the WestConnex M4 East project was approved in February 2016, the M4-M5 (Stage 3)
ventilation facility and exhaust chimney, the M4-M5 ‘blind portal' entry and entry surface ramps, and the
M4-M5 mainline tunnel stubs were also designed and included to be constructed as part of the M4 East
project.

* The M4-M5 exhaust stack is currently being built onsite as part of the M4 East Parramatta Rd
Ventilation Facility (PRVF) opposite Bunnings, the M4-M5 entry and exit surface ramps are currently
being built along Wattle St, Haberfield between Parramatta Rd and Ramsay St, Haberfield, and the M4-
M5 mainline tunnel stubs are being tunnelled and will end deep underground around 142-144 Alt St,
Haberfield.

* What was promised at the time of M4 East EIS exhibition and approval was that if the M4-M5 were to be
approved (as predicted by SMC/WDA), there would be no need any above ground construction sites in
Haberfield and Ashfield. This promise was repeated and reiterated from 2013 until recently, and was said
to be being both reasonable and technically feasible.

* This promise was also actively used, in 2015/2016, to justify the significantly changed design and
expansion of the Wattle St interchange in the M4East EIS, from what was presented to the community
during the M4 East Concept Plan information sessions in 2013/2014.

* This promise of no M4-M5 above ground construction sites in Haberfield or Ashfield has subsequently
been used as the basis for asking for community and resident “patience' for the promised “temporary’'
duration of WestConnex M4 East construction activity. This M4East construction is currently causing
significant and adverse health, well-being, social and business impacts in Haberfield and Ashfield.

* |t was promised, and was a condition of the M4 East approval that in 2019, all Haberfield and Ashfield
above ground WestConnex construction sites were to have been dismantled, as well the Urban Design
and Landscape Plan (UDLP) completed and Legacy Project “surplus lands and property' delivered back
to the community. These promises were still being reiterated in early 2017, when there was community
consultation on how surplus land would be restored to the community in 2019.

| object that the M4-M5 project proposes to deny and reneg on what was originally promised to the
Haberfield and Ashfield community in 2019, and which will now result in a total of 8 years, or more, of
construction being imposed upon the residents and businesses.

This is scarcely a temporary proposal that residents should be forced to endure! Whilst the proposals
made in the current M4-5 EIS are feasible, they are unreasonable because of the sustained and
unacceptable impact on the lives of Haberfield/Ashfield residents. A decade long intrusion and disruption
into the everyday life of people from 2013-2023 is unreasonable.

| specifically object that no feasible or reasonable alternative to 8 years of construction is being presented
or considered in Chapter 4, or elsewhere in the M4-M5 EIS.



Even since the release of the M4-M5 EIS, project team members have conceded it is feasible to build the
M4-M5, as promised, without additional above ground construction sites in Haberfield and Ashfield.

It is up to the Department of Planning and the Minister of Planning to determine that it is reasonable for
the proposal to remain true to promises already made to local residents and it is unreasonable to expect
the Haberfield and Ashfield community to live with and try to survive a further 6 years or more (totalling a
decade or more) of new and continuing WestConnex above ground construction sites and activity.

* The promised option is an alternative that has not been documented, or considered as a viable
alternative or option within Chapter 4. This is a significant failing within the EIS.

* Chapter 4 makes no mention of this important background information and promise, and does not
consider the reasonableness and feasibility of this construction option. This is a major omission and
failing with the M4-M5 EIS.

* The applicant has also not understood or fully revealed the evolution of the M4-5 project and has not
adequately considered the integration of the proposed M4-5 Link with both the M4 East, and New M5
projects.

* Chapter 4 does not fully and truthfully summarize the project evolution and design refinements for the
key components of the project. The proponents of the M4-M5 project and the authors of the EIS are either
completely unaware of the projects full and true development history in relation to the Haberfield and
Ashfield promise, or are prepared to ignore it as a matter of expediency. As they describe in the EIS the
options development process for permanent and temporary infrastructure, facilities and construction
staging, they ignore the promise made to Haberfield and Ashfield residents, present an Option A and B
regards construction sites and staging, but effectively fail to present all options that are technically
feasible.

* Moreover, at public consultations, the project team have outlined a number of design initiatives which
are not mentioned at all in the EIS. These include use of a conveyor belt across Parramatta Rd to move
spoil from one side to another, use of rock crusher mill & and construction of an additional foot bridge to
permit workers access from one side to the other.

* This is also a major EIS failure with significant impacts for residents living around where the M4-M5 will
connect with the M4 East Wattle St, Haberfield interchange, - as well for residents living around where the
M4-M5 will connect with the New M5 St Peters interchange.

| also specifically object that on page 4-1 it is stated that:

the project described and assessed in this EIS is based on a concept design that is subject to further
refinement during detailed detail and construction planning, as described in Chapter 1 (introduction).

* It is wrong, and | object that such an important infrastructure project is being assessed on what is
acknowledged as only being a concept, with much important detail to be refined and made public only
after approval.

* | request that the Department of Planning not approve the application until more than a concept design
requiring refinement is provided.

Chapter 4, by omission, misleading or false information has not given a true account, and considered the
full range of construction options in Haberfield.

* | specifically object that Haberfield Option A and Option B being presented, is made with no background
reference to promises made to the community during the M4 East EIS exhibition and assessment
process.



* | also object about the way Chapter 4 and EIS summarises the Haberfield and Ashfield Option A and B.
The 2 options are summarised in such a manner, that upon an initial reading of the EIS, it seems that
there is a simple choice between 2 Construction Options, each proposing to use 3 sites different location.

* However on closer reading of the words, combined with an examination of tables and figures, it
becomes apparent that the M4-M5 East EIS is seeking approval of all 6 construction sites, and that the
final decision as to exactly which and how many sites will be required - and the staged timing and
duration of their combined usage - will be determined by the project builder, during detailed design and
construction planning after approval has been granted.

* | object that the way Option A and B is summarised within the EIS does not clearly show the overlapping
of construction activity and extended duration of proposed construction time across at least 4, if not five of
the sites in Haberfield and Ashfield. This is also a serious omission of detail of what is actually proposed
in the EIS

* | object to the indicative nature of the EIS specifically in relation to the Option A and Option B Haberfield
and Ashfield construction sites and staging.

* It is unreasonable to proceed with the assessment and approval process without requiring more detailed
information and putting it out for exhibition regards Option A and B.

The SEARs Page 4-2 says that:

"a demonstration of how the project design has been developed to avoid or minimise likely adverse
impacts; (and that details about the project evolution and design refinement process that has been used
to avoid or minimise likely adverse impacts are included in section 4.5 and section 4.6.)"

4.6.2 lists the following criteria for review of for project options"

* The locations of key project infrastructure - where feasible, the construction ancillary facilities would be
located within or adjacent to land which would be used for permanent operational infrastructure.
COMMENT: HABERFIELD/ASHFIELD OPTION B acquires and alienates increased private land

* Co-locating sites with other WestConnex projects where possible - the project would use construction
ancillary facilities approved for use by the M4 East and New M5 projects at Haberfield and St Peters
respectively.

* COMMENT: OPTION B adds new land to the project footprint and also both OPTION A & B reneg on
previous promises and assurances given by SMC to minimise above groud impacts on local residents
with the M4-5 project.

* Land is suitable for use - this included consideration of surrounding land uses, biodiversity and heritage
values and minimising disruption to communities.
* COMMENT: Both Options A&B will significantly disrupt local communities

* Accessibility - sites would be located close to arterial routes for spoil haulage and would minimise use of
local roads through residential areas.

* COMMENT: The promised option of no above ground construction sites in Haberfield/Ashfield permits
use of tunnel exit portals and then underground tunnel movements for spoil haulage. So this option would
impact significantly less on all residential areas in Haberfield/Ashfield.

* Minimising private property acquisition - the aim is to utilise government owned properties where
possible.
* COMMENT:Option B involves more private land acquisition



* Construction program implications - site selection that would enable construction works to be completed
as efficiently as possible. COMMENT: Whilst there may be efficiencies for engineers with Options A & B
or their more extensive preferred hybrid options, these efficiencies do not properly consider the impact of
a decade long industrial project in the midst of a densely populated residential setting. The loss of
productive efficiency of thousands of employees, businesses and school children impacted by these
proposals is not adequately assessed nor quantified. It is noted that the EIS now proposes to minimise
the impact of the project around the Darley St site, by limiting work to business hours. This courtesy and
consideration should be extended across all project sites, due the extended time frame of the project.
There should be a nightime curfew, with no heavy truck movements nor project work after 10 pm.

To sum up:

* The EIS has gross deficiencies, as outlined above, which makes it impossible for the public to make an
informed response.

* The Secretary should not recommend, nor the Minister approve this EIS.

* The Secretary should instruct the proponents to accurately reflect the historic developments and revise
the SEARS to ensure any proposal honors prior commitments to local residents on how project impact
would be avoided, minimized and mitigated.

* The Minister should release the Preferred Infrastructure Report on the M4-5 for public consultation, in
order that informed public response and critique can be offered. The Preferred Infra-structure report
should become the EIS for public consultation.

Yours sincerely

Victor Storm
E: hvstorm@gmail.com

Submission: Online Submission from Victor Storm (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226511

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




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

Application Number: SS17485
WestConnex M4-5 Link from Haberfield to St Peter’s with additional
connections to the Iron Cove Bridge & Rozelle Inter-change.

| object to this application SS17485.

Specifically, | write to object to what the EIS presents in Volume 1A Chapter
4, Project development and alternatives, as an accurate representation of the
development of the M4-M5 project including options considered. Specifically
my concern is in relation to proposed construction sites in Haberfield/Ashfield
presented as Option A and Option B.

| request the Department of Planning not approve the application because
significant and relevant information has been omitted from Chapter 4 of the
M4-M5 EIS, particularly in relation to Haberfield Option A and B. These
omissions make Chapter 4 and the entire EIS incomplete and not ready for
exhibition, assessment, or approval.

e False and misleading or omitted information brings into question the
validity of the entire M4-M5 EIS. All chapters, appendices and
annexures of EIS rely upon the accuracy of project development
background information as presented in Chapter 4. If Chapter 4 is
inaccurate and inadequate, then so is the rest of the EIS.

o Specifically, what is presented in the M4-M5 EIS is false and
misleading due to no mention or consideration of what occurred during
the M4 East exhibition, assessment and approval process, - and how
this background information and WestConnex project knowledge
relates to the current M4-M5 application.

e What was promised to the community during the M4 East Concept
phase (2013-14) and M4 East EIS exhibition phase in (2015-16), was
that there would be no above ground construction sites in Haberfield
and Ashfield after 2019 — except if the M4-M5 were to be approved. If
the M4-5 were approved, then only limited construction work would be
required to fit out of the M4-M5 ventilation stack, as well as use of the
M4-M5 entry and entry ramps along Wattle St, between Parramatta Rd
and Ramsay St, Haberfield.

o When the WestConnex M4 East project was approved in February
2016, the M4-M5 (Stage 3) ventilation facility and exhaust chimney, the
M4-MS5 ‘blind portal’ entry and entry surface ramps, and the M4-M5
mainline tunnel stubs were also designed and included to be
constructed as part of the M4 East project.



e The M4-M5 exhaust stack is currently being built onsite as part of the
M4 East Parramatta Rd Ventilation Facility (PRVF) opposite Bunnings,
the M4-M5 entry and exit surface ramps are currently being built along
Wattle St, Haberfield between Parramatta Rd and Ramsay St,
Haberfield, and the M4-M5 mainline tunnel stubs are being tunnelled
and will end deep underground around 142-144 Alt St, Haberfield.

o What was promised at the time of M4 East EIS exhibition and approval
was that if the M4-M5 were to be approved (as predicted by
SMC/WDA), there would be no need any above ground construction
sites in Haberfield and Ashfield. This promise was repeated and
reiterated from 2013 until recently, and was said to be being both
reasonable and technically feasible.

e This promise was also actively used, in 2015/2016, to justify the
significantly changed design and expansion of the Wattle St
interchange in the M4East EIS, from what was presented to the
community during the M4 East Concept Plan information sessions in
2013/2014.

e This promise of no M4-M5 above ground construction sites in
Haberfield or Ashfield has subsequently been used as the basis for
asking for community and resident ‘patience’ for the promised
‘temporary’ duration of WestConnex M4 East construction activity. This
M4East construction is currently causing significant and adverse
health, well-being, social and business impacts in Haberfield and
Ashfield.

e It was promised, and was a condition of the M4 East approval that in
2019, all Haberfield and Ashfield above ground WestConnex
construction sites were to have been dismantled, as well the Urban
Design and Landscape Plan (UDLP) completed and Legacy Project
‘surplus lands and property’ delivered back to the community. These
promises were still being reiterated in early 2017, when there was
community consultation on how surplus land would be restored to the
community in 2019.

| object that the M4-M5 project proposes to deny and reneg on what was
originally promised to the Haberfield and Ashfield community in 2019, and
which will now result in a total of 8 years, or more, of construction being
imposed upon the residents and businesses.

This is scarcely a temporary proposal that residents should be forced to
endure! Whilst the proposals made in the current M4-5 EIS are feasible, they
are unreasonable because of the sustained and unacceptable impact on the
lives of Haberfield/Ashfield residents. A decade long intrusion and disruption
into the everyday life of people from 2013-2023 is unreasonable.



| specifically object that no feasible or reasonable alternative to 8 years of
construction is being presented or considered in Chapter 4, or elsewhere in
the M4-M5 EIS.

Even since the release of the M4-M5 EIS, project team members have
conceded it is feasible to build the M4-M5, as promised, without additional
above ground construction sites in Haberfield and Ashfield.

It is up to the Department of Planning and the Minister of Planning to
determine that it is reasonable for the proposal to remain true to promises
already made to local residents and it is unreasonable to expect the
Haberfield and Ashfield community to live with and try to survive a further 6
years or more (totalling a decade or more) of new and continuing
WestConnex above ground construction sites and activity.

e The promised option is an alternative that has not been documented,
or considered as a viable alternative or option within Chapter 4. This is
a significant failing within the EIS.

e Chapter 4 makes no mention of this important background information
and promise, and does not consider the reasonableness and feasibility
of this construction option. This is a major omission and failing with the
M4-M5 EIS.

e The applicant has also not understood or fully revealed the evolution of
the M4-5 project and has not adequately considered the integration of
the proposed M4-5 Link with both the M4 East, and New M5 projects.

e Chapter 4 does not fully and truthfully summarize the project evolution
and design refinements for the key components of the project. The
proponents of the M4-M5 project and the authors of the EIS are either
completely unaware of the projects full and true development history in
relation to the Haberfield and Ashfield promise, or are prepared to
ignore it as a matter of expediency. As they describe in the EIS the
options development process for permanent and temporary
infrastructure, facilities and construction staging, they ignore the
promise made to Haberfield and Ashfield residents, present an Option
A and B regards construction sites and staging, but effectively fail to
present all options that are technically feasible.

e Moreover, at public consultations, the project team have outlined a
number of design initiatives which are not mentioned at all in the EIS.
These include use of a conveyor belt across Parramatta Rd to move
spoil from one side to another, use of rock crusher mill & and
construction of an additional foot bridge to permit workers access from
one side to the other.

e This is also a major EIS failure with significant impacts for residents
living around where the M4-M5 will connect with the M4 East Wattle St,



Haberfield interchange, - as well for residents living around where the
M4-M5 will connect with the New M5 St Peters interchange.

| also specifically object that on page 4-1 it is stated that:

the project described and assessed in this EIS is based on a concept design
that is subject to further refinement during detailed detail and construction
planning, as described in Chapter 1 (introduction).

It is wrong, and | object that such an important infrastructure project is
being assessed on what is acknowledged as only being a concept, with
much important detail to be refined and made public only after
approval.

| request that the Department of Planning not approve the application
until more than a concept design requiring refinement is provided.

Chapter 4, by omission, misleading or false information has not given a true
account, and considered the full range of construction options in Haberfield.

| specifically object that Haberfield Option A and Option B being
presented, is made with no background reference to promises made to
the community during the M4 East EIS exhibition and assessment
process.

| also object about the way Chapter 4 and EIS summarises the
Haberfield and Ashfield Option A and B. The 2 options are summarised
in such a manner, that upon an initial reading of the EIS, it seems that
there is a simple choice between 2 Construction Options, each
proposing to use 3 sites different location.

However on closer reading of the words, combined with an
examination of tables and figures, it becomes apparent that the M4-M5
East EIS is seeking approval of all 6 construction sites, and that the
final decision as to exactly which and how many sites will be required -
and the staged timing and duration of their combined usage - will be
determined by the project builder, during detailed design and
construction planning after approval has been granted.

| object that the way Option A and B is summarised within the EIS does
not clearly show the overlapping of construction activity and extended
duration of proposed construction time across at least 4, if not five of
the sites in Haberfield and Ashfield. This is also a serious omission of
detail of what is actually proposed in the EIS

| object to the indicative nature of the EIS specifically in relation to the
Option A and Option B Haberfield and Ashfield construction sites and
staging.



e |tis unreasonable to proceed with the assessment and approval
process without requiring more detailed information and putting it out
for exhibition regards Option A and B.

The SEARs Page 4-2 says that:
“a demonstration of how the project design has been developed to
avoid or minimise likely adverse impacts; (and that details about the
project evolution and design refinement process that has been used
to avoid or minimise likely adverse impacts are included in section
4.5 and section 4.6.)”

4.6.2 lists the following criteria for review of for project options”

o The locations of key project infrastructure — where feasible, the
construction ancillary facilities would be located within or adjacent to land
which would be used for permanent operational infrastructure.
COMMENT: HABERFIELD/ASHFIELD OPTION B acquires and
alienates increased private land

o Co-locating sites with other WestConnex projects where possible —
the project would use construction ancillary facilities approved for use by
the M4 East and New M5 projects at Haberfield and St Peters
respectively.

« COMMENT: OPTION B adds new land to the project footprint and also
both OPTION A & B reneg on previous promises and assurances given
by SMC to minimise above groud impacts on local residents with the M4-

5 project.

o Land is suitable for use — this included consideration of surrounding
land uses, biodiversity and heritage values and minimising disruption to
communities.

« COMMENT: Both Options A&B will significantly disrupt local
communities

« Accessibility — sites would be located close to arterial routes for
spoil haulage and would minimise use of local roads through
residential areas.

« COMMENT: The promised option of no above ground construction sites
in Haberfield/Ashfield permits use of tunnel exit portals and then
underground tunnel movements for spoil haulage. So this option would
impact significantly less on all residential areas in Haberfield/Ashfield.

« Minimising private property acquisition — the aim is to utilise
government owned properties where possible.
« COMMENT:Option B involves more private land acquisition

« Construction program implications — site selection that would enable
construction works to be completed as efficiently as possible.
COMMENT: Whilst there may be efficiencies for engineers with Options




A & B or their more extensive preferred hybrid options, these efficiencies
do not properly consider the impact of a decade long industrial project in
the midst of a densely populated residential setting. The loss of
productive efficiency of thousands of employees, businesses and school
children impacted by these proposals is not adequately assessed nor
quantified. It is noted that the EIS now proposes to minimise the impact
of the project around the Darley St site, by limiting work to business
hours. This courtesy and consideration should be extended across all
project sites, due the extended time frame of the project. There should
be a nightime curfew, with no heavy truck movements nor project work

after 10 pm.

To sum up:

e The EIS has gross deficiencies, as outlined above, which makes it
impossible for the public to make an informed response.

e The Secretary should not recommend, nor the Minister approve this
EIS.

e The Secretary should instruct the proponents to accurately reflect the
historic developments and revise the SEARS to ensure any proposal
honors prior commitments to local residents on how project impact
would be avoided, minimized and mitigated.

e The Minister should release the Preferred Infrastructure Report on the
M4-5 for public consultation, in order that informed public response and
critique can be offered. The Preferred Infra-structure report should
become the EIS for public consultation.

Yours sincerely

Victor Storm
E: hvstorm@gmail.com
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Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services
Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

Application Number: SSI7485

WestConnex M4-5 Link from Haberfield to St Peter’s with additional
connections to the Iron Cove Bridge & Rozelle Inter-change.

| am happy to clarify or discuss any of the issues that | have raise in my submission.
| look forward to your considered response. | request that my name and objection be
noted and recorded and that my submission is made publicly available.

| write this submission as a local resident. However | also hold specific expertise in
health areas, both in psychiatry and public health, which inform my observations and
comments.

| object to this application SS17485.

Specifically, | write to object to what the EIS presents in Volume 1A Chapter 11,
Human health risk, as an accurate synthesis of how health and human risk can be
best managed within the M4-M5 project proposal. The remarks focus particularly on
the Haberfield/Ashfield end of the project proposal. It is also informed by my lived
experience as a resident of Haberfield, of the ongoing impact of the M4E project on
daily life.

| request the Department of Planning not approve the current application because
Chapter 11, in association with Appendix K , of the M4-M5 EIS identifies a number of
deficiencies in the applicants proposal and as such makes EIS incomplete and not
ready for exhibition, assessment, or approval.

| make specific suggestions on how Departmental officers could better inform the
Minister review, by seeking further information sought from affected stake-holders. |
also make a series of specific suggestions about specific conditions of approval that
should be added so that the objectives of this chapter as defined in the SEARS
would have greater chance of being met.

Chapter 11 Human Health Risk

This chapter outlines the potential human health impacts and quantifies the risks to
human health associated with the M4-M5 Link project (the project), including:
e An outline of the methodology used to undertake the human health risk
assessment
e A summary of the existing environment relevant to human health
e A description of the potential impacts of the project on human health during
construction and operation
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e Environmental management measures to be implemented to minimise any
potential impacts of the project on human health.

The central question is what different measures will be taken by the M4-5
project team to deal with manifold failures of implementation on M4 E project
to satisfactorily minimise human health risk and the project impacts on
surrounding residents? Further if more robust conditions of approval are
made, how will compliance be regulated & enforced?

The methodology for the human risk assessment is based on defining, quantifying
where feasible, and assessing the potential risks to human health from the
construction and operation of the project. The assessment focused on the key
impacts of local and regional air quality, in tunnel air quality for tunnel users, noise
and vibration and social changes.

This response will raise comments and questions about aspects of the chapter,
adding some suggestions & then conclude with a series of suggestions that, | believe
enable a more robust analysis of the application to be considered.

Section 11.2 Project design to minimize health impacts:

This section asserts that placing the project underground minimizes health impacts.
Sadly this does not resolves the health impact problem when the project surfaces, as
it does in multiple places in Haberfield/Ashfield. The M4-M5 project as currently
proposed will not minimize but rather increases and expands adverse health impacts
in Haberfield/Ashfield.

The proposed Options A and B in Haberfield will further lengthen the duration of
construction work in Haberfield /Ashfield, because of overlaps with the M4 East
project and Option proposals which renege on promises to the local community
during the M4E consultations & variations, that there would be no need for additional
or new above ground construction sites in Haberfield/Ashfield.

Section11.3 Existing Environment
Section 11.3.1 Population profile

Is the population estimate up to date, in respect of expected population growth
figures for the Inner West over the period 2011-367?

Section 11.3.2: This chapter references information received from the Sydney Area
Health Service (which has never been an entity). This indicates that the data relied
upon in the EIS is not new, may be out of date and cannot to be relied upon in this
EIS. The use of the term Sydney Area Health Service (or CSAHS, SSWAHS)
indicates that reference material in the EIS has just been cut and paste from M4 East
EIS (which also referred to Sydney Area Health Service rather than Sydney Local
Health District, which was established in 2011). This suggests that the RMS was
also probably using out of date information in 2015.
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This raises concern on how up to date is the scientific and other information, that is
being used to inform this EIS. The lived experience of residents affected by the
current projects is that current measures have been inadequate to eliminate or
minimise human health impacts during construction.

| recommend that DP&E confirm and ensure that EIS uses the most up to date
information about the population and relevant health statistics. The EIS needs
to ensure that it is considering the current health of the existing population
living along the project route.

Section 11.3.4, Existing Noise and vibration: It was unclear, when were the
measured noise levels, generally referred to in the EIS done around Haberfield,
Ashfield and St Peters? Where new measurements taken for this EIS? Or are the
background measurements that are referred to measures taken for the M4-5 and
M5, prior to demolition of the built environment and removal of vegetation?

| recommend that it is confirmed when noise measurements were taken across
the M4-5 link footprint. If the measures relied on for this EIS include those
taken several years ago, then there needs to a review and re-assessment of
the baseline measures obtained, so that modelling can be based on the
current environment of sound dispersal.

Section 11.4: Assessment of potential construction impacts

Section 11.4.1: Potential Air Quality Impacts: “Significant mitigation of air quality
impact” will be “managed” to minimise impacts. Dust mitigation failures will be “short-
lived”. How will this occur? It has not been the experience of residents to date,
whose homes and cars are constantly covered in fine irritant dust.

One issue of concern is the large number onsite diesel generators proposed for use
across the project. While there is no Australian standard for the safe running of these
machines in residential settings, the Woolcock Institute identified that there can be
significant fine particulate pollution problems from the operation of these generators.
Experience from the M4E project has been that these cause both noise and air
pollution to nearby homes. It is unacceptable that residents should be subjected to a
diesel motor running day and night close by and polluting their homes.

Indoor air quality monitoring was not undertaken as part of the initial assessment.
This again was noted as a deficiency and should be addressed prior to any work
commencing.

| recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be no use of off
road diesel equipment

| recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be Indoor air
quality monitoring inside nearby schools and homes, prior to, and during the
project life.
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Section 11.4.2: Potential noise impacts from movement of construction vehicles “In
all areas evaluated, there are no noticeable increases in noise from construction
traffic on the proposed routes during the daytime or night-time.”

This appears nonsensical. If you have large truck & dogs hauling 25 tonnes of
material day & night, you do experience construction noise increase. You can hear
every gear change as these trucks go up and down Parramatta Road and Wattle
Street at all hours.

Section 11.4.2 discusses ground-borne construction noise and says “The modelling
addressed the worst-case situation when the tunnelling is occurring immediately
beneath a sensitive receiver”

Was any worst case scenario modelling done for the Wattle St interchange/portals,
which will also be constructed?

Section 11.4.3, Table 11-5, p13: Contamination risks from asbestos are cited to be
low; how can we be assured that public safety risk is low, given the multiple recent
breaches in management of asbestos contaminated soil in the M4 widening and
MA4E projects?

p14 Traffic management risks are also cited to be low: but again there are multiple
examples of failure by trucking contractors to observe safety requirements

Pedestrian Safety has also been problematic, particularly for frail and vision impaired
residents during road and path detours required for M4E construction.

Section 11.5 Assessment of potential operational impacts

This is an area where the science has expanded knowledge at a rapid rate in the
past 5 years. Public policy in most European countries is taking this on board, with
proposals to limit motor vehicles in inner urban locales and ban petrol & diesel
vehicles altogether.

Impaired air quality impacts on cardio vascular and respiratory health. It also impacts
on children’s cognitive capacity. What is apparent from Tables 11-18,11-19 & 11-20
is that:

We exceed air quality standards for Particulate Matter (PM) now and that with the
introduction of this traffic inducing project we will increase Maximum 24 hour
averages of PM10 with the project, compared to not having the project and we will
also increase the annual average of PM2.5 by over 7% and PM10 by 5.5%with the
project, compared with not having the project. This is a serious problem, given that
we already exceed health targets in these measures, which has long term health
implications that are not quantified in the tables. Work done by the Woolcock
Institute in their 2015 report and by Adrian Barnett in Queensland, highlight the
problem that we face, and if this project is implemented as planned, would
exacerbate.

Also Table 11-24 highlights increases in ill-health effects from PM2.5 for residents of
Canada Bay, Sydney, Botany & Burwood. These effects require further analysis and
explanation before any approval should be granted.
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Table 11-25 notes the unacceptable increase in mortality risk from PM2.5 for
elevated receptors. This brings into question impacts on residents around Homebush
& North Strathfield from already established Westconnex infrastructure, into which
the M4-5 link will drive more traffic.

| recommend clarification of the PM burden from the project and reasons for
locality based PM burden as identified in Table 11-24

Section 11.5.2 Noise and Vibration

Noise and vibration is correctly identified as having a number of adverse impacts.
More recent evidence published this year implicates noise related sleep disruption as
playing a contributory role in the development of Alzheimer’'s Disease.

It is also of note that children’s cognitive development has been identified as being
impaired by both poor air quality (even on exposure during a walk to school) and
excessive noise exposure.

The lived experience of residents from the M4E project has been that the predicted
modelling of impacts was flawed. Many residents were told that a variety of projects
undertaken would have no impact on them. Engineers continually expressed
surprise that residents could hear work and would be awoken at night by work 400-
500 metres away. The reasons for this problem are unclear. Perhaps sound
modelling was undertaken prior to the demolition of many buildings and removal of
large trees. Or the calculations were just incorrect. On the basis of this, there must
now be accurate modelling and pre-emptive mitigation, not the practice of
retrospective denial of impact.

| recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be no
commencement of works unless mitigation measures are available and ready
to be installed i.e mobile sound walls closer to source of sound (sound
blankets on mobile cages able to be moved and positioned closer to the
source of sound, better baffling than we have experienced with the M4 East),
acoustic covering of jet fans and ventilation equipment. Also note the use of
the containers as sound wall on New M5 site near airport.

11.6 Assessment of potential social impacts on health

11.6.1: Changes to traffic and transport: The M4E legacy is one of profound
disruption to the Haberfield community, which the M4-5 link project will only prolong.
A further 4-5 years of construction will take its toll. Public transport, pedestrian and
cyclist access will remain interrupted. Commuting by car will continue to be disrupted
for several more years.

11.6.2: Property acquisition, resulting in the loss of friends and neighbour
continues to impact on many families.

11.6.3: Green space has been alienated both public and private. The ongoing
construction noise & dust intrusion significantly diminishes the enjoyment of both
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parks and also private gardens. The reduced vegetation cover and the broad heat
sink created by the project have increased the heat load and burden on the suburbs
of Haberfield/Ashfield.

Any delays in restoring UDLP lands, with consequent delays in restoring aspects of
the street tree canopy will exacerbate this problem.

11.6.4: Changes in community: Community links within Haberfield, between
Haberfield & Ashfield and Haberfield & Five Dock will be impaired by increased
vehicle traffic flows from Westconnex. This occurs both during construction and
following completion.

11.6.5: Visual changes: The visual impacts are sustained and in the case of the
prolonged nature of this project, not short-lived. Loss of aspect and longer site lines
are irreplaceable.

11.6.6: Equity: The impact on Haberfield has meant that over 50% of its apartment
base was demolished for the project. Also Housing Department tenants have been
badly affected by noise intrusion around Dobroyd Parade, and their problems have
not been adequately addressed for many months.

11.7 Economic Aspects

Local businesses have suffered and continue to suffer in Haberfield. This is set to be
extended by ongoing work for another 4-5 years. Many local businesses and jobs
have been lost on the Parramatta corridor, which also reduces benefits to local
businesses.

11.7.1 Road tolling: Tolling impacts on those with lowest incomes. The proposal to
permit tolls to increase at 4% per annum, even when inflation is far below that, is a
licence to print money for toll operators. It defers the cost of the project onto future
generations at a compounded price level, which raises questions of inter-
generational equity.

| recommend that tolls only be increased in line with the CPI.
11.8 Construction fatigue

Construction fatigue is well and truly with us. The prospect of a further 6 years of
work, some in combination with the M4E project over the next 2 years moves this
decade long impact into the realm of unacceptable and unreasonable oppression of
a local community. The lived experience has demonstrated that the current approval
processes, based around impacts of short term projects should not apply. If a
government has “state significant infra-structure” that it wishes to construct, it should
not throw out the rule book and allow normal regulations that control such industrial
work in the every-day world to be ignored. In fact the rules for a decade long
intrusion into people’s lives need to be more thorough, better regulated and more
closely monitored and enforces.

In addition to construction fatigue, there is also complaint fatigue. The experience
residents have, when they have legitimate complaints about dust, noise or other
pollution, is one of slow response and often no response. If the communication team
is pushed, the team member is often irritated by the complaint (as they cannot do
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anything about it). The most common response is a cut and paste email that states
that the EPL licence allows such unreasonable noise or other intrusion.

| recommend that as part of the conditions of approval, improved
communications and complaints mechanisms are developed and implemented
as part of any approval process.

| recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there is local project
public liaison officer in at every construction site or area. Residents need to be
able to make direct contact, in person, and not just through a service centre.

| recommend that as part of the conditions of approval, an independent and
co-ordinated complaints system be established, possibly under the
jurisdiction of relevant local Councils. This would serve as a one stop system
that can accommodate phone, letter, email, or in person complaints, with
support and follow capacity provided.

| recommend that as part of the conditions of approval the Department of
Planning to establish and auspice neighbourhood group meetings and liaison,
between local residents with relevant construction and project employees.

| recommend that as part of the conditions of approval there are regular,
advertised weekly/monthly resident drop in sessions held either on site, or in
the local area with: DPE compliance team and post approval teams, EPA reps,
IWC Westconnex Unit, (and on a quarterly or six monthly basis inviting reps
from Safe Work NSW, RMS, TFNSW, Transport Management Centre, SLHD,
Primary Health Network, and technical and senior people from the contracted
Project builder (and not the community engagement team). The project builder
should finance, but not control the administration of these sessions.

| recommend that as part of the conditions of approval that there up to date
project community notice boards at each construction site, and also at central
project notice boards in other suitable locations, i.e. shopping centre, library,
civic centre.

11.9 Stress and anxiety issues

The main factor contributing to stress and anxiety for local residents is the sense of
loss of control of your own environment. The Westconnex project has been imposed
on our community and consistently intrudes into everyday (& night) life, by disrupting
sleep, leisure and recreation. It can have many physiological and psychological
impacts. The decade long intrusion into the lives of ordinary people, without remit or
mitigation is oppressive and discriminatory.

The M4E project team have handled stress and anxiety issues poorly.

| recommend that better management of impacts and proper mitigation are
required before any approvals are given.

The Westconnex series of projects present challenges and difficulties that have not
been faced in modern densely populated Australian urban environments. The initial
approvals for the M4 widening, M4E, & New M5 have highlighted limitations of the
review of approval mechanisms, when modelled projections and predictions are
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contradicted by the actual outcomes. The public have discovered that there are
multiple restrictions to gaining satisfactory resolutions to problems, because the
proponent responds that they are working within approvals already granted.

Whilst the initial approvals may have been granted based on information that the
Minister received at the time, subsequent experience has demonstrated that many
concerns raised by responders to the M4E and M5 EISs were in fact accurate. Now
the Minister must acknowledge the actual experiences of residents affected by
projects to date.

| recommend that the Minister ensures that Westconnex current projects
modify practice through revised conditions of approval and that new projects
operate under more stringent and socially responsible practices.

Constructive Suggestions that are embedded throughout this submission and are
listed, with some additional ideas below.

Recommendations for consideration PRIOR TO ANY APPROVAL

| recommend that DP&E confirm and ensure that EIS uses the most up to date
information about the population and relevant health statistics. The EIS needs
to ensure that it is considering the current health of the existing population
living along the project route

| recommend that it is confirmed when noise measurements were taken across
the M4-5 link footprint. If the measures relied on for this EIS include those
taken several years ago, then there needs to a review and re-assessment of
the baseline measures obtained, so that modelling can be based on the
current environment of sound dispersal.

| recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be no
commencement of works unless mitigation measures are available and ready
to be installed i.e. mobile sound walls closer to source of sound (sound
blankets on mobile cages able to be moved and positioned closer to the
source of sound, better baffling than we have experienced with the M4 East)
acoustic covering of jet fans and ventilation equipment. Also note the use of
containers as a sound wall on New M5 site near airport.

| recommend that the DP&E planning assessment and approval team for the
M4-M5 consults with residents directly from along both the M4 East and New
M5 routes about their lived experiences of WestConnex building, PRIOR
making a determination on the M4-M5 Link application.

| recommend that DP&E assessment and approval team run a series of
workshops with residents, from different locations, who have or are willing to
engage with the EIS PRIOR to approval and AFTER release of the Preferred
Infrastructure Report.

| recommend that approval not be granted on the basis of this EIS. The
proponent needs to review, revise and re-submit the EIS to DP&E so it can be
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re-exhibited, in combination with the Preferred Infrastructure Report to ensure
proper public engagement.

| recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be no
commencement of works unless mitigation measures are in place, i.e. mobile
sound walls closer to source of sound (sound blankets on mobile cages able
to be moved and positioned closer to the source of sound, better baffling than
we have experienced with the M4 East) acoustic covering of jet fans and
ventilation equipment. (Also note the use of the containers as sound wall on
New M5 site near airport.)

| recommend that as part of the conditions of approval, improved
communications and complaints mechanisms are developed and implemented
as part of any approval process.

| recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there is local project
public liaison officer in at every construction site or area. Residents need to be
able to make direct contact, in person, and not just through a service centre.

| recommend that as part of the conditions of approval, an independent and
co-ordinated complaints system is established, possibly under the jurisdiction
of relevant local Councils. This would serve as a One stop system that can
accommodate phone, letter, email, or in person complaints, with support and
follow capacity provided.

| recommend that as part of the conditions of approval DP&E establish and
auspice neighbourhood group meetings and liaison, between local residents
with relevant construction and project employees.

| recommend that as part of the conditions of approval there are regular,
advertised weekly/monthly resident drop in sessions held either on site, or in
the local area with: DP&E compliance team and post approval teams, EPA
reps, IWC Westconnex Unit, (and on a quarterly or six monthly basis inviting
reps from Safe Work NSW, RMS, TfNSW, Transport Management Centre,
SLHD, Primary Health Network, and technical and senior people from the
contracted project builder (not just employees from community engagement
team). The project builder should be required to finance the administration of
these sessions.

| recommend that as part of the conditions of approval that there are up to date
project community notice board at each construction site, and also central
project notice boards in other suitable locations, i.e. shopping centre, library,
civic centre.

| recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, all project, utility and
associated work slip notices, letters, notifications, published public notices,
Agency and Government notices and letters (gazetted or not) as well as the
Local Updates should go onto a community notice board as well as a website.
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| recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there are hardboard
and illuminated pedestrian notices re detours, road changes and bus stop
closures or relocations.

| recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be no
construction work or utility work unless noise and dust mitigation measures
are in place.

| recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be no use of off
road diesel equipment (eg Diesel generators).

| recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, Indoor air quality
monitoring occur inside nearby schools and homes, prior to and during the
project life.

| recommend clarification of the project PM burden on buildings over 3 storeys
upon air quality, and new developments and concentration of high rise
buildings along transport corridors. (CAUL, www.nespurban.edu.au and the
Woolcock Institute, https://woolcock.org.au )

| recommend clarification of PM burden from the project and reasons for
locality based PM burden referred to in the EIS.

| recommend that as part of the conditions of approval, that appropriate
independent regulatory, supervision and compliance resources are funded by
the proponents and provided, to ensure that conditions of approval are
observed and met at all times.

| recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be substantially
improved communication with blind, vision impaired, deaf or hearing impaired,
non-English speaking, or English speaking but functionally illiterate people, as
well as residents who are socially isolated, or with limited mobility.

| recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be substantially
improved liaison with tenants, public or private.

| recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be proper
induction, training and better supervision of road traffic controllers.

| recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be regular
mandatory disability audits from qualified person/service re all aspects of
project impacts in local community — (a safety officer from the M4 East project
has admitted he was not qualified to assess and make appropriate
suggestions on this topic).

| recommend that tolls only be increased in line with the CPI.

Yours sincerely

Victor Storm E hvstorm@gmail.com
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Appendix C Cumulative impact assessment methodology

Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services

Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

Application Number: SSI7485

WestConnex M4-5 Link from Haberfield to St Peter's with additional connections to the Iron Cove Bridge
& Rozelle Inter-change.

| object to this application SSI7485.

Specifically, | write to object to what the EIS presents in Appendix C Cumulative impact assessment
methodology as issues that can be best managed within the M4-M5 project proposal. The remarks focus
particularly on the Haberfield/Ashfield end of the project proposal. It is also informed by the lived
experience as resident of Haberfield, of the ongoing impact of the M4E project on daily life.

Table 1-2 outlines, Projects considered but not assessed in the cumulative impact assessment. | object
that a number of key relevant projects are not considered by the impact of Westconnex. Three involve
road links and public transport infrastructure and a two more stream naturalisation :

* the King Street Gateway and the Alexandria to Moore Park Connectivity Upgrade need to be considered
as part of the cumulative impacts of the Westconnex project. To baldly say insufficient public information
is not available is inadequate. We know potential implications of traffic flow from the M4-5 link and other
Westconnex projects, so the implications on these adjacent roads will be known. It is up to the proponent
to articulate this. It is major deficiency

* a third associated road project, namely the already approved Parramatta Road pinch point project at
Great North Road is not discussed.

* Two significant public transport projects are similarly ignored. The Parramatta Road Bus and Rapid
transit and future Light rail are both written off as having insufficient public information available. Again it



is essential that the proponents articulate how the design will not impact or impair capacity for either of
these projects to proceed. They are both critical to enable reductions in surface traffic on the inner west
roads. It is vital that the M4-5 link does not get built in ways which prevents either of these projects from
being constructed in an efficient and effective manner.

* Johnston's Creek naturalisation is mentioned, but also asserts insufficient public information is available.
The Iron Cove Creek naturalisation project is not mentioned at all. Sydney Water has a number of officers
who can give advice on these projects. Again it is essential that the proponents ensure that this proposal
does not impair or hinder the capacity to revitalise and regenerate these waterways.

* All of these projects have overlap and should be key issues within this EIS, for flooding drainage, water
quality and bio-diversity.

These deficits require review and revision. | recommend that the EIS not be approved until these major
cumulative impacts are properly assessed and analysed.

Yours sincerely

Victor Storm
E hvstorm@gmail.com

!ubmission: !nline !ubmission from Victor Storm (object)
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https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view job&id=7485

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




Appendix C Cumulative impact assessment methodology

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

Application Number: SSI17485

WestConnex M4-5 Link from Haberfield to St Peter’s with additional
connections to the Iron Cove Bridge & Rozelle Inter-change.

| object to this application SS17485.

Specifically, | write to object to what the EIS presents in Appendix C Cumulative
impact assessment methodology as issues that can be best managed within the M4-
M5 project proposal. The remarks focus particularly on the Haberfield/Ashfield end of
the project proposal. It is also informed by the lived experience as resident of
Haberfield, of the ongoing impact of the M4E project on daily life.

Table 1-2 outlines, Projects considered but not assessed in the cumulative impact
assessment. | object that a number of key relevant projects are not considered by
the impact of Westconnex. Three involve road links and public transport
infrastructure and a two more stream naturalisation :

e the King Street Gateway and the Alexandria to Moore Park Connectivity
Upgrade need to be considered as part of the cumulative impacts of the
Westconnex project. To baldly say insufficient public information is not
available is inadequate. We know potential implications of traffic flow from the
M4-5 link and other Westconnex projects, so the implications on these
adjacent roads will be known. It is up to the proponent to articulate this. It is
major deficiency

e athird associated road project, namely the already approved Parramatta
Road pinch point project at Great North Road is not discussed.

e Two significant public transport projects are similarly ignored. The Parramatta
Road Bus and Rapid transit and future Light rail are both written off as having
insufficient public information available. Again it is essential that the
proponents articulate how the design will not impact or impair capacity for
either of these projects to proceed. They are both critical to enable reductions
in surface traffic on the inner west roads. It is vital that the M4-5 link does not
get built in ways which prevents either of these projects from being
constructed in an efficient and effective manner.

e Johnston's Creek naturalisation is mentioned, but also asserts insufficient
public information is available. The Iron Cove Creek naturalisation project is
not mentioned at all. Sydney Water has a number of officers who can give
advice on these projects. Again it is essential that the proponents ensure that



this proposal does not impair or hinder the capacity to revitalise and
regenerate these waterways.

e All of these projects have overlap and should be key issues within this EIS, for
flooding drainage, water quality and bio-diversity.

These deficits require review and revision. | recommend that the EIS not be
approved until these major cumulative impacts are properly assessed and analysed.

Yours sincerely

Victor Storm

E hvstorm@amail.com
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Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services
Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

Application Number: SS17485
WestConnex M4-5 Link from Haberfield to St Peter’s with additional
connections to the Iron Cove Bridge & Rozelle Inter-change.

We object to this application SSI17485.

Specifically our objections relate to the segment Project Synthesis as
detailed in Appendix A, Volume 2A

The following objections and comments are mostly relevant to the M4-M5 EIS
Project Synthesis, Volume 2A, Appendix A, although related objections
relevant to other chapters, appendices and annexures are identified and
included below. We object to the errors and problems identified below.

1 Introduction
1.5 Assessment and approval process

We object to the use of Appendix A Figure 1-2 Assessment and approval
process (page 4). It is not the same Figure used in other parts of the M4-M5
EIS. It does not accurately represent the current Assessment and approval
process and therefore misinforms readers. It seems that this figure has been
lifted from earlier EIS documents, possibly from the M4 widening, M4 East, or
New M5 EIS’s.

We recommend that the Planning team compare what is printed in Figure 1-
2, page 4 Appendix A, Volume 2A and compare it to what is used elsewhere
in the EIS, i.e. Figure 2-1, page 8, Chapter 2, Volume 1A.

1.6 Future Consultation

We also object to Section on Appendix A Future Consultation (page 4), also
seems be out dated and most likely another cut and paste insert, that does
not reflect the current M4-5 EIS consultation process.

We object that there were so many things uncertain and unknown about
project, the M4-M5 EIS information sessions were not able to provide
sufficient technical information and detail to concerned residents. In addition
the current EIS consultation process was not widely advertised in a timely
manner or way, and was inadequate, in terms of accessibility for residents
who are:

¢ Blind or with low vision,

e Deaf or hearing impaired,

e Unable to read and/or write English,

e Frail and aged are unable to get to evening information sessions &

there were No accessible daytime community information session

Project Synthesis, Appendix A, Volume 2A, Victor Storm & Sharon Laura, 16/10/17, 9 Pages total



2 The Project
2.1.1 Tunnel excavation

In Appendix A, page 7 states that: ‘Tunnel excavation methods would be
confirmed by the contractors engaged to construct the project. It is anticipated
that the tunnels would be excavated using a header and bench construction
methodology as described n Chapter 6 (construction work) of the EIS.’

Pages 21-22 of Chapter 6 outline many options and uncertainties relating to
tunnel excavation methods, and whilst there may be some anticipation that a
header and bench method is used, the construction contractor may decide to
excavate using blasting measures.

We object to the indicative nature of the EIS and that the construction
methods are being left open for the construction contractor to decide, with no
further public comment permitted.

2.1.2 Connectivity

We object that the is no map or detail on connectivity issues relevant to the
Wattle St interchange with road surface connections around Haberfield, and
Ashfield, or the St Peters interchange within Appendix A.

There seems to be an assumption by the authors of this chapter nothing is
happening or impacting upon Haberfield, Ashfield or St Peters in regards to
connectivity, - or maybe that everything that is relevant to this has already
been covered in the M4 East EIS, or the New M5 EIS.

Appendix A details connectivity concerns and matters about Rozelle and Iron
Cove Link surface works, but fails to provide information or consideration of
Haberfield, Ashfield and St Peters.

We object to the omission of Haberfield, Ashfield and St Peters from EIS
documentation and discussion about connectivity, whatever the reason. To
not include or discuss our connectivity issues is to ignore and deny the full
impact of the M4-M5 project upon the neighbourhoods of Haberfield, Ashfield
and St Peters.

We also object that there is often other important detail, modeling or
background information missing from other chapters, appendixes and
annexures in EIS relevant to Haberfield, Ashfield and St Peter’s because it is
assumed to have been covered in the M4 East or M5 EIS.

We object to the assumption that what has been presented previously in the
M4 East EIS and New M5 EIS is current and may be reliably used in the M4-5
EIS, as many local conditions changed once demolition and construction
began in Haberfield, Ashfield and St Peters.
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2.1.5 Motorway Operation complexes

We object that the Haberfield Parramatta Rd Ventilation Facility (PRVF) or
exhaust stack, does not rate a mention on page 14 in Table 2-1 Summary of
motorway operation complexes and operational ancillary infrastructure.

The omission of the Haberfield PRVF does not allow local residents to
comprehend the full extent of operations, which includes a double stack
exhaust chimneys for both the M4-M5 and M4East as well a ventilation stack
in one building.

We also object that the omission of the Haberfield PRVF facility from
Appendix A Table 2-1 keeps hidden, and seriously down plays, in the EIS
and beyond, the full operational impact of M4-M5 project upon Haberfield and
Ashfield, and overall, minimizes the scope and breadth of the project’s
impacts.

Utility services

We object that on Appendix A page 17, it is stated, ‘The location of existing
utility services and any changes required would be confirmed by the
construction contractor during the detailed design of the project in consultation
with the relevant utility providers.’

We object that it is proposed that the construction contractor will confirm and
take charge of the project associated utility works.

Our objection is based on our direct experience living on the border of
Haberfield and Ashfield and of having experienced and observed how badly
WestConnex utility work has been carried out during building of the M4 East
project

Reference is also made on Appendix A on page 17, to a proposed Utilities
Management Strategy (in Appendix F of the EIS).

We cannot find in the EIS, either in Appendix A or Appendix F sufficient
detail about a Utilities Management Strategy that confirms or gives confidence
that proposed utility works will be managed any differently with the M4-M5
project than the currently poorly managed work undertaken for the M4 East or
New M5 projects.

We also object that not all utility work will be covered by the Utilities
Management Strategy, as outlined in Appendix F page 98: ‘The Utilities
Management Strategy details the major (trunk) utility works proposed as part
of the project based on the concept design which is being considered by the
EIS. Other minor utility works which do not meet the definition of construction
are not considered as part of this strategy.’
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Our objection is informed by living with constant, disruptive and poorly
managed WestConnex utilities work associated with the M4East project.
Utility work mostly occurs on public streets and footpaths, requiring detours,
concrete saw cutting, drilling, use of noisy sucker machines, sub contracted
traffic controllers and vehicles, as well often needing to use diesel generators.
Utility works is often noisy, disruptive and polluting. To date, none of the
impacts of utility works associated with WestConnex, could be deemed
“‘minor”, in terms of its impact into the lives of local residents.

We object that ‘minor utility works not meeting the definition of construction’
has not been identified within the EIS and request that the Planning approvals
team does not approve the EIS until what is ‘minor’ is clarified.

We recommend that all utility works, included those deemed to be “minor” be
included in Utilities Management Strategy.

We object that what might be different in approach to utilities management,
compared with earlier projects has not been clearly outlined in the EIS.

We note reference to and most likely will support a Utility Co-ordination
Committee as referred to in Appendix F on page 97. This may be a positive
step in the right direction. But we are concerned that such a committee would
need to be truly independent of the project contractor.

We recommend that any committee that should be established and supported
by an independent agency or organization (eg Inner West Council), and as a
condition of approval require the active participation of senior technical
employees of the contractor.

We also recommend Terms of Reference be developed pre and not post
approval.

2.2.2 Construction ancillary facilities, Haberfield/Ashfield Options A & B

We object that the construction options, identified on page 19 in Table 2-3,
Possible construction ancillary facility combinations at Haberfield and Ashfield
assessed in this EIS do not:

‘...assist in informing the development of a construction methodology that
would manage constructability constraints and the need for construction to
occur in a safe and efficient manner, while minimizing impacts on local
communities, the environment, and users of the surrounding road and other
transport networks ...’

Neither Option A nor Option B minimize impacts on Haberfield, but extend, by
four or more years, the burden and adverse impacts of WestConnex
construction upon residents, services and businesses.

The construction ancillary facilities required to support construction of the
project shown in Figure 2-7 include:
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Optlon A: Wattle Street civil and tunnel site at Haberfield (C1a)
Haberfield civil and tunnel site at Haberfield (C2a)
O Northcote Street civil site at Haberfield (C3a)
Option B: Parramatta Road West civil and tunnel site at Ashfield (C1b)
0 Haberfield civil site at Haberfield (C2b)
Parramatta Road East civil site at Haberfield (C3b)

The fact is that the project engineers have made it very clear that their
preferred option is to have a hybrid of both Options A & B. Numerous other
additions have been mooted, including a possible conveyor over Parramatta
Road to move spoil plus an additional pedestrian footbridge for workers to
cross Parramatta Road. If these additional proposals are to be considered
they need to be included within an EIS for public consultation. A proper EIS
will need to revise and provide new data analysis of the projected impacts of
construction noise & vibration modeling, dust impacts & air quality. The
current vague concepts, that the project engineers are already significantly
proposing be revised, should not be approved in their current form.

We object to the lack of EIS inclusion and analysis of the promised and
feasible option made, during the M4East consultations, that there would be
NO additional above ground sites required for the M4-5 link. It remains
feasible to use the new portals built for the M4-5 link in Wattle Street in
conjunction with spoil removal via the M4-5 tunnel stubs below ground into the
M4 East tunnels. The M4-5 link project team have confirmed that this method
is entirely feasible and reasonable, although would take a little more time to
execute.

We recommend that the originally proposed option (of no additional surface
ground sites in Haberfield/Ashfield for the M4-5 link, given by the SMC at M4E
consultation) to minimize surface impacts of construction on residents, be
incorporated into the revised EIS and be the required option for any approval.

2.2.4 Construction work hours

We object to the proposed ongoing 24 hour industrial scale activity in the
midst of residential areas. | note that Table 2-1, footnote 2, identifies that the
Darley Road site would only be subjected to spoil removal during normal
construction hours. This courtesy must be extended across the whole project,
to enable residents of the inner west respite from the extended project. This is
not a short term impact project. Residents are unreasonably subjugated to its
impact 24 hours a day. This cannot be permitted to continue; it is not
reasonable to subject residents to this degree of intrusion into their everyday
lives.

We recommend that all project spoil haulage from all sites occur only during
routine construction hours.

We recommend that there should be an absolute curfew on all project work
after 11 pm.
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We recommend that any urgent night-time road work or road utility access
should be permitted by the RMS/TMC to commence from 7 pm and to cease
by 11pm.

2.2.5 Spoil Haulage Routes

We object to the vagueness of this section. Once again the public is being
asked to consider and the Minister approve a process where all key proposals
are yet to be determined. The proposals that are presented are unsatisfactory
and not currently appropriate for any meaningful consideration.

2.4 Potential future uses of remaining project land

We object that the proposed future land use for Parramatta Rd West & East
civil and tunnel sites does not include an UDLP option. The destruction of the
heritage of Australia’s first garden suburb warrants consideration of return to
the community of some amenity after the decade long disruption caused by
Westconnex.

We recommend that if these Parramatta Road sites are utilized, then they
should be considered as UDLP or Legacy Project Lands, to be returned to the
community, for community use once the project is completed.

3 Design evolution and impact avoidance

We object that this section has not considered any impact avoidance
strategies for Haberfield/Ashfield. For example it could have proposed
continuing with the promise made to Haberfield residents during the M4 East
consultations, that the extensive work undertaken during the Wattle Street
interchange re-design would obviate the need for any future above ground
sites for the M4-5 project. In Table 3-1, the notion of either Option A or B is
furphy. They both just extend construction fatigue on thousands of people for
too many years. This omission is serious and requires redress. (See request
in 2.2.2)

4 Project impacts and environmental management

WE object to the weak analysis provided in this section. Table 4-1 identifies all
residual impacts as medium. There is neither detail nor rationale on how this
was determined. The lived experience of residents, from both the M4E and
M5 projects, does not give cause that these assumptions are valid.

Also Westconnex is road traffic inducing project, designed to commercially
maximize revenue by having people use its toll roads. Consequently, while
Westconnex directly cannot control traffic growth, by its very existence, in the
absence of other satisfactory alternatives; it is the cause of creating more
emissions, especially around its exit and entry portals.

Table 4-1 also neglects to analyse impacts on Haberfield/Ashfield and St
Peter’s.
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5 Project performance outcomes

We object to the presentation of Table 5-1. It is clear that the EIS is deficient
in its presentation of up to date and factual information.

e The consultation project outcome is false. It cannot conclude that there
will be an engaged and informed community, based on the lack of
detail in this EIS.

o The Transport & traffic outcomes appear optimistic.

e Air quality outcomes have not been achieved to date with Stages 1 & 2.
Effective management of dust, odour & other emissions has not
occurred to date during construction. How can there be any confidence
that this will improve in Stage 3?

¢ Noise & Vibration — Amenity. The lived experience of residents has
been that this issue has been very poorly managed to date in all the
Westconnex stages. Effective management has been lacking and
residents who complain about interrupted sleep and vibration have had
unsatisfactory responses and mitigation to their concerns.

e Urban Design and Visual Amenity. There is a complete lack of
proposals for Haberfield/Ashfield. The lack of integration of this EIS
with other EIS proposals demonstrates the lack of synthesis across
project elements.

6 Project Uncertainties

Table 6-1 highlights many of the multiple uncertainties involved. Again this
confirms the view that this EIS proposal is still the indicative design stage.
There are too many uncertainties for the public to make informed comment on
many aspects.

7 Project justification and conclusion
7.1 Strategic context

We object that the current strategic focus of the Westconnex project ignores
the initial proposal was to link the airport and ports to the West and
Southwest. After nearly $20 Billion of expense, this will still not be achieved.

7.2 Need and justification

Once again the EIS fails on this issue. We object because it fails to
demonstrate how the project represents part of an integrated transport
solution. All the proponents do is suggest that the solution to the problems
that Westconnex will cause by its construction is to build yet more tollways.
The opportunity cost of investment in Westconnex is that public funds have
been diverted into an expensive project, for which the public will continue to
pay for many years to come, including annual toll charges that will increase in
excess of inflation.
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7.3 Biophysical, economic and social considerations

We object to the set of conclusions in this segment. Little evidence has been
shown to back up these assertions. There is no evidence to support the
outcome from Westconnex that there will be reduced traffic on major inner
west carriageways.

7.5 Cumulative impacts

We object to the evidence is accurately presented to demonstrate the benefits
of the project.

There are multiple cumulative impacts of this decade plus long project which
are noted. However the mitigation strategies are generic and weak. This
requires significant further development, before any approvals should be
given.

7.6 Conclusion

This section is mercifully short. We object that it concludes with little of
substance and is more or less a statement of wishful aspiration. It does not
demonstrate a sound conclusion of project synthesis, that is based on
analysis and consideration of scientific evidence.

SUMMARY

This “synthesis” demonstrates that the current document that purports to be
an EIS, is really just a concept design. If the public cannot respond, because
of the lack of definitive information within the EIS, then the Minister cannot
give informed and prudent approval.

We recommend that the Minister defer any approval of the project until after
the Preferred Infrastructure Report is completed and released for public
consultation, in conjunction with a revised EIS.

Yours sincerely

Victor Storm, E hvstorm@agmail.com
Sharon Laura, E slaurar@gmail.com

List of recommendations in this submission:
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We recommend that the Planning team compare what is printed in Figure
1-2, page 4 Appendix A, Volume 2A and compare it to what is used
elsewhere in the EIS, i.e. Figure 2-1, page 8, Chapter 2, Volume 1A.

We recommend that all utility works, included those deemed to be
“minor” be included in Utilities Management Strategy

We recommend that any committee that should be established and
supported by an independent agency or organization (eg Inner West
Council), and as a condition of approval require the active participation
of senior technical employees of the contractor.

We also recommend Terms of Reference be developed pre and not post
approval

We recommend that all project spoil haulage from all sites occur only
during routine construction hours.

We recommend that there should be an absolute curfew on all project
work after 11 pm.

We recommend that any urgent night-time road work or road utility
access should be permitted by the RMS/TMC to commence from 7 pm
and to cease by 11pm.

We recommend that if these Parramatta Road sites are utilized, then
they should be considered as UDLP or Legacy Project Lands, to be
returned to the community, for community use once the project is
completed.

We recommend that the Minister defer any approval of the project until

after the Preferred Infrastructure Report is completed and released for
public consultation, in conjunction with a revised EIS.
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Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services
Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

Application Number: SSI17485

WestConnex M4-5 Link from Haberfield to St Peter’s with additional
connections to the Iron Cove Bridge & Rozelle Inter-change.

We are happy to clarify or discuss any of the issues that we have raised in our
submission. We look forward to your considered response. We request that our
names and objection be noted and recorded and that our submission is made
publicly available.

We object to this application SSI17485.

Specifically, we write to object to what the EIS presents in Volume 1A Chapter 10,
Noise and Vibration, as an accurate synthesis of how Noise and Vibration issues can
be best managed within the M4-M5 project proposal. Our remarks focus particularly
on the Haberfield/Ashfield end of the project proposal. It is also informed by our
experience as a resident of Haberfield, living with the ongoing impacts of the M4E
project on our daily lives.

One major observation throughout volumes of the EIS is that there are major gaps in
synthesis between the different Westconnex projects. The M4E EIS was written long
before consideration of the M4-5 link. At times the M4-5 link EIS refers to material as
sourced from the M4E EIS. However in many instances there is lack of detail and
analysis of the impacts of the combined projects. So there is no wholistic overview,
which makes understanding local impacts for both Haberfield/Ashfield and St Peter's
difficult.

We request the Department of Planning not approve the current application because
Chapter 10, in association with Appendix J, of the M4-M5 EIS identifies a number of
deficiencies in the applicant’s proposals in the EIS as incomplete and not ready for
exhibition, assessment, or approval.

Both Chapter 10 and Appendix J are clearly written and laid out, which has made
analysis more straightforward than in some other chapters. In particular, it presents
sequencing of works in a more clear fashion than the same material in Chapter 5.

However, the EIS requires revision and also incorporation of an analysis of the
option promised to the communities of Haberfield and Ashfield at the time of the M4E
consultation, of no additional above ground construction sites. In essence this option
would enable all tunnelling from the tunnel stubs, via M4-M5 entry and exit portals
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(constructed as part of the M4E project) along Wattle Street in Haberfield. The M4-5
link Project Director has confirmed that this option is both feasible and reasonable.

We object to the proposed Noise and Vibration impacts for residents of Haberfield
and Ashfield from both Options A and B.

We object that there is no analysis of the impacts of the project team’s preferred
Hybrid option, which has elements from both Options A and B.

We object that there has been no consideration or analysis of an alternative option
promised to the community, even as late as in March 2017, to Option A and B in
Haberfield and Ashfield.

We recommend that this community preferred and promised, limited surface option
be utilized. It is a version of Option C1a, without use of the surface lands and use of
Option C2b for the PRVF fitout.

This option would have much less impact on residents who have endured much
already. It would also permit the M4East UDLP and Legacy Projects to be fully
implemented, without a four to five year delay.

We object to project proponent’s proposals of all options, A, B and Hybrid for
Haberfield and Ashfield, because of lived experience to date.

We are unclear if the noise impact modelling for this analysis differs from what was
provided for in the M4E EIS.

We note from Section 10.1.4, Background Noise Monitoring and Appendix J Table
3.2, Noise Monitoring Locations, relies on noise monitoring data from Haberfield in
2014, before any demolition. There is no mention of re-validation, spot checks or
maximum noise assessment. We are sure that the day and night-time RBL from
Appendix J Table 3-3 are exceeded now in most of sites H.01 to H.06.

The analysis for the M4E advised the project team that few residents would be
impacted by noisy work. In our Bland Street location, we were told we would not
have any disturbance. The experience was shock to all. Perhaps once the built
environment had changed, following building demolition and vegetation removal the
whole situation was altered. Where we live, sucker trucks working near Ashfield Park
on the Parramatta Road Ashfield site are intrusively audible. Similarly work at the
Northcote St site, including the tunnelling exhaust fans, and the Wattle St to Walker
Avenue site, both surface and ventilation shaft is intrusively audible across 24 hours.
This is not to mention the impact of work that is undertaken near the Bland Street
and Parramatta Road intersection.

We recommend that there be re-measurement and re-analysis of potential
construction noise impacts for Haberfield and Ashfield, based on these now known
and documented impacts.
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We object to the assumption, expressed in section10.1.5 that construction noise
emissions are temporary and therefore it is acceptable that these levels can be
higher. This set of projects will extend out over a decade, so what may be deemed
acceptable higher noise intrusion, for a period of days or weeks, differs when it is
proposed to occur for years.

Table 10-13 summarises anticipated out of hours work, which includes 24 hour
construction traffic for material supply and for spoil removal, from all sites, excluding
Darley Road. Table 10-14 outlines proposed construction work hours at construction
ancillary facilities.

We object to these proposals for 24 hour spoil handling as unreasonable.

The experience to date, since 24 hour spoil removal has operated from the
Northcote Street site is that the heavy laden trucks travel up and down Wattle Street
via the G-loop to Parramatta Road. They are intrusively audible with each and every
gear change as they accelerate and break up down this route.

If spoil from Rozelle and Camperdown was also transported down Parramatta Road,
on a 24 hour basis, the noise burden would be placed on many, many residents of
the inner west.

We recommend that the same hours of operation for spoil removal and material
supply apply across the whole project, which is during standard construction hours
(Monday — Friday 7am-6pm, Saturday 8am-1pm; NO work on Sunday or Pubic
Holidays). There should be no routine heavy truck movement after-hours.

This would give all residents rest and respite in the evenings and at night. It would
allow school children to do their home-work un-interrupted and permit a sound
night’s sleep for all.

Further, for after-hours road works, we recommend that the RMS/TMC permit road
occupancy from 7 pm, to allow any key evening work to take place only between 7-
11pm. There should be no road or utility work after 11pm, except in emergency
situations.

We also object to the proposed use of the Parramatta Road East & West sites for
any purpose, including tunnelling, spoil storage, construction worker parking and as
a bus shuttle depot.

We recommend that the available, former Motor Registry site at Five Dock be used
for the purposes of worker parking, bus shuttle and site offices.

We object that impact duration contains no worst-case scenario assessment on the
hybrid Haberfield site for Options of A & B.

Operational noise models are described in Table 10-16, with a Model validation in
Table 10-18. There is no identification or referencing of a combined modelling for

Sharon Laura & Victor Storm, 16.10.2017: Chapter 10 Noise & Vibration submission, 5 pages total



Haberfield/Ashfield, with the M4-5 Link portals on Wattle Street, in combination with
the M4 E portals on Wattle Street/Dobroyd Parade and Parramatta Road.

We object to the lack of this information of operational noise models for
Haberfield/Ashfield.

Section 10.3 Assessment of potential construction impacts, documents very clearly
the modelled impacts for residents. The section on Option A 10-47 to 60 and for
Option B 10-60 to 73, identify significant resident and facility impacts from both
options. These are detailed further in Appendix J, Section 5.1.1 to 5.1.10, pages 80-
133. Whilst mitigation and minimisation measures are proposed, the lived cumulative
experience to date suggests that the proponent’s option proposals are unreasonable.

We object to both Option A and B, based on their resident impact and further that the
project team is actually proposing a more extensive and expanded Option, which is
hybrid of both Options, proposing use of using more sites, than 3.

We object that the feasible and reasonable promised option of no additional surface
facility, with use of only part of C1a and C2b has not been discussed as a viable and
less intrusive option for public consideration.

We support overall proposals (page 10-72) for both mitigation measures and
minimising construction impacts, namely:

¢ Increased site hoarding around ancillary facilities to 4 or 5 metres
e Upgrade of acoustic shed performance to the maximum extent
e Limits to the internal sound power level to 110 dBA within acoustic sheds

We recommend that the Minister reject the current application seek a revision of this
chapter, which includes detail of the community preferred and promised, limited
surface Option for Haberfield/ Ashfield.

We recommend that the Minister:

e reject the current application

e request a revision of this chapter and the whole EIS, to include detail of the
community preferred and promised, limited surface Option for Haberfield/
Ashfield.

e defer any approval to the project until after the Preferred Infrastructure Design
is completed and released for public consultation in conjunction with a revised
EIS.

The public will then be in a position to provide informed feedback based on a more
considered design.

Yours sincerely

Sharon Laura & Victor Storm, 16.10.2017: Chapter 10 Noise & Vibration submission, 5 pages total



Sharon Laura, E slaurar@gmail.com
Victor Storm, E hvstormAgmail.com
List of recommendations in this submission.

We recommend that this community preferred and promised, limited surface
option be utilized. It is a version of Option C1a, without use of the surface
lands and Option C2b for the PRVF fitout.

We recommend that there be re-measurement and re-analysis of potential
construction noise impacts for Haberfield and Ashfield, based on now known
and documented impacts.

We recommend that the same hours of operation for spoil removal and
material supply apply across the whole project, which is during standard
construction hours (Monday - Friday 7am-6pm, Saturday 8am-1pm; NO work
on Sunday or Pubic Holidays). There should be no routine heavy truck
movement after-hours.

For after-hours road works, we recommend that the RMS/TMC permit road
occupancy from 7 pm, to allow any key evening work to take place from 7-
11pm. There should be no road or utility work after 11pm, except in emergency
situations.

We recommend that the Minister:

e reject the current application

¢ request a revision of this chapter and the whole EIS, to include detail of
the community preferred and promised, limited surface Option for
Haberfield/ Ashfield.

e defer any approval to the project until after the Preferred Infrastructure
Design is completed and released for public consultation in conjunction
with a revised EIS.

Sharon Laura & Victor Storm, 16.10.2017: Chapter 10 Noise & Vibration submission, 5 pages total
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Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services
Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

Application Number: SS17485
WestConnex M4-5 Link from Haberfield to St Peter’s with additional
connections to the Iron Cove Bridge & Rozelle Inter-change.

| object to this application SS17485.

| am happy to clarify or discuss any of the issues that | have raised in this
submission. | look forward to your considered response. | request that our
names and objection be noted and recorded and that my submission is made
publicly available.

Specifically, | write to object to what the EIS presents in Volume 1A Chapter
4, Project development and alternatives, as an accurate representation of the
development of the M4-M5 project including options considered. Specifically
my concern is in relation to proposed construction sites in Haberfield/Ashfield
presented as Option A and Option B.

| request the Department of Planning not approve the application because
significant and relevant information has been omitted from Chapter 4 of the
M4-M5 EIS, particularly in relation to Haberfield Option A and B. These
omissions make Chapter 4 and the entire EIS incomplete and not ready for
exhibition, assessment, or approval.

e False and misleading or omitted information brings into question the
validity of the entire M4-M5 EIS. All chapters, appendices and
annexures of EIS rely upon the accuracy of project development
background information as presented in Chapter 4. If Chapter 4 is
inaccurate and inadequate, then so is the rest of the EIS.

e Specifically, what is presented in the M4-M5 EIS is false and
misleading due to no mention or consideration of what occurred during
the M4 East exhibition, assessment and approval process, - and how
this background information and WestConnex project knowledge
relates to the current M4-M5 application.

e What was promised to the community during the M4 East Concept
phase (2013-14) and M4 East EIS exhibition phase in (2015-16), was
that there would be no additional above ground construction sites in
Haberfield and Ashfield after 2019. If the M4-5 were approved, then
only limited construction work would be required to fit out of the M4-M5
ventilation stack, as well as use of the M4-M5 entry and entry ramps
along Wattle St, between Parramatta Rd and Ramsay St, Haberfield.

o When the WestConnex M4 East project was approved in February
2016, the M4-M5 (Stage 3) ventilation facility and exhaust chimney, the



M4-MS5 ‘blind portal’ entry and entry surface ramps, and the M4-M5
mainline tunnel stubs were also designed and included to be
constructed as part of the M4 East project to obviate any further need
for additional surface work with the M4-5 project.

The M4-M5 exhaust stack is currently being built onsite as part of the
M4 East Parramatta Rd Ventilation Facility (PRVF) opposite Bunnings,
the M4-M5 entry and exit surface ramps are currently being built along
Wattle St, Haberfield between Parramatta Rd and Ramsay St,
Haberfield, and the M4-M5 mainline tunnel stubs are being tunnelled
and will end deep underground around 142-144 Alt St, Haberfield.

What was promised at the time of M4 East EIS exhibition and approval
was that if the M4-M5 were to be approved (as predicted by
SMC/WDA), there would be no need any above ground construction
sites in Haberfield and Ashfield. This promise was repeated and
reiterated from 2013 until recently, and was said to be being both
reasonable and technically feasible.

This promise was also actively used, in 2015/2016, to justify the
significantly changed design and expansion of the Wattle St
interchange in the M4East EIS, from what was presented to the
community during the M4 East Concept Plan information sessions in
2013/2014.

This promise of no M4-M5 above ground construction sites in
Haberfield or Ashfield has subsequently been used as the basis for
asking for community and resident ‘patience’ for the promised
‘temporary’ duration of WestConnex M4 East construction activity. This
M4East construction is currently causing significant and adverse
health, well-being, social and business impacts in Haberfield and
Ashfield.

It was promised, and was a condition of the M4 East approval that in
2019, all Haberfield and Ashfield above ground WestConnex
construction sites were to have been dismantled, as well the Urban
Design and Landscape Plan (UDLP) completed and Legacy Project
‘surplus lands and property’ delivered back to the community. These
promises were still being reiterated in early 2017, when there was
community consultation on how surplus land would be restored to the
community in 2019.

| object that the M4-M5 project proposes to deny and renege on what was
originally promised to the Haberfield and Ashfield community in 2019, and
which will now result in a total of 8 years, or more, of construction being
imposed upon the residents and businesses.

This is scarcely a temporary proposal that residents should be forced to
endure! Whilst the proposals made in the current M4-5 EIS are feasible, they
are unreasonable because of the sustained and unacceptable impact on the



lives of Haberfield/Ashfield residents. A decade long intrusion and disruption
into the everyday life of people from 2013-2023 is unreasonable.

| specifically object that no feasible or reasonable alternative to 8 years of
construction is being presented or considered in Chapter 4, or elsewhere in
the M4-M5 EIS.

Even since the release of the M4-M5 EIS, project team members have
conceded it is feasible to build the M4-M5, as promised, without additional
above ground construction sites in Haberfield and Ashfield.

| recommend that the Department of Planning and the Minister of Planning
determine that it is both feasible and reasonable for the proposal to remain
true to promises already made to local residents.

| recommend that the Department of Planning and the Minister of Planning
should also determine that it is unreasonable to expect the Haberfield and
Ashfield community to live with and try to survive a further 6 years or more
(totalling a decade or more) of new and continuing WestConnex above
ground construction sites and activity.

o The promised option is an alternative that has not been documented,
or considered as a viable alternative or option within Chapter 4. This is
a significant failing within the EIS.

e Chapter 4 makes no mention of this important background information
and promise, and does not consider the reasonableness and feasibility
of this construction option. This is a major omission and failing with the
M4-M5 EIS.

e The applicant has also not understood or fully revealed the evolution of
the M4-5 project and has not adequately considered the integration of
the proposed M4-5 Link with both the M4 East, and New M5 projects.

e Chapter 4 does not fully and truthfully summarize the project evolution
and design refinements for the key components of the project. The
proponents of the M4-M5 project and the authors of the EIS are either
completely unaware of the projects full and true development history in
relation to the Haberfield and Ashfield promise, or are prepared to
ignore it as a matter of expediency. As they describe in the EIS the
options development process for permanent and temporary
infrastructure, facilities and construction staging, they ignore the
promise made to Haberfield and Ashfield residents, present an Option
A and B regards construction sites and staging, but effectively fail to
present all options that are technically feasible and reasonable.

e Moreover, at public consultations, the project team have outlined a
number of design initiatives which are not mentioned at all in the EIS.
These include use of a conveyor belt across Parramatta Rd to move
spoil from one side to another, use of rock crusher mill & and



construction of an additional foot bridge to permit workers access from
one side to the other.

This is also a major EIS failure with significant impacts for residents
living around where the M4-M5 will connect with the M4 East Wattle St,
Haberfield interchange, - as well for residents living around where the
M4-M5 will connect with the New M5 St Peters interchange.

| also specifically object that on page 4-1 it is stated that:

the project described and assessed in this EIS is based on a concept design
that is subject to further refinement during detailed detail and construction
planning, as described in Chapter 1 (introduction).

It is wrong, and | object that such an important infrastructure project is
being assessed on what is acknowledged as only being a concept, with
much important detail to be refined and made public only after
approval.

| request that the Department of Planning and the Minister not approve
the application until more than a concept design requiring refinement is
provided.

Chapter 4, by omission or provision of misleading or false information, has not
given a true account, and considered the full range of construction options in
Haberfield.

| specifically object that Haberfield Option A and Option B are being
presented with no background reference to promises made to the
community during the M4 East EIS exhibition and assessment process.

| also object about the way Chapter 4 and EIS summarises the
Haberfield and Ashfield Option A and B. The 2 options are summarised
in such a manner, that upon an initial reading of the EIS, it seems that
there is a simple choice between 2 Construction Options, each
proposing to use 3 sites different location.

However on closer reading of the words, combined with an
examination of tables and figures, it becomes apparent that the M4-M5
East EIS is seeking approval of all 6 construction sites, and that the
final decision as to exactly which and how many sites will be required -
and the staged timing and duration of their combined usage - will be
determined by the project builder, during detailed design and
construction planning after approval has been granted.

| object that the way Option A and B is summarised within the EIS does
not clearly show the overlapping of construction activity and extended
duration of proposed construction time across at least 4, if not five of
the sites in Haberfield and Ashfield. This is also a serious omission of
detail of what is actually proposed in the EIS



| object to the indicative nature of the EIS specifically in relation to the
Option A and Option B Haberfield and Ashfield construction sites and
staging.

It is unreasonable to proceed with the assessment and approval
process without requiring more detailed information and putting it out
for exhibition regards Option A and B.

The SEARs Page 4-2 says that:

“a demonstration of how the project design has been developed to
avoid or minimise likely adverse impacts; (and that details about the
project evolution and design refinement process that has been used
to avoid or minimise likely adverse impacts are included in section
4.5 and section 4.6.)”

4.6.2 lists the following criteria for review of for project options”

The locations of key project infrastructure — where feasible, the
construction ancillary facilities would be located within or adjacent to land
which would be used for permanent operational infrastructure.
Response: HABERFIELD/ASHFIELD OPTION B acquires and alienates
increased amounts of private land

Co-locating sites with other WestConnex projects where possible —
the project would use construction ancillary facilities approved for use by
the M4 East and New M5 projects at Haberfield and St Peters
respectively.

Response: OPTION B adds new land to the project footprint and also
both OPTION A & B reneg on previous promises and assurances given
by SMC to minimise above groud impacts on local residents with the M4-
5 project.

Land is suitable for use — this included consideration of surrounding
land uses, biodiversity and heritage values and minimising disruption to
communities.

Response: Both Options A&B will significantly disrupt local communities

Accessibility — sites would be located close to arterial routes for
spoil haulage and would minimise use of local roads through
residential areas.

Response: The promised option of no above ground construction sites
in Haberfield/Ashfield permits use of tunnel exit portals and then
underground tunnel movements for spoil haulage. So this option would
impact significantly less on all residential areas in Haberfield/Ashfield.

Minimising private property acquisition — the aim is to utilise
government owned properties where possible.
Response: Option B involves more private land acquisition



Construction program implications — site selection that would enable
construction works to be completed as efficiently as possible.

Response Whilst there may be efficiencies for engineers with Options A
& B or their more extensive preferred hybrid options, these efficiencies
do not properly consider the impact of a decade long industrial project in
the midst of a densely populated residential setting. The loss of
productive efficiency of thousands of employees, businesses and school
children impacted by these proposals is not adequately assessed nor
quantified.

It is noted that the EIS proposes to minimise the impact of the project
around the Darley St site, by limiting work to business hours. This is
supported and should be extended to all project sites. There should be
no project work, nor spoil haulage outside routine construction hours,
due to the extended time frame of the project. There should be an
absolute night-time curfew, on all work from11 pm.

Recommendation:

Any conditions of approval must include a requirement

For no construction work (including Spoil removal) to be permitted out-of-
hours, with a night-time curfew imposed on all work from 11pm until
6am.

Further, that the more up-to-date conditions and licensing terms applied
to the Sydney Metro (rail) Project should be applied to Stage 3, should it
proceed, and retrospectively applied to Stages 1 And 2.

Additionally, any conditions of approval must include a requirement that
RMS Road occupations be allowed from 7pm onward to assist with
implementation of the 11 pm night-work curfew.

To sum up:

The EIS has gross deficiencies, as outlined above, which makes it
impossible for the public to make an informed response.

The Secretary should not recommend, nor the Minister approve this
EIS.

The Secretary should instruct the proponents to accurately reflect the
historic developments and revise the SEARS to ensure any proposal
honors prior commitments to local residents on how project impact
would be avoided, minimized and mitigated.

The Minister should release the Preferred Infrastructure Report on the
M4-5 for public consultation, in order that informed public response and
critique can be offered. The Preferred Infra-structure report should be
released with a revised EIS for public consultation.

Yours sincerely

Victor Storm E: hvstorm@gmail.com
16 October 2017
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Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services
Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

Application Number: SSI17485

WestConnex M4-5 Link from Haberfield to St Peter’s with additional
connections to the Iron Cove Bridge & Rozelle Inter-change.

We are happy to clarify or discuss any of the issues that we have raised in our
submission. We look forward to your considered response. We request that our
names and objection be noted and recorded and that our submission is made
publicly available.

We both write this submission as local residents. However one of us also holds
specific expertise in health areas, both in psychiatry and public health, which inform
the specific observations and comments.

We object to this application SSI17485.

Specifically, we write to object to what the EIS presents in Volume 1A Chapter 11,
Human health risk, as an accurate synthesis of how health and human risk can be
best managed within the M4-M5 project proposal. The remarks focus particularly on
the Haberfield/Ashfield end of the project proposal. It is also informed by our lived
experience as a resident of Haberfield, of the ongoing impact of the M4E project on
daily life.

We request the Department of Planning not approve the current application because
Chapter 11, in association with Appendix K , of the M4-M5 EIS identifies a number of
deficiencies in the applicants proposal and as such makes EIS incomplete and not
ready for exhibition, assessment, or approval.

We make specific suggestions on how Departmental officers could better inform the
Minister review, by seeking further information sought from affected stake-holders.
We also make a series of specific suggestions about specific conditions of approval
that should be added so that the objectives of this chapter as defined in the SEARS
would have greater chance of being met.

Chapter 11 Human Health Risk

This chapter outlines the potential human health impacts and quantifies the risks to
human health associated with the M4-M5 Link project (the project), including:
e An outline of the methodology used to undertake the human health risk
assessment
e A summary of the existing environment relevant to human health

Victor Storm & Sharon Laura; M4-5 link EIS response on Chapter 11, Human Health Risk,
revised 16.10.2017,11 pages total



e A description of the potential impacts of the project on human health during
construction and operation

e Environmental management measures to be implemented to minimise any
potential impacts of the project on human health.

The central question is what different measures will be taken by the M4-5
project team to deal with manifold failures of implementation on M4 E project
to satisfactorily minimise human health risk and the project impacts on
surrounding residents? Further if more robust conditions of approval are
made, how will compliance be regulated & enforced?

The methodology for the human risk assessment is based on defining, quantifying
where feasible, and assessing the potential risks to human health from the
construction and operation of the project. The assessment focused on the key
impacts of local and regional air quality, in tunnel air quality for tunnel users, noise
and vibration and social changes.

This response will raise comments and questions about aspects of the chapter,
adding some suggestions & then conclude with a series of suggestions that, we
believe enable a more robust analysis of the application to be considered.

Section 11.2 Project design to minimize health impacts:

This section asserts that placing the project underground minimizes health impacts.
Sadly this does not resolves the health impact problem when the project surfaces, as
it does in multiple places in Haberfield/Ashfield. The M4-M5 project as currently
proposed will not minimize but rather increases and expands adverse health impacts
in Haberfield/Ashfield.

The proposed Options A and B in Haberfield will further lengthen the duration of
construction work in Haberfield /Ashfield, because of overlaps with the M4 East
project and Option proposals which renege on promises to the local community
during the M4E consultations & variations, that there would be no need for additional
or new above ground construction sites in Haberfield/Ashfield.

Section11.3 Existing Environment
Section 11.3.1 Population profile

Is the population estimate up to date, in respect of expected population growth
figures for the Inner West over the period 2011-36?

Section 11.3.2: This chapter references information received from the Sydney Area
Health Service (which has never been an entity). This indicates that the data relied
upon in the EIS is not new, may be out of date and cannot to be relied upon in this
EIS. The use of the term Sydney Area Health Service (or CSAHS, SSWAHS)
indicates that reference material in the EIS has just been cut and paste from M4 East
EIS (which also referred to Sydney Area Health Service rather than Sydney Local

Victor Storm & Sharon Laura; M4-5 link EIS response on Chapter 11, Human Health Risk,
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Health District, which was established in 2011). This suggests that the RMS was
also probably using out of date information in 2015.

This raises concern on how up to date is the scientific and other information, that is
being used to inform this EIS. The lived experience of residents affected by the
current projects is that current measures have been inadequate to eliminate or
minimise human health impacts during construction.

We recommend that DP&E confirm and ensure that EIS uses the most up to
date information about the population and relevant health statistics. The EIS
needs to ensure that it is considering the current health of the existing
population living along the project route.

Section 11.3.4, Existing Noise and vibration: It was unclear, when were the
measured noise levels, generally referred to in the EIS done around Haberfield,
Ashfield and St Peters? Where new measurements taken for this EIS? Or are the
background measurements that are referred to measures taken for the M4-5 and
M5, prior to demolition of the built environment and removal of vegetation?

We recommend that it is confirmed when noise measurements were taken
across the M4-5 link footprint. If the measures relied on for this EIS include
those taken several years ago, then there needs to a review and re-assessment
of the baseline measures obtained, so that modelling can be based on the
current environment of sound dispersal.

Section 11.4: Assessment of potential construction impacts

Section 11.4.1: Potential Air Quality Impacts: “Significant mitigation of air quality
impact” will be “managed” to minimise impacts. Dust mitigation failures will be “short-
lived”. How will this occur? It has not been the experience of residents to date,
whose homes and cars are constantly covered in fine irritant dust.

One issue of concern is the large number onsite diesel generators proposed for use
across the project. While there is no Australian standard for the safe running of these
machines in residential settings, the Woolcock Institute identified that there can be
significant fine particulate pollution problems from the operation of these generators.
Experience from the M4E project has been that these cause both noise and air
pollution to nearby homes. It is unacceptable that residents should be subjected to a
diesel motor running day and night close by and polluting their homes.

Indoor air quality monitoring was not undertaken as part of the initial assessment.
This again was noted as a deficiency and should be addressed prior to any work
commencing.

We recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be no use of
off road diesel equipment

We recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be Indoor air
quality monitoring inside nearby schools and homes, prior to, and during the
project life.

Victor Storm & Sharon Laura; M4-5 link EIS response on Chapter 11, Human Health Risk,
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Section 11.4.2: Potential noise impacts from movement of construction vehicles “In
all areas evaluated, there are no noticeable increases in noise from construction
traffic on the proposed routes during the daytime or night-time.”

This appears nonsensical. If you have large truck & dogs hauling 25 tonnes of
material day & night, you do experience construction noise increase. You can hear
every gear change as these trucks go up and down Parramatta Road and Wattle
Street at all hours.

Section 11.4.2 discusses ground-borne construction noise and says “The modelling
addressed the worst-case situation when the tunnelling is occurring immediately
beneath a sensitive receiver”

Was any worst case scenario modelling done for the Wattle St interchange/portals,
which will also be constructed?

Section 11.4.3, Table 11-5, p13: Contamination risks from asbestos are cited to be
low; how can we be assured that public safety risk is low, given the multiple recent
breaches in management of asbestos contaminated soil in the M4 widening and
M4E projects?

p14 Traffic management risks are also cited to be low: but again there are multiple
examples of failure by trucking contractors to observe safety requirements

Pedestrian Safety has also been problematic, particularly for the children with carers
— especially with children in prams, frail, aged, those with mobility issues, blind and
vision impaired residents during road and path detours required for M4E
construction.

Section 11.5 Assessment of potential operational impacts

This is an area where the science has expanded knowledge at a rapid rate in the
past 5 years. Public policy in most European countries is taking this on board, with
proposals to limit motor vehicles in inner urban locales and ban petrol & diesel
vehicles altogether.

Impaired air quality impacts on cardio vascular and respiratory health. It also impacts
on children’s cognitive capacity. What is apparent from Tables 11-18,11-19 & 11-20
is that:

Sydney exceeds air quality standards for Particulate Matter (PM) now and that with
the introduction of this traffic inducing project we will increase Maximum 24 hour
averages of PM10 with the project, compared to not having the project and we will
also increase the annual average of PM2.5 by over 7% and PM10 by 5.5%with the
project, compared with not having the project. This is a serious problem, given that
we already exceed health targets in these measures, which has long term health
implications that are not quantified in the tables. Work done by the Woolcock
Institute in their 2015 report and by Adrian Barnett in Queensland, highlight the
problem that we face, and if this project is implemented as planned, would
exacerbate. (Refer to Woolcock Institute report on Air Quality 2015)
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Also Table 11-24 highlights increases in ill-health effects from PM2.5 for residents of
Canada Bay, Sydney, Botany & Burwood. These effects require further analysis and
explanation before any approval should be granted.

Table 11-25 notes the unacceptable increase in mortality risk from PM2.5 for
elevated receptors. This brings into question impacts on residents around Homebush
& North Strathfield from already established Westconnex infrastructure, into which
the M4-5 link will drive more traffic.

We recommend clarification of the PM burden from the project and reasons for
locality based PM burden as identified in Table 11-24

Section 11.5.2 Noise and Vibration

Noise and vibration is correctly identified as having a number of adverse impacts.
More recent evidence published this year implicates noise related sleep disruption as
playing a contributory role in the development of Alzheimer’s Disease.

It is also of note that children’s cognitive development has been identified as being
impaired by both poor air quality (even on exposure during a walk to school) and
excessive noise exposure. (Refer Sunyer et al 2015, Sunyer et al 2017, Alvarez et al
2017)

The lived experience of residents from the M4E project has been that the predicted
modelling of impacts was flawed. Many residents were told that a variety of projects
undertaken would have no impact on them. Engineers continually expressed
surprise that residents could hear work and would be awoken at night by work 400-
500 metres away. The reasons for this problem are unclear. Perhaps sound
modelling was undertaken prior to the demolition of many buildings and removal of
large trees. Or the calculations were just incorrect. On the basis of this, there must
now be accurate modelling and pre-emptive mitigation, not the practice of
retrospective denial of impact.

We recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be no
commencement of works unless mitigation measures are available and ready
to be installed i.e mobile sound walls closer to source of sound (sound
blankets on mobile cages able to be moved and positioned closer to the
source of sound, better baffling than we have experienced with the M4 East),
acoustic covering of jet fans and ventilation equipment. Also note the use of
the containers as sound wall on New M5 site near airport.

11.6 Assessment of potential social impacts on health

11.6.1: Changes to traffic and transport: The M4E legacy is one of profound
disruption to the Haberfield community, which the M4-5 link project will only prolong.
A further 4-5 years of construction will take its toll. Public transport, pedestrian and
cyclist access will remain interrupted. Commuting by car will continue to be disrupted
for several more years.

11.6.2: Property acquisition, resulting in the loss of friends and neighbour
continues to impact on many families.

Victor Storm & Sharon Laura; M4-5 link EIS response on Chapter 11, Human Health Risk,
revised 16.10.2017,11 pages total



11.6.3: Green space has been alienated both public and private. The ongoing
construction noise & dust intrusion significantly diminishes the enjoyment of both
parks and also private gardens. The reduced vegetation cover and the broad heat
sink created by the project have increased the heat load and burden on the suburbs
of Haberfield/Ashfield.

Any delays in restoring UDLP lands, with consequent delays in restoring aspects of
the street tree canopy will exacerbate this problem.

11.6.4: Changes in community: Community links within Haberfield, between
Haberfield & Ashfield and Haberfield & Five Dock will be impaired by increased
vehicle traffic flows from Westconnex. This occurs both during construction and
following completion.

11.6.5: Visual changes: The visual impacts are sustained and in the case of the
prolonged nature of this project, not short-lived. Loss of aspect and longer site lines
are irreplaceable.

11.6.6: Equity: The impact on Haberfield has meant that over 50% of its apartment
base was demolished for the project. Also Housing Department tenants have been
badly affected by noise intrusion around Dobroyd Parade, and their problems have
not been adequately addressed for many months.

11.7 Economic Aspects

Local businesses have suffered and continue to suffer in Haberfield. This is set to be
extended by ongoing work for another 4-5 years. Many local businesses and jobs
have been lost on the Parramatta corridor, which also reduces benefits to local
businesses.

11.7.1 Road tolling: Tolling impacts on those with lowest incomes. The proposal to
permit tolls to increase at 4% per annum, even when inflation is far below that, is a
licence to print money for toll operators. It defers the cost of the project onto future
generations at a compounded price level, which raises questions of inter-
generational equity.

We recommend that tolls only be increased in line with the CPI.
11.8 Construction fatigue

Construction fatigue is well and truly with us. The prospect of a further 6 years of
work, some in combination with the M4E project over the next 2 years moves this
decade long impact into the realm of unacceptable and unreasonable oppression of
a local community. The lived experience has demonstrated that the current approval
processes, based around impacts of short term projects should not apply. If a
government has “state significant infra-structure” that it wishes to construct, it should
not throw out the rule book and allow normal regulations that control such industrial
work in the every-day world to be ignored. In fact the rules for a decade long
intrusion into people’s lives need to be more thorough, better regulated and more
closely monitored and enforces.

In addition to construction fatigue, there is also complaint fatigue. The experience
residents have, when they have legitimate complaints about dust, noise or other
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pollution, is one of slow response and often no response. If the communication team
is pushed, the team member is often irritated by the complaint (as they cannot do
anything about it). The most common response is a cut and paste email that states
that the EPL licence allows such unreasonable noise or other intrusion.

We recommend that as part of the conditions of approval, improved
communications and complaints mechanisms are developed and implemented
as part of any approval process.

We recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there is local
project public liaison officer in at every construction site or area. Residents
need to be able to make direct contact, in person, and not just through a
service centre.

We recommend that as part of the conditions of approval, an independent and
co-ordinated complaints system be established, possibly under the
jurisdiction of relevant local Councils. This would serve as a one stop system
that can accommodate phone, letter, email, or in person complaints, with
support and follow capacity provided.

We recommend that as part of the conditions of approval the Department of
Planning to establish and auspice neighbourhood group meetings and liaison,
between local residents with relevant construction and project employees.

We recommend that as part of the conditions of approval there are regular,
advertised weekly/monthly resident drop in sessions held either on site, or in
the local area with: DPE compliance team and post approval teams, EPA reps,
IWC Westconnex Unit, (and on a quarterly or six monthly basis inviting reps
from Safe Work NSW, RMS, TFNSW, Transport Management Centre, SLHD,
Primary Health Network, and technical and senior people from the contracted
Project builder (and not the community engagement team). The project builder
should finance, but not control the administration of these sessions.

We recommend that as part of the conditions of approval that there up to date
project community notice boards at each construction site, and also at central
project notice boards in other suitable locations, i.e. shopping centre, library,
civic centre.

11.9 Stress and anxiety issues

The main factor contributing to stress and anxiety for local residents is the sense of
loss of control of your own environment. The Westconnex project has been imposed
on our community and consistently intrudes into everyday (& night) life, by disrupting
sleep, leisure and recreation. It can have many physiological and psychological
impacts. The decade long intrusion into the lives of ordinary people, without remit or
mitigation is oppressive and discriminatory.

The M4E project team have handled stress and anxiety issues poorly.

We recommend that better management of impacts and proper mitigation are
required before any approvals are given.
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The Westconnex series of projects present challenges and difficulties that have not
been faced in modern densely populated Australian urban environments. The initial
approvals for the M4 widening, M4E, & New M5 have highlighted limitations of the
review of approval mechanisms, when modelled projections and predictions are
contradicted by the actual outcomes. The public have discovered that there are
multiple restrictions to gaining satisfactory resolutions to problems, because the
proponent responds that they are working within approvals already granted.

Whilst the initial approvals may have been granted based on information that the
Minister received at the time, subsequent experience has demonstrated that many
concerns raised by responders to the M4E and M5 EISs were in fact accurate. Now
the Minister must acknowledge the actual experiences of residents affected by
projects to date.

We recommend that the Minister ensures that Westconnex current projects
modify practice through revised conditions of approval and that new projects
operate under more stringent and socially responsible practices.

Constructive Suggestions that are embedded throughout this submission and are
listed, with some additional ideas below.

Recommendations for consideration PRIOR TO ANY APPROVAL

We recommend that DP&E confirm and ensure that EIS uses the most up to
date information about the population and relevant health statistics. The EIS
needs to ensure that it is considering the current health of the existing
population living along the project route

We recommend that it is confirmed when noise measurements were taken
across the M4-5 link footprint. If the measures relied on for this EIS include
those taken several years ago, then there needs to a review and re-assessment
of the baseline measures obtained, so that modelling can be based on the
current environment of sound dispersal.

We recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be no
commencement of works unless mitigation measures are available and ready
to be installed i.e. mobile sound walls closer to source of sound (sound
blankets on mobile cages able to be moved and positioned closer to the
source of sound, better baffling than we have experienced with the M4 East)
acoustic covering of jet fans and ventilation equipment. Also note the use of
containers as a sound wall on New M5 site near airport.

We recommend that the DP&E planning assessment and approval team for the
M4-M5 consults with residents directly from along both the M4 East and New
M5 routes about their lived experiences of WestConnex building, PRIOR
making a determination on the M4-M5 Link application.

We recommend that DP&E assessment and approval team run a series of
workshops with residents, from different locations, who have or are willing to
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engage with the EIS PRIOR to approval and AFTER release of the Preferred
Infrastructure Report.

We recommend that approval not be granted on the basis of this EIS. The
proponent needs to review, revise and re-submit the EIS to DP&E so it can be
re-exhibited, in combination with the Preferred Infrastructure Report to ensure
proper public engagement.

We recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be no
commencement of works unless mitigation measures are in place, i.e. mobile
sound walls closer to source of sound (sound blankets on mobile cages able
to be moved and positioned closer to the source of sound, better baffling than
we have experienced with the M4 East) acoustic covering of jet fans and
ventilation equipment. (Also note the use of the containers as sound wall on
New M5 site near airport.)

We recommend that as part of the conditions of approval, improved
communications and complaints mechanisms are developed and implemented
as part of any approval process.

We recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there is local
project public liaison officer in at every construction site or area. Residents
need to be able to make direct contact, in person, and not just through a
service centre.

We recommend that as part of the conditions of approval, an independent and
co-ordinated complaints system is established, possibly under the jurisdiction
of relevant local Councils. This would serve as a One stop system that can
accommodate phone, letter, email, or in person complaints, with support and
follow capacity provided.

We recommend that as part of the conditions of approval DP&E establish and
auspice neighbourhood group meetings and liaison, between local residents
with relevant construction and project employees.

We recommend that as part of the conditions of approval there are regular,
advertised weekly/monthly resident drop in sessions held either on site, or in
the local area with: DP&E compliance team and post approval teams, EPA
reps, IWC Westconnex Unit, (and on a quarterly or six monthly basis inviting
reps from Safe Work NSW, RMS, TFNSW, Transport Management Centre,
SLHD, Primary Health Network, and technical and senior people from the
contracted project builder (not just employees from community engagement
team). The project builder should be required to finance the administration of
these sessions.

We recommend that as part of the conditions of approval that there are up to
date project community notice board at each construction site, and also
central project notice boards in other suitable locations, i.e. shopping centre,
library, civic centre.
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We recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, all project, utility
and associated work slip notices, letters, notifications, published public
notices, Agency and Government notices and letters (gazetted or not) as well
as the Local Updates should go onto a community notice board as well as a
website.

We recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there are hardboard
and illuminated pedestrian notices re detours, road changes and bus stop
closures or relocations.

We recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be no
construction work or utility work unless noise and dust mitigation measures
are in place.

We recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be no use of
off road diesel equipment (eg Diesel generators).

We recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, Indoor air quality
monitoring occur inside nearby schools and homes, prior to and during the
project life.

We recommend clarification of the project PM burden on buildings over 3
storeys upon air quality, and new developments and concentration of high rise
buildings along transport corridors. (CAUL, www.nespurban.edu.au and the
Woolcock Institute, https://woolcock.org.au )

We recommend clarification of PM burden from the project and reasons for
locality based PM burden referred to in the EIS.

We recommend that as part of the conditions of approval, that appropriate
independent regulatory, supervision and compliance resources are funded by
the proponents and provided, to ensure that conditions of approval are
observed and met at all times.

We recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be
substantially improved communication with blind, vision impaired, deaf or
hearing impaired, non-English speaking, or English speaking but functionally
illiterate people, as well as residents who are socially isolated, or with limited
mobility.

We recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be
substantially improved liaison with tenants, public or private.

We recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be proper
induction, training and better supervision of road traffic controllers.

We recommend that, as part of the conditions of approval, there be regular
mandatory disability audits from qualified person/service re all aspects of
project impacts in local community — (a safety officer from the M4 East project
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has admitted he was not qualified to assess and make appropriate
suggestions on this topic).

We recommend that tolls only be increased in line with the CPI.

We recommend that the Minister ensures that Westconnex current projects
modify practice through revised conditions of approval and that new projects
operate under more stringent and socially responsible practices.

Yours sincerely

Victor Storm, E hvstorm@amail.com
Sharon Laura, E slaurar@agmail.com
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Appendix F Utilities Management Strategy

These comments refer to this section, with comments, questions and some
recommendations.

Refer to: Section 1.4 and 1.5 (pages 7-8) Purpose and scope of Utilities Management
Strategy

The Utilities Management Strategy provides information in relation to:

Utility works WITHIN the project footprint. This utility work will be subject to a
Utilities Relocation Management Plan, if the works are to be carried out prior to
approval of a Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP), or otherwise
subject to the CEMP.

Utility works OUTSIDE of the project footprint. ‘This Utilities Management Strategy
provides information on the type of utility works likely to occur outside of the project
foot print, the areas where this work is likely to occur and the framework of how these
utility works would be managed. This includes requirements for stakeholder and
community consultation, environmental constraints analysis and environmental risk
assessment’ (page 8).

We object that any utility work within the project footprint will occur prior to the
proper development and approval of the M4-MS5 Ultilities Relocation Plan (sub
management plan) and Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP).

We object that any utility works outside of the project footprint will occur prior to
more detail provided about the Utilities Management Strategy to be developed.

These objections are based on our experience of current M4East project utility work
(inside and outside of the M4East project), that has all too often been badly co-
ordinated causing serious adverse impacts upon us and other residents. Particularly
given that utility works are often done at night and outside of standard construction
hours, - involving high impact equipment, - along roads and pedestrian paths. See
section 2.1 (page 12) below.

Residents living alongside the New M5 project have experience similar adverse
impacts from utility works.

We support the development of a robust and independent Utilities Management
Strategy, and a more robust and better Utilities Relocation Management Plan and
Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) than in use for the M4 East
and New M35 projects.

Refer to (page 12)

Section 2 Approach to proposed utility works

Section 2. Areas of interest

‘ The areas of interest for the proposed utility works within and outside of the project
footprint where services are likely to be directly impacts would be required. The
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majority of the areas of interest are located in the vicinity of the surface works
required as part of the project’

We object that the EIS does not provide sufficient detail about utility work and
specific areas of interests. It is a bold statement that the majority of surface works
required is within the project area, with no evidence within the EIS to back up this
statement.

Refer page 15
Section 3 Proposed Utility works
Section 3.2 Wattle St interchange at Haberfield/Ashfield

We object that there it is only during detailed, that an assessment will be carried out to
demonstrate that the construction of the M4-M5 Link tunnels would have no adverse
settlement or vibration impacts on services (existing utility services in the area,
including Sydney Water sewer and watermain, council stormwater pipes and Ausgrid
transmission cables)

We base this objection of our M4 East observation and experience of roads and
footpaths in Alt St, Martin St and Waratah St, plus Reg Coady Reserve in Haberfield
being constantly dug up, and works being constantly mismanaged, since 2016,
causing serious adverse health, social and economic impacts upon residents. This poor
co-ordination and repeated works have a financial cost, and it is unclear who is
carrying the financial burden of the mistakes made in these M4East utility works.

We recommend that prior to approval that it is clarified and presented to the
community and stakeholders, how conditions of approval related to utility works,
inside or outside of project boundary, are better and more robust than M4 East and
New M5 conditions of approval.

Refer to page 16 text, and
Table 3-1 Wattle St interchange — Haberfield
Table 3-2 Utilities at Parramatta Rd — Haberfield

‘For the two Option B construction sites located on Parramatta Rd (C1b and C3b) the
existing services in this area include Sydney Water sewer and mains, Telstra
communications cables and Ausgrid transmission cables in Parramatta Road, Bland St
and Alt St. None of these would be impacted by the project.’

We recommend that this bold assertion in the EIS is backed up by more detail and
evidence prior to approval.

Refer to
Pages 30-42
Section Proposed power supply

Note: that major construction power will be required at sites where tunnelling is to be
undertaken by roadheaders and that the construction to supply power other sites will
be arranged by the contractors and provided by local supplies or by generators.
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We object to the use off road generators on any construction site located within a
residential area. These generators are polluting, are dangerous to the health of people
living near by, or passing by, particularly children, the aged or those with respiratory
conditions.

We strongly object to the use of any off road generators being used on the Parramatta
Rd East and West construction sites (C1b and C3b) because of their proximity to
homes, schools, bus stop, and pedestrian paths at the intersection of Parramatta Rd,
Bland St, and Alt St, Haberfield.

We recommend that if the Parramatta Rd Option B sites are to be used, they have
installed and only use mains powered electricity. If generators are to be used for
temporary purposes, exhaust emissions must be filtered, and have better acoustic
treatment than the M4 East generators used on sites along Wattle St, Martin St,
Dobroyd Parade and Waratah St, Haberfield.

We object that for Haberfield Option A and Option B, that only an indicative

alignment for power connection from the Croydon Rd substation to construction sites
is included in the EIS.

We recommend that no approval is granted until after more detail about the alignment
is provided, so as to ensure that proper mitigation measures are put in place, prior to
commencement of this utility work, in order to better protect the health, social and
economic of the community, than occurred during similar works associated with the
M4 East project.

We object that a final decision on power supply option, and feeder route options is to
be made by the contractor, all along the project route, AFTER approval and during
the detailed design phase.

WE recommend that give the adverse impacts suffered by residents caused by utility
works from the M4 East and the New M5 projects, and lessons be learnt and the
conditions of approval for the project are strengthened and more robust than current.

Refer page 97
Section 8.14
Cumulative impacts

There is indeed going to be cumulative and adverse impacts from utility works
associated with the concurrent, consecutive and overlapping of the M4-MS5 project
with the M4 East and New M5 projects.

To date, there has been no proper record and documentation of adverse health, social
and economic impacts caused by M4East and New M5 project.

We object that the EIS has made incomplete and inadequate predictions of likely
health, social and economic impacts, as a result of the proposed project in the absence
and integration of data related to the now known impacts of the M4 East and New M5
projects.
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We recommend that approval not be granted until after data is collected and analysed
on impacts caused by the M4 East and New M5 and that this data is used revise what
EIS predicts and attempts to miminize regards the impacts of the M4-MS5 project.

Page 97, 8.14, Cumulative Impacts
Page 99, 9.5, Coordination of utility works
Pagel02, 10.1, Management measures

These sections highlight the significant impacts of the cumulative impacts, because of
poorly coordinated work and the lack of appropriate management measures.

Utility Co-ordination Committee.

We support this proposal in principle. We recommend that the Terms of reference are
supplied for public. We recommend that this committee is auspiced and managed by
an independent body, such as the Inner West Council. Impacts should be reduced
where possible and if not feasible minimised.

Sharon Laura
Victor Storm

October 16 2017
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Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services
Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

Application Number: S517485

WestConnex M4-5 Link from Haberfield to St Peter’s with additional connections to the
Iron Cove Bridge & Rozelle Inter-change.

We are happy to clarify or discuss any of the issues that we have raised in our submission.
We look forward to your considered response. We request that our names and objection be
noted and recorded and that our submission is made publicly available.

We object to this application SSI7485.

Specifically, we write to object to what the EIS presents in Volume 1A, as an accurate
synthesis of how issues can be best managed within the M4-MS5 project proposal. Our
remarks focus particularly on the Haberfield/Ashfield end of the project proposal. It is also
informed by our experience as a resident of Haberfield, living with the ongoing impacts of
the M4E project on our daily lives.

One major observation throughout volumes of the EIS is that there are major gaps in
synthesis between the different Westconnex projects. The M4E EIS was written long before
consideration of the M4-5 link. At times the M4-5 link EIS refers to material as sourced from
the M4E EIS. However in many instances there is lack of detail and analysis of the impacts of
the combined projects. So there is no wholistic overview, which makes understanding local
impacts for both Haberfield/Ashfield and St Peter’s difficult.

What follows are both comments and questions. Many of the questions remained
unanswered from the M4-5 link public consultations. The comments are observations from
the EIS. The fact the proponents have not been able to answer these questions suggests the
current EIS is inadequate and substantial revision before it can be considered. The questions
need to be answered in the EIS.

Executive Summary

We object that this putative summary makes multiple assertions and claims that are not
borne out in the actual EIS. This 'summary” is more a wish-list of claims, rather than a
summative analysis of the EIS documents. The following deficits/errors are identified by

page.

Unanswered questions from Exec Summary and Chapters 1-6



Page iii: We object that the Summary discusses 3 new ventilation facilities, but underplays
the extension of the already built stacks with only mention of PRVF mechanical & electrical
fitout at Haberfield & similarly St Peter’s.

Page iv: Delivery mechanism for design & construct M4-5 differs from M4E and new M5,
where the contractor had already been appointed. Prior EISs actually assessed the project
contractors design proposals.

“The delivery mechanism for the design and construction of the M4-M5 Link differs from
the approach adopted for the M4 East and New M5 projects. For the M4 East and New M5
projects, a design and construction contractor was appointed early and had direct input into
the design development, environmental impact statement (EIS) preparation and
construction planning for those projects. This meant that the EIS for the M4 East and New
M5 projects assessed the construction contractor’s design. For the M4-M5 Link project,
design and construction contractors would be appointed to undertake the detailed design
and construction planning following determination of the application for project approval,
should it be approved.

This means the detail of the design and construction approach presented in this EIS 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 intent of the concept design
for the project is to provide a sound and clear basis for refinement during the detailed
design to a standard required to minimise impacts of the permanent infrastructure as much
as possible.”

We object that the concept design will not allow proper consideration of what is proposed
to occur.

Page vii: We object that the project has been declared SSI at this juncture, given the ad hoc
“decision” making processes. (eg critique by the Auditor General etc)

We object to the fact that proper consideration of public transport options was not
permitted in the analysis of integrated transport solutions for metropolitan Sydney

Page viii & ix: How did the community participate in selecting the preferred project?

We object that this report mis-represents that community advice session from 2012 can be
interpreted that the community was involved in selection of the preferred project. The
consultation sessions ignored the majority of local residents” & comments and objections.

What evidence is that there were business impact surveys conducted in Ashfield &
Haberfield?

Unanswered questions from Exec Summary and Chapters 1-6



“Permanent communication channels have been established for the WestConnex program
of works and the project, to seek input from stakeholders and communities and to support
ongoing engagement”

We object that there is no evidence to support this assertion?
Page x: Construction Impacts

We object to the proposal that only limited on-site parking for construction workers will be
provided at some construction ancilliary facilities, without a proper alternative transport
mechanism for workers.

We object that additional parking opportunities will be investigated only during the detailed
construction & design planning, in order to provide additional parking & minimise on street
parking around construction sites.

We object that City West Link & Wattle Street will suffer intersection failure due to
increased Westconnex traffic

“A CTAMP will be developed prior to construction commencement as part of CEMP”. How
will it be different from the M4 E experience; given the failure of CTAMP in past projects?

Page xi: Management of potential operational impacts

We object to the delayed assessment of impacts at 1 & 5 years after the project is
completed

Page xii: Air Quality

We object that “Dust soiling” and effect of air borne particles on human activity & amenity
is inadequately addressed.

What will be done differently for the M4-5 project, given the failure to manage these
detrimental problems with both M4E & M5 projects?

Page xiii: We object to the assertion, without clear evidence that air quality will improve to
the SE of PRVF post construction. Traffic in Parramatta Road to the east of the portals will be
more congested than prior to the project & similarly in Dobroyd Pde.

“Modelling of the changes in air quality for elevated receptors (such as apartment buildings)
showed that there would not be any substantial impact on existing buildings.”

We object to this assertion when there is clear evidence in both Chapter 11 and Appendix K
that there are problems in air quality above 10 metres induced by the Westconnex exhaust
stacks.

Chapter 1 Introduction
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Project overview

“1-1 This chapter provides a brief overview of the M4-M5 Link (the project), including its
location and key features. This chapter also describes the purpose and structure of this
environmental impact statement (EIS).”

“The M4-M5 Link is part of the WestConnex program of works. Separate planning
applications and assessments have been completed for each of the approved WestConnex
projects. Roads and Maritime has commissioned Sydney Motorway Corporation (SMC) to
deliver WestConnex, on behalf of the NSW Government. However, Roads and Maritime is
the proponent for the project.”

We object to the false portrayal of these projects as integrated planned entities. The
process has been one of sequential adhoc decisions that have never been articulated in a
clear manner. The multiple changes are such that the original articulated intent of a link to
the port & airport, is yet to be achieved.

”This means the detail of the design and construction approach presented in this EIS is
indicative only based on a concept design and would be subject to detailed design and
construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors. However, the design
developed by the contractors would need to be consistent with any environmental
management measures, changes identified in a Submissions and Preferred Infrastructure
Report, the conditions of approval for the project and other requirements identified during
the assessment of the project. Issues raised during public consultation on the EIS or in the
assessment of the project by NSW Department of Planning and Environment (DP&E) would
also be taken into account during the detailed design process.”

We object that this process is being deliberated in such an information vacuum. The public
cannot provide informed comment, nor can the Minister deliver informed approval based
on this concept design. This is an abuse of the EIS process.

1.3 Purpose of this EIS

Figure 1-3 provides a confusing directional orientation description does not reflect actual
geographic orientation. The public and project team have all been confused by the
convention described in this figure

Chapter 2 Assessment process.

This chapter describes the planning approval process for the m4-5 link project (the project)
as well as other environmental, planning & Statutory approval requirements.

This EIS is just a concept plan. The preferred infrastructure report needs to be released for
public consultation considered as part of any EIS approval mechanism.
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The SSI nature of these agglomerated projects means that usual rules of governance and
review do not apply. This means that any faults or errors that occur are then not addressed
in the usual manner, which would give public confidence in the public administration and
governance of this major set of projects. (eg failure to remedy the odour & air pollution at St
Peter’s)

Approval framework 2-1

_| object to the inconsistency within the EIS documents, for example page 8 Figure 2-1,
Assessment & Approval process differs from the same named page 4, Figure 1-2 Project
Synthesis, Appendix A. This suggests that much material within the EIS has been cut and
paste from prior documents & has not been checked for internal consistency.

| object that Table 2-1, 3 SEARS, assessment of key issues, the Ministry of Education was not
consulted and asked to comment on the impacts of these projects. There has not been an
assessment of the impact of this project on schools.

Chapter 3 Strategic context and project need

This chapter describes the strategic context of the M4-MS5 Link project (the project) within
the state and national planning and policy framework, explains the need and justification for
the project from both regional and local perspectives, and outlines the project's objectives.

We object that this chapter fully incorporates the range of material that should be
considered. It does not address some of the high level considered critique of the project and
underlying assumptions.

Chapter 4 Project development and alternatives

This chapter describes the alternatives to the M4-MS5 Link project (the project), as well as
the options that were considered as part of the design development process. It explains
how and why the project design was selected as the preferred option for assessment in this
environmental impact statement (EIS). Design options and refinements for particular
elements of the project are also addressed, noting that the project described and assessed
in this EIS is based on a concept design that is subject to further refinement during detailed
detail and construction planning, as described in Chapter 1 (Introduction). This chapter aims
to:

e Provide a brief history of the development of the WestConnex program of works and the
project

e Describe the strategic alternatives to achieve the project objectives that were
considered

e Summarise the project evolution and design refinements for the key components of the
project
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e Qutline the approach to the staging of the project including for construction of the
mainline tunnels and Rozelle interchange, and within the overall WestConnex program
of works

e Describe the options development process for permanent and temporary infrastructure,
facilities and processes

e Summarise the preferred option assessed in this EIS
Consistency:
THE EIS is frequently inconsistent between chapters & appendices

Further the notion of consistency for approval purposes, is that the basis for approval with
MA4E & M5, has been within such broad parameters, that almost all future changes are
“deemed” to be “consistent” with the project application, that these are given approval
under consistency status without public scrutiny or review.

This EIS should not be approved in its current pre-design form and given this blank cheque
“consistency “ approval.

Chapter 4 Options

This chapter fails on multiple fronts, but most specifically because it proposes 2 new options
that do not meet the SEARS requirements for project development & construction. It also
neglects to consider the previously endorsed and feasible option that would involve NO
additional above ground site options in Haberfield. The failure to acknowledge the promise
made to local residents to incorporate a feasible and reasonable option is a major breach of
community trust and the furphy of Option A & B, is also flawed, when the project director
clearly wants to have a more extensive hybrid of both options, which is not detailed in the
EIS.

This section which underpins much of the EIS, is inaccurate and does not portray accurately
the development of the project. We object that the alternative promised to the community
at M4E consultations of no above ground construction in Haberfield/Ashfield has not even
been considered in tis EIS. We know it is both a feasible & reasonable option.

Table 4-3, page 25, gives a description of active transport initiatives and improvements
outside of the project scope (Parramatta Road, Greenway etc). We object that these
initiatives are not integrated into the project.
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Chapter 5

Project description: “This chapter describes the M4-5 link project, (the project), including
the project tunnels, Interchanges and associated infra-structure and ancilliary facilities. It
also describes the design standards and construction activities required to deliver the
project.”

We object that this just a concept design and that it has not been designed to minimise
impacts on residents of Haberfield or Ashfield.

We object to the staged construction and opening of the project, and that the total
construction period for both stages of the project (1:Haberfield-St Peter’s tunnel & 2
Construction of Rozelle interchange and Iron Cove link) is expected to be 5 years or more.
This creates unacceptable impacts on the community p5-8)

Question: Who will have overarching control and responsibility, (contractor or RMS/TMC),
timing and duration of: the ‘Minor’ physical integration works with the road surface
network at Wattle St interchange including road pavement and line marking and the
Upgrade of intersection at Parramatta Road and Wattle Street, to allow extra right hand
turn, from Wattle St westwards?

Question: What is the grade of the connector tunnel from Wattle St ramps to the mainline
tunnel? Are the Wattle St ramps one of the ‘isolated locations connecting to the road
surface requiring ‘short length of steep grades up to 8%"?’

We Request identification of where road surface connections where the grades are higher
than 4%?

Comment: Chapter 5 describes key elements of the project, based on the concept design.
And that the concept design would continue to be refined where relevant to improve the
road network and safety performance, minimise impact on receivers and the environment,
and in response to feedback from stake-holders.

We Object: That the EIS is an inadequate concept document.
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We Request: Release of PIR with exhibition period. Also regular review of RELEVANCE of
conditions of approval, with revision of conditions as required, especially in response to
resident experience as the project proceeds

Table 5-3, p 5-18. Urban design objectives & proposed methodology to achieve these
objectives NOTE There is an absence of any reference to the Sydney Water, Iron Cove Creek
renewal program. This has been brought up with the project team on anumber of occasions
over the past 5 months.

P 5-19, UDLPs for M4E & M4-5

We object that the implementation & M4E & M4-5 link UDLPS & M4E Legacy Projects will be
impacted by the M4-5 proposals, causing an implementation delay of 5 years or more.

There has been a failure to communicate clearly to the public the nature and extent of the
project tunnelling (ie deep main line tunnelling & the graded connector tunnels figures are
not clear)

Section 5.3.1
Where are the workers from the Inner West subsurface interchange going to park?
P 5-25, 5.3.3, Emergency and Breakdown facilities

Reference is made to Emergency & Breakdown facilities at Rozelle & Iron Cove Link, but
does not describe how these are provided around the Haberfield & Wattle Street
interchanges. If this has been detailed in the M4 E EIS, this should be referenced.

There is no analysis of how emergency vehicles would gain access to the tunnels in the
event of an emergency, particularly if surface roads were congested.

P 5-40 Connections to other WCX projects

P 5-52, Whites Creek, Annandale at the Crescent

THE M4-5 link does not identify impact of the project on the Iron Cove Creek
P 5-58 UDLP & transport integration for Rozelle

There is an absence of any discussion of the UDLP implications & transport integration for
Ashfield/Haberfield interchanges.

P 5-76 Table 5-7, Summary of Motorway operations complexes and ancillary infrastructure

We object that PRVF (note 3) & St Peter’s facility (note 4) are not included on this table. The
colocation of facilities fails to fully integrate the impact of these serial projects and relegates
the true impact & extent of the project
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P 5-82, 5.8.2 Ventilation System and facilities, In tunnel Air Quality, Design Critieria

These are based on the conditions of approval for the M4E & new M5, which assume free
flowing traffic at 50-100 km/hr. Both Rozelle & Haberfield interchanges will involve
entry/exit portals with steep grades; this will increase emissions significantly at exit and will
also be associated with exit traffic congestion. The working assumptions for these portals
need closer scrutiny and better evidence.

P 5-84 Table 5-8, Key components of the project’s ventilation systems

There is lack of description of how the PVRF will operate and function. This compares with
the slightly greater information give about the Campbell St facility. (Does the lack M4 E
information mean that the M4E Team have not provided information to the RMS to assist
EIS development?)

P 5-89: Posted speeds within the tunnel

How effective will piston movement of air ventilation be, when cars are in exit portals,
exiting onto Parramatta Rd, Dobroyd Parade and Wattle St/Frederick St. What will be the
congestion induced Road Traffic pollution at these sites?

We object that these pollution hotspots have not been adequately modelled in the EIS.
P 5-90 5.8.3, Fire and fire safety

Cross tunnel passages every 120 m; what disabled access provisions are there for this
access? What consultation and modelling has there been with emergency services in the
development of evacuation procedures? There needs to be appropriate resources to enable
evacuation of people with limited mobility, including disabled, frail elderly and young
children (wheel chairs & other aids in tunnel)

We object that disabled support requirements are not detailed in the EIS in the event of
emergencies.

P 5-91, Ventilation systems

There needs to be greater information on this design to ensure smoke ventilation is
adequately developed.

P 5-92, Water supply to PVRF

Will the PVRF require additional land for its water supply pumps or is it within the current
project foot print?

P 5-94, 5.8.4, Operational Management

Modification proposed for WDRS facility at Homebush.
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How will coordination & integration be ensured in the event of a disaster for good
governance systems and resource application. The experience to date, of the failure of RMS,
JVs and utility providers to coordinate in non-emergency settings, does not instil confidence.

P 5-95, 5.8.7, Air Quality Monitoring
Cross check manual monitoring proposals mentioned are detailed in Chapter 9.

(this is a general concept that applies in all cross referencing; there needs to be verification)

P 5-98, 5.9.1 Tunnel Drainage and treatment infra-structure

Is there any drainage or water treatment plant for the M4-5 at Haberfield or St Peter’s? Or
are they just reliant on M4E & M5 project design. The EIS needs to be detail of the proposals
for M4-5 stormwater & drainage management at both ends of the project

P 5-99, 100:

Table 5-10 details impact on White’s Creek water naturalisation program; however no
mention of integrating this project into the implementation of the Iron Cove Naturalisation
project

P 5-100; Pavement drainage & storm water treatment

The MAE EIS did not deal with these issues; so where is the recognition of the impact of the
M4-5 link on these requirements in Haberfield/Ashfield. What sediment & pollutant
management controls will be there Iron Cove Creek. Page 101 does not address these
issues.

P 5-101, 5.9.3: Noise Mitigation & Attenuation
This fails to address cumulative, sequential and parallel of noise impacts of multiple sites.
P 5-102, 5.10: Utility Services

What is different from the experience of the M4 E to what is proposed for M4-5. Appendix F
is light on detail & the proposal should be left to the detailed design to draw up the
principles of hw tis will work.

There are no details on power capacity requirements for Haberfield. However it is assumed
that free flowing traffic conditions will apply. Cross check where is the power source PVREF,
mainline tunnel and Wattle St inter-change? Appendix F. It is not documented in chapter 5

P 5-105, 5.10.2 Water
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Will water tank requirements take any further space at PVRF footprint in Haberfield? This is
not clear in the EIS.

P 5-105, 5.11, Table 5-12:, Indicative Property Acquisition required for the project

Haberfield and St Peter’s acquisitions relegated to foot note. The impact of this project on
communities is just ignored and denies what has occurred. The acquisition of shops on
Parramatta Rd appears to have been ignored, alongside the Muir’s multi title acquisition.
This denial of impact is an insult given what Haberfield and Ashfield have been subjected to.

Chapter 6 Construction work

It is essential that construction activities are not added t, by project creep and deemed
“consistent”, so further scrutiny and review of such work is not “required”

“This chapter describes the proposed approach to the construction of the project. It outlines
the proposed construction program, footprint, methodology, working hours, materials,
equipment, traffic management, spoil haulage routes, and temporary construction and
ancillary facilities. This chapter is based on methodologies developed to construct the
project described in Chapter 5.”

SEARS Table 6-1

The EIS states the proposal is designed to minimise impact on local residents.
We object the proposals in this EIS fail to meet requirement.

P 6-4, 6.1.1: General

The current EIS fails in a number of ways to meet its objectives, because of its failure to
minimise adverse social, environmental and economic impacts, including its cumulative
impacts in Haberfield/Ashfield. This is because it fails to recognise a reasonable & feasible
alternative approach to the construction of the project by only proposing Options A & B in
Haberfield/Ashfield. It should have considered the alternative promised option of no
additional above ground construction sites.

It fails on each of the General Principles.

P 6-6,

Refers to M4 E & M5 EISs, without referring to any details.
P 6-8, 6.2: Construction Program, Table 6-2

| object that this section lacks any diagram of the preferred hybrid option for
Haberfield/Ashfield
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P 6-20, Table 6-3: Overview of construction activities

Note: site establishment works are to occur before substantial construction; are these
identified in any of the site time line activities by quarter.

What are the depths of connector and any temporary access tunnels? The public need to
know these details? Table 6-11, p 6-24 does address some of this. This is also due to
overlapping impacts of M4 E and subsequent M4-5 tunnelling. The impacts of M4 E
tunnelling to date have been significant for many residents as the tunnels link to portals .

P 6-32, 6.5,

We object that the proposals are yet to be determined and would only be defined after
approval has been given. We object that further ancillary facilities can be approved after the
contractor is engaged. All ancillary facilities must be developed before approvals are given.

P 6-35, Table 6-5

Some developments may be undertaken as enabling works: does this mean it is being
costed to other agencies, and will different management and control systems be utilised.
Who will be responsible and manage these overall activities & impact.

P 6-37, 6.5, Table 6-6, Wattle Civil & Tunnel Site (C1la), Commence Q3 2019, Finish Q4 2022

This construction program talks about Wattle St Entry & Exit ramps for M4-5, discusses (p 6-
37) what is practicable, reasonable & feasible to consider in the provision of acoustic
barriers and devices.

We object that it could even be considered NOT reasonable to do this?? It should be
mandatory at all sites to do this.

The word “reasonable” is quite subjective and should not be used in conditions of approval
as it is too general & non —specific.

Q= quarter of the year ie 3months)

P 6-46, Table 6-9, Parramatta Road West Civil & Tunnel Site (C1b), Commence Q4, 2019
(nine months earlier than C1A) Finish Q2 2022 ( six months earlier than Cla)

This can start earlier, hence its attractiveness to the proponents, but will inflict more
suffering on residents than promised below ground options.

P 6-41, Table 6-7, Haberfield Civil & Tunnel site (C2a), Commence Q3 2019, Finish Q4, 2022

This just adds 3 activities (Below ground site set up; Establish Temp Ventilation systems for
Wattle St & mainline & Tunnelling to site proposal below. THheaccess will be the already
established ventilation shafts currently being built for M4E. Spoil will stored in M4E Stub
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tunnels (do they mean the M4-5 stub tunnels?) & then be removed via the M4E tunnels;
there will be no above ground truck movement removal of spoil with this option.

P 6-48, Table 6-10, Haberfield civil site (PVRF) (C2b), Commence Q3 2019, Finish Q3 2022

P 6-43, 6.5.4, Table 6-8, Northcote Civil site (C3a), Commence Q4 2019, Finish Q4 2022, 13
Qs

This project would run for 3 Qs ( 9 months) less than C3b; so would have shorted impact on
residents. It is on land already established for an ancillary site, but still does not fulfil the
promised option. The other reason that this option is not preferred, is that the land could be
possibly sold off for other purposes.

P 6-50, 6.5.7, Table 6-11, PRE civil site, Commence Q4 2018, Finish Q3 2022, 16Qs

Longer time frame; but can start earlier

Overall, there is no table that details the duration of time that M4-5 entry/exit ramps on
Wattle St would be used in the B option. It is not easy to analyse the impact of options A &
B. Main difference is that option B can commence earlier, although overall the work goes on
for longer, which means the B option will have increased cumulative impact on more people

P 6-45, 6.5.5, PRW(Ashfield) civil and tunnel site (C1b)

We object that Acoustic impacts are dealt with in superficial manner. It suggests acoustic
mitigation may be undertaken. It must be a requirement.

We object that the notion of roller doors as acoustic management, to “minimise noise”,
does not suggest a formal approach or analysis has been considered or understood.

We object that the impact of this site on the substantial pedestrian traffic that goes to and
from Haberfield PS is not addressed. Would they construct a pedestrian bridge over
Parramatta Rd at Alt Street.

We object that project overlap is not clear. The community needs this to be clarified with all
options. What is the overlap between the M4E & M4-5 link? EIS says a 6 month overlap, but
the tables suggest a 9 month overlap at minimum with Option B. If it is the end of 2019 it
would be a 15 moth overlap. When is M4E is now projected to finish?

No mention of Preferred Infra-structure report in Haberfield section. We must bring this
requirement of the PIR to be made public.

P 6-52, Spoil Haulage from Darley Road, Rozelle, theCrescent through Haberfield via CWL.
Pyrmont Bridge Rd will go down Parramatta Rd (Will they then enter the M4 E tunnel at
Haberfield?)

6.8 Traffic Access and Management
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P 6-73, Table 6-19, Indicative Road network modifications

We object to removal of curb side parking in Alt St & temporary closures in both Bland & Alt
St. There needs to be improved road traffic management, compared to M4 E expeeience.
We do not want access closed off at night time.

P6-78, Table 6-20, Indicative modifications to pedestrians and cyclist facilities during
construction

We object that it is not identified what is different and planned for M4-5 link project,
compared with the lived experience of the M4 E project.

How will the CTAMP be useful and support the needs of local residents? There needs to be
improved pedestrian signage and access for people with visual impairments or mobility
access issues.

Are road traffic controllers contractors, staff or sub-contractors? All road traffic controllers
require skilled induction, with awareness and sensitivity about the impact of the long term
project on residents. This needs to be documented properly within conditions road traffic
control contracts.

P 6-83, Table 6-22, Indicative Construction vehicle numbers
P 6-84, Table 6-23, Indicative Spoil haulage routes

Is it reasonable that heavy truck movements occur out of hours. How is this consistent with
the project aim to minimise impacts on residents.

We object to this vague notion. We require that all heavy truck movements cease after
routine construction hours, to allow children uninterrupted sleep.

P 6-85 “Exceptional circumstances”. There needs to be an independent authorised officer
who can determine if the application of exceptional circumstances can legitimately apply.
However this should not be a regular and routine action.

Table 6-24, Alternative spoil haulage routes (during exceptional circumstances)

Site C1lb & C9 : are proposed to go around the Taverner’s Hill loop onto Old Canterbury
Road. Would Truck & Dogs make all those bends? Check with Council

P 6-86, Figure 6-26, Indicative Spoil Haulage Routes Wattle St & Haberfield civil & tunnel
sites (Cla & C2a)

P 6-87, Figure 6-27, Indicative spoil haulage route, PRW civil & tunnel (C1b)

P 6-92, 6.6.6, Construction workforce parking
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Option A Northcote St (C3a), 150;
Option B PRE (C3b), 140
We object to these proposals for construction worker parking.

Is it proposed that the sites in Haberfield will be used as shuttle bus stop for workers at
Darley St & Pyrmont Bridge Rd. How will the former Five Dock RMS site be utilised? What is
the Motor Registry site going to be used? Other options should be explored. A condition of
approval must be that construction cannot commence until an approved parking
management plan is completed and endorsed by IWC.

However the majority of workers are coming by car & parking in local streets. They also use
construction vests & helmuts in the adjacent set to make it appear that someone is sitting in
the set, when in fact there is only one person.

P 6-93, 6.7, Construction Workforce Numbers & Work hours
Table 6-25, Peak construction workforce estimates, 140 day shift & 90 night shift at C1b.!!
These figures do not make logical sense between the 2 options; there are discrepancies.

Comment: nowhere in the EIS does it analyse the cumulative and overlapping (M4E & M4-5
link) work force & parking requirements, combined truck movements or other impacts. This
needs to be addressed and is a FAILURE of this EIS.

P 6-94, Table 6-26, Construction hours
What is the nature & extent of proposed rock breaking? Is this the same as rock crushing??

Given the failure of both M4 E & M5 projects to minimise disruption on residents and the
now extended and prolonged nature of these cumulative projects, there should be a curfew
on all works from 10 pm. There should be no heavy truck movements after 6 pm, and if
urgent out of hours work is required, then the RMS/TMC should permit road occupancy
from 7pm, to be finished by 11 pm.

The EIS does not include the associated utilities work impact, with impacts on worker
numbers & parking; traffic movement. This lack of integration into the EIS is a deficit on
cumulative impacts of M4-5, M4E & associated utilities work.

P 6-95, Table 6-27, Construction work hours at construction ancillary facilities
P-6-96, Works outside of standard construction hours

Straw polls of residents with 2 options; how is agreement reached? How will people with a
language other than English be consulted & how much notification will there be? This
requires safe guards.
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P 6-97, 6.8, Construction Noise Attenuation

No noise attenuation measures are spelt out for PRE civil site; extra high noise barriers; will
need to be 4 -5 m high

P6-98, Table 6-28, Indicative construction plant equipment

Multiple diesel generators, which are highly polluting, are located in all sites. How would the
both the noise & emissions be managed? (Woolcock Report) There has been significant
failure to manage the impact of generators on residents with the M4E project.

Victor Storm E hvstorm@gmail.com

Sharon Laura E slaurar@gmail.com

16 October 2017
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Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services
Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

Application Number: S517485

WestConnex M4-5 Link from Haberfield to St Peter’s with additional connections to the
Iron Cove Bridge & Rozelle Inter-change.

We are happy to clarify or discuss any of the issues that we have raised in our submission.
We look forward to your considered response. We request that our names and objection be
noted and recorded and that our submission is made publicly available.

We object to this application SSI7485.

Specifically, we write to object to what the EIS presents in Volume 1A, as an accurate
synthesis of how issues can be best managed within the M4-MS5 project proposal. Our
remarks focus particularly on the Haberfield/Ashfield end of the project proposal. It is also
informed by our experience as a resident of Haberfield, living with the ongoing impacts of
the M4E project on our daily lives.

One major observation throughout volumes of the EIS is that there are major gaps in
synthesis between the different Westconnex projects. The M4E EIS was written long before
consideration of the M4-5 link. At times the M4-5 link EIS refers to material as sourced from
the M4E EIS. However in many instances there is lack of detail and analysis of the impacts of
the combined projects. So there is no wholistic overview, which makes understanding local
impacts for both Haberfield/Ashfield and St Peter’s difficult.

What follows are both comments and questions. Many of the questions remained
unanswered from the M4-5 link public consultations. The comments are observations from
the EIS. The fact the proponents have not been able to answer these questions suggests the
current EIS is inadequate and substantial revision before it can be considered. The questions
need to be answered in the EIS.

Executive Summary

We object that this putative summary makes multiple assertions and claims that are not
borne out in the actual EIS. This 'summary” is more a wish-list of claims, rather than a
summative analysis of the EIS documents. The following deficits/errors are identified by

page.
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Page iii: We object that the Summary discusses 3 new ventilation facilities, but underplays
the extension of the already built stacks with only mention of PRVF mechanical & electrical
fitout at Haberfield & similarly St Peter’s.

Page iv: Delivery mechanism for design & construct M4-5 differs from M4E and new M5,
where the contractor had already been appointed. Prior EISs actually assessed the project
contractors design proposals.

“The delivery mechanism for the design and construction of the M4-M5 Link differs from
the approach adopted for the M4 East and New M5 projects. For the M4 East and New M5
projects, a design and construction contractor was appointed early and had direct input into
the design development, environmental impact statement (EIS) preparation and
construction planning for those projects. This meant that the EIS for the M4 East and New
M5 projects assessed the construction contractor’s design. For the M4-M5 Link project,
design and construction contractors would be appointed to undertake the detailed design
and construction planning following determination of the application for project approval,
should it be approved.

This means the detail of the design and construction approach presented in this EIS 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 intent of the concept design
for the project is to provide a sound and clear basis for refinement during the detailed
design to a standard required to minimise impacts of the permanent infrastructure as much
as possible.”

We object that the concept design will not allow proper consideration of what is proposed
to occur.

Page vii: We object that the project has been declared SSI at this juncture, given the ad hoc
“decision” making processes. (eg critique by the Auditor General etc)

We object to the fact that proper consideration of public transport options was not
permitted in the analysis of integrated transport solutions for metropolitan Sydney

Page viii & ix: How did the community participate in selecting the preferred project?

We object that this report mis-represents that community advice session from 2012 can be
interpreted that the community was involved in selection of the preferred project. The
consultation sessions ignored the majority of local residents” & comments and objections.

What evidence is that there were business impact surveys conducted in Ashfield &
Haberfield?

Unanswered questions from Exec Summary and Chapters 1-6



“Permanent communication channels have been established for the WestConnex program
of works and the project, to seek input from stakeholders and communities and to support
ongoing engagement”

We object that there is no evidence to support this assertion?
Page x: Construction Impacts

We object to the proposal that only limited on-site parking for construction workers will be
provided at some construction ancilliary facilities, without a proper alternative transport
mechanism for workers.

We object that additional parking opportunities will be investigated only during the detailed
construction & design planning, in order to provide additional parking & minimise on street
parking around construction sites.

We object that City West Link & Wattle Street will suffer intersection failure due to
increased Westconnex traffic

“A CTAMP will be developed prior to construction commencement as part of CEMP”. How
will it be different from the M4 E experience; given the failure of CTAMP in past projects?

Page xi: Management of potential operational impacts

We object to the delayed assessment of impacts at 1 & 5 years after the project is
completed

Page xii: Air Quality

We object that “Dust soiling” and effect of air borne particles on human activity & amenity
is inadequately addressed.

What will be done differently for the M4-5 project, given the failure to manage these
detrimental problems with both M4E & M5 projects?

Page xiii: We object to the assertion, without clear evidence that air quality will improve to
the SE of PRVF post construction. Traffic in Parramatta Road to the east of the portals will be
more congested than prior to the project & similarly in Dobroyd Pde.

“Modelling of the changes in air quality for elevated receptors (such as apartment buildings)
showed that there would not be any substantial impact on existing buildings.”

We object to this assertion when there is clear evidence in both Chapter 11 and Appendix K
that there are problems in air quality above 10 metres induced by the Westconnex exhaust
stacks.

Chapter 1 Introduction
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Project overview

“1-1 This chapter provides a brief overview of the M4-M5 Link (the project), including its
location and key features. This chapter also describes the purpose and structure of this
environmental impact statement (EIS).”

“The M4-M5 Link is part of the WestConnex program of works. Separate planning
applications and assessments have been completed for each of the approved WestConnex
projects. Roads and Maritime has commissioned Sydney Motorway Corporation (SMC) to
deliver WestConnex, on behalf of the NSW Government. However, Roads and Maritime is
the proponent for the project.”

We object to the false portrayal of these projects as integrated planned entities. The
process has been one of sequential adhoc decisions that have never been articulated in a
clear manner. The multiple changes are such that the original articulated intent of a link to
the port & airport, is yet to be achieved.

”This means the detail of the design and construction approach presented in this EIS is
indicative only based on a concept design and would be subject to detailed design and
construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors. However, the design
developed by the contractors would need to be consistent with any environmental
management measures, changes identified in a Submissions and Preferred Infrastructure
Report, the conditions of approval for the project and other requirements identified during
the assessment of the project. Issues raised during public consultation on the EIS or in the
assessment of the project by NSW Department of Planning and Environment (DP&E) would
also be taken into account during the detailed design process.”

We object that this process is being deliberated in such an information vacuum. The public
cannot provide informed comment, nor can the Minister deliver informed approval based
on this concept design. This is an abuse of the EIS process.

1.3 Purpose of this EIS

Figure 1-3 provides a confusing directional orientation description does not reflect actual
geographic orientation. The public and project team have all been confused by the
convention described in this figure

Chapter 2 Assessment process.

This chapter describes the planning approval process for the m4-5 link project (the project)
as well as other environmental, planning & Statutory approval requirements.

This EIS is just a concept plan. The preferred infrastructure report needs to be released for
public consultation considered as part of any EIS approval mechanism.
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The SSI nature of these agglomerated projects means that usual rules of governance and
review do not apply. This means that any faults or errors that occur are then not addressed
in the usual manner, which would give public confidence in the public administration and
governance of this major set of projects. (eg failure to remedy the odour & air pollution at St
Peter’s)

Approval framework 2-1

_| object to the inconsistency within the EIS documents, for example page 8 Figure 2-1,
Assessment & Approval process differs from the same named page 4, Figure 1-2 Project
Synthesis, Appendix A. This suggests that much material within the EIS has been cut and
paste from prior documents & has not been checked for internal consistency.

| object that Table 2-1, 3 SEARS, assessment of key issues, the Ministry of Education was not
consulted and asked to comment on the impacts of these projects. There has not been an
assessment of the impact of this project on schools.

Chapter 3 Strategic context and project need

This chapter describes the strategic context of the M4-MS5 Link project (the project) within
the state and national planning and policy framework, explains the need and justification for
the project from both regional and local perspectives, and outlines the project's objectives.

We object that this chapter fully incorporates the range of material that should be
considered. It does not address some of the high level considered critique of the project and
underlying assumptions.

Chapter 4 Project development and alternatives

This chapter describes the alternatives to the M4-MS5 Link project (the project), as well as
the options that were considered as part of the design development process. It explains
how and why the project design was selected as the preferred option for assessment in this
environmental impact statement (EIS). Design options and refinements for particular
elements of the project are also addressed, noting that the project described and assessed
in this EIS is based on a concept design that is subject to further refinement during detailed
detail and construction planning, as described in Chapter 1 (Introduction). This chapter aims
to:

e Provide a brief history of the development of the WestConnex program of works and the
project

e Describe the strategic alternatives to achieve the project objectives that were
considered

e Summarise the project evolution and design refinements for the key components of the
project
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e Qutline the approach to the staging of the project including for construction of the
mainline tunnels and Rozelle interchange, and within the overall WestConnex program
of works

e Describe the options development process for permanent and temporary infrastructure,
facilities and processes

e Summarise the preferred option assessed in this EIS
Consistency:
THE EIS is frequently inconsistent between chapters & appendices

Further the notion of consistency for approval purposes, is that the basis for approval with
MA4E & M5, has been within such broad parameters, that almost all future changes are
“deemed” to be “consistent” with the project application, that these are given approval
under consistency status without public scrutiny or review.

This EIS should not be approved in its current pre-design form and given this blank cheque
“consistency “ approval.

Chapter 4 Options

This chapter fails on multiple fronts, but most specifically because it proposes 2 new options
that do not meet the SEARS requirements for project development & construction. It also
neglects to consider the previously endorsed and feasible option that would involve NO
additional above ground site options in Haberfield. The failure to acknowledge the promise
made to local residents to incorporate a feasible and reasonable option is a major breach of
community trust and the furphy of Option A & B, is also flawed, when the project director
clearly wants to have a more extensive hybrid of both options, which is not detailed in the
EIS.

This section which underpins much of the EIS, is inaccurate and does not portray accurately
the development of the project. We object that the alternative promised to the community
at M4E consultations of no above ground construction in Haberfield/Ashfield has not even
been considered in tis EIS. We know it is both a feasible & reasonable option.

Table 4-3, page 25, gives a description of active transport initiatives and improvements
outside of the project scope (Parramatta Road, Greenway etc). We object that these
initiatives are not integrated into the project.
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Chapter 5

Project description: “This chapter describes the M4-5 link project, (the project), including
the project tunnels, Interchanges and associated infra-structure and ancilliary facilities. It
also describes the design standards and construction activities required to deliver the
project.”

We object that this just a concept design and that it has not been designed to minimise
impacts on residents of Haberfield or Ashfield.

We object to the staged construction and opening of the project, and that the total
construction period for both stages of the project (1:Haberfield-St Peter’s tunnel & 2
Construction of Rozelle interchange and Iron Cove link) is expected to be 5 years or more.
This creates unacceptable impacts on the community p5-8)

Question: Who will have overarching control and responsibility, (contractor or RMS/TMC),
timing and duration of: the ‘Minor’ physical integration works with the road surface
network at Wattle St interchange including road pavement and line marking and the
Upgrade of intersection at Parramatta Road and Wattle Street, to allow extra right hand
turn, from Wattle St westwards?

Question: What is the grade of the connector tunnel from Wattle St ramps to the mainline
tunnel? Are the Wattle St ramps one of the ‘isolated locations connecting to the road
surface requiring ‘short length of steep grades up to 8%"?’

We Request identification of where road surface connections where the grades are higher
than 4%?

Comment: Chapter 5 describes key elements of the project, based on the concept design.
And that the concept design would continue to be refined where relevant to improve the
road network and safety performance, minimise impact on receivers and the environment,
and in response to feedback from stake-holders.

We Object: That the EIS is an inadequate concept document.
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We Request: Release of PIR with exhibition period. Also regular review of RELEVANCE of
conditions of approval, with revision of conditions as required, especially in response to
resident experience as the project proceeds

Table 5-3, p 5-18. Urban design objectives & proposed methodology to achieve these
objectives NOTE There is an absence of any reference to the Sydney Water, Iron Cove Creek
renewal program. This has been brought up with the project team on anumber of occasions
over the past 5 months.

P 5-19, UDLPs for M4E & M4-5

We object that the implementation & M4E & M4-5 link UDLPS & M4E Legacy Projects will be
impacted by the M4-5 proposals, causing an implementation delay of 5 years or more.

There has been a failure to communicate clearly to the public the nature and extent of the
project tunnelling (ie deep main line tunnelling & the graded connector tunnels figures are
not clear)

Section 5.3.1
Where are the workers from the Inner West subsurface interchange going to park?
P 5-25, 5.3.3, Emergency and Breakdown facilities

Reference is made to Emergency & Breakdown facilities at Rozelle & Iron Cove Link, but
does not describe how these are provided around the Haberfield & Wattle Street
interchanges. If this has been detailed in the M4 E EIS, this should be referenced.

There is no analysis of how emergency vehicles would gain access to the tunnels in the
event of an emergency, particularly if surface roads were congested.

P 5-40 Connections to other WCX projects

P 5-52, Whites Creek, Annandale at the Crescent

THE M4-5 link does not identify impact of the project on the Iron Cove Creek
P 5-58 UDLP & transport integration for Rozelle

There is an absence of any discussion of the UDLP implications & transport integration for
Ashfield/Haberfield interchanges.

P 5-76 Table 5-7, Summary of Motorway operations complexes and ancillary infrastructure

We object that PRVF (note 3) & St Peter’s facility (note 4) are not included on this table. The
colocation of facilities fails to fully integrate the impact of these serial projects and relegates
the true impact & extent of the project

Unanswered questions from Exec Summary and Chapters 1-6



P 5-82, 5.8.2 Ventilation System and facilities, In tunnel Air Quality, Design Critieria

These are based on the conditions of approval for the M4E & new M5, which assume free
flowing traffic at 50-100 km/hr. Both Rozelle & Haberfield interchanges will involve
entry/exit portals with steep grades; this will increase emissions significantly at exit and will
also be associated with exit traffic congestion. The working assumptions for these portals
need closer scrutiny and better evidence.

P 5-84 Table 5-8, Key components of the project’s ventilation systems

There is lack of description of how the PVRF will operate and function. This compares with
the slightly greater information give about the Campbell St facility. (Does the lack M4 E
information mean that the M4E Team have not provided information to the RMS to assist
EIS development?)

P 5-89: Posted speeds within the tunnel

How effective will piston movement of air ventilation be, when cars are in exit portals,
exiting onto Parramatta Rd, Dobroyd Parade and Wattle St/Frederick St. What will be the
congestion induced Road Traffic pollution at these sites?

We object that these pollution hotspots have not been adequately modelled in the EIS.
P 5-90 5.8.3, Fire and fire safety

Cross tunnel passages every 120 m; what disabled access provisions are there for this
access? What consultation and modelling has there been with emergency services in the
development of evacuation procedures? There needs to be appropriate resources to enable
evacuation of people with limited mobility, including disabled, frail elderly and young
children (wheel chairs & other aids in tunnel)

We object that disabled support requirements are not detailed in the EIS in the event of
emergencies.

P 5-91, Ventilation systems

There needs to be greater information on this design to ensure smoke ventilation is
adequately developed.

P 5-92, Water supply to PVRF

Will the PVRF require additional land for its water supply pumps or is it within the current
project foot print?

P 5-94, 5.8.4, Operational Management

Modification proposed for WDRS facility at Homebush.
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How will coordination & integration be ensured in the event of a disaster for good
governance systems and resource application. The experience to date, of the failure of RMS,
JVs and utility providers to coordinate in non-emergency settings, does not instil confidence.

P 5-95, 5.8.7, Air Quality Monitoring
Cross check manual monitoring proposals mentioned are detailed in Chapter 9.

(this is a general concept that applies in all cross referencing; there needs to be verification)

P 5-98, 5.9.1 Tunnel Drainage and treatment infra-structure

Is there any drainage or water treatment plant for the M4-5 at Haberfield or St Peter’s? Or
are they just reliant on M4E & M5 project design. The EIS needs to be detail of the proposals
for M4-5 stormwater & drainage management at both ends of the project

P 5-99, 100:

Table 5-10 details impact on White’s Creek water naturalisation program; however no
mention of integrating this project into the implementation of the Iron Cove Naturalisation
project

P 5-100; Pavement drainage & storm water treatment

The MAE EIS did not deal with these issues; so where is the recognition of the impact of the
M4-5 link on these requirements in Haberfield/Ashfield. What sediment & pollutant
management controls will be there Iron Cove Creek. Page 101 does not address these
issues.

P 5-101, 5.9.3: Noise Mitigation & Attenuation
This fails to address cumulative, sequential and parallel of noise impacts of multiple sites.
P 5-102, 5.10: Utility Services

What is different from the experience of the M4 E to what is proposed for M4-5. Appendix F
is light on detail & the proposal should be left to the detailed design to draw up the
principles of hw tis will work.

There are no details on power capacity requirements for Haberfield. However it is assumed
that free flowing traffic conditions will apply. Cross check where is the power source PVREF,
mainline tunnel and Wattle St inter-change? Appendix F. It is not documented in chapter 5

P 5-105, 5.10.2 Water
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Will water tank requirements take any further space at PVRF footprint in Haberfield? This is
not clear in the EIS.

P 5-105, 5.11, Table 5-12:, Indicative Property Acquisition required for the project

Haberfield and St Peter’s acquisitions relegated to foot note. The impact of this project on
communities is just ignored and denies what has occurred. The acquisition of shops on
Parramatta Rd appears to have been ignored, alongside the Muir’s multi title acquisition.
This denial of impact is an insult given what Haberfield and Ashfield have been subjected to.

Chapter 6 Construction work

It is essential that construction activities are not added t, by project creep and deemed
“consistent”, so further scrutiny and review of such work is not “required”

“This chapter describes the proposed approach to the construction of the project. It outlines
the proposed construction program, footprint, methodology, working hours, materials,
equipment, traffic management, spoil haulage routes, and temporary construction and
ancillary facilities. This chapter is based on methodologies developed to construct the
project described in Chapter 5.”

SEARS Table 6-1

The EIS states the proposal is designed to minimise impact on local residents.
We object the proposals in this EIS fail to meet requirement.

P 6-4, 6.1.1: General

The current EIS fails in a number of ways to meet its objectives, because of its failure to
minimise adverse social, environmental and economic impacts, including its cumulative
impacts in Haberfield/Ashfield. This is because it fails to recognise a reasonable & feasible
alternative approach to the construction of the project by only proposing Options A & B in
Haberfield/Ashfield. It should have considered the alternative promised option of no
additional above ground construction sites.

It fails on each of the General Principles.

P 6-6,

Refers to M4 E & M5 EISs, without referring to any details.
P 6-8, 6.2: Construction Program, Table 6-2

| object that this section lacks any diagram of the preferred hybrid option for
Haberfield/Ashfield
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P 6-20, Table 6-3: Overview of construction activities

Note: site establishment works are to occur before substantial construction; are these
identified in any of the site time line activities by quarter.

What are the depths of connector and any temporary access tunnels? The public need to
know these details? Table 6-11, p 6-24 does address some of this. This is also due to
overlapping impacts of M4 E and subsequent M4-5 tunnelling. The impacts of M4 E
tunnelling to date have been significant for many residents as the tunnels link to portals .

P 6-32, 6.5,

We object that the proposals are yet to be determined and would only be defined after
approval has been given. We object that further ancillary facilities can be approved after the
contractor is engaged. All ancillary facilities must be developed before approvals are given.

P 6-35, Table 6-5

Some developments may be undertaken as enabling works: does this mean it is being
costed to other agencies, and will different management and control systems be utilised.
Who will be responsible and manage these overall activities & impact.

P 6-37, 6.5, Table 6-6, Wattle Civil & Tunnel Site (C1la), Commence Q3 2019, Finish Q4 2022

This construction program talks about Wattle St Entry & Exit ramps for M4-5, discusses (p 6-
37) what is practicable, reasonable & feasible to consider in the provision of acoustic
barriers and devices.

We object that it could even be considered NOT reasonable to do this?? It should be
mandatory at all sites to do this.

The word “reasonable” is quite subjective and should not be used in conditions of approval
as it is too general & non —specific.

Q= quarter of the year ie 3months)

P 6-46, Table 6-9, Parramatta Road West Civil & Tunnel Site (C1b), Commence Q4, 2019
(nine months earlier than C1A) Finish Q2 2022 ( six months earlier than Cla)

This can start earlier, hence its attractiveness to the proponents, but will inflict more
suffering on residents than promised below ground options.

P 6-41, Table 6-7, Haberfield Civil & Tunnel site (C2a), Commence Q3 2019, Finish Q4, 2022

This just adds 3 activities (Below ground site set up; Establish Temp Ventilation systems for
Wattle St & mainline & Tunnelling to site proposal below. THheaccess will be the already
established ventilation shafts currently being built for M4E. Spoil will stored in M4E Stub
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tunnels (do they mean the M4-5 stub tunnels?) & then be removed via the M4E tunnels;
there will be no above ground truck movement removal of spoil with this option.

P 6-48, Table 6-10, Haberfield civil site (PVRF) (C2b), Commence Q3 2019, Finish Q3 2022

P 6-43, 6.5.4, Table 6-8, Northcote Civil site (C3a), Commence Q4 2019, Finish Q4 2022, 13
Qs

This project would run for 3 Qs ( 9 months) less than C3b; so would have shorted impact on
residents. It is on land already established for an ancillary site, but still does not fulfil the
promised option. The other reason that this option is not preferred, is that the land could be
possibly sold off for other purposes.

P 6-50, 6.5.7, Table 6-11, PRE civil site, Commence Q4 2018, Finish Q3 2022, 16Qs

Longer time frame; but can start earlier

Overall, there is no table that details the duration of time that M4-5 entry/exit ramps on
Wattle St would be used in the B option. It is not easy to analyse the impact of options A &
B. Main difference is that option B can commence earlier, although overall the work goes on
for longer, which means the B option will have increased cumulative impact on more people

P 6-45, 6.5.5, PRW(Ashfield) civil and tunnel site (C1b)

We object that Acoustic impacts are dealt with in superficial manner. It suggests acoustic
mitigation may be undertaken. It must be a requirement.

We object that the notion of roller doors as acoustic management, to “minimise noise”,
does not suggest a formal approach or analysis has been considered or understood.

We object that the impact of this site on the substantial pedestrian traffic that goes to and
from Haberfield PS is not addressed. Would they construct a pedestrian bridge over
Parramatta Rd at Alt Street.

We object that project overlap is not clear. The community needs this to be clarified with all
options. What is the overlap between the M4E & M4-5 link? EIS says a 6 month overlap, but
the tables suggest a 9 month overlap at minimum with Option B. If it is the end of 2019 it
would be a 15 moth overlap. When is M4E is now projected to finish?

No mention of Preferred Infra-structure report in Haberfield section. We must bring this
requirement of the PIR to be made public.

P 6-52, Spoil Haulage from Darley Road, Rozelle, theCrescent through Haberfield via CWL.
Pyrmont Bridge Rd will go down Parramatta Rd (Will they then enter the M4 E tunnel at
Haberfield?)

6.8 Traffic Access and Management
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P 6-73, Table 6-19, Indicative Road network modifications

We object to removal of curb side parking in Alt St & temporary closures in both Bland & Alt
St. There needs to be improved road traffic management, compared to M4 E expeeience.
We do not want access closed off at night time.

P6-78, Table 6-20, Indicative modifications to pedestrians and cyclist facilities during
construction

We object that it is not identified what is different and planned for M4-5 link project,
compared with the lived experience of the M4 E project.

How will the CTAMP be useful and support the needs of local residents? There needs to be
improved pedestrian signage and access for people with visual impairments or mobility
access issues.

Are road traffic controllers contractors, staff or sub-contractors? All road traffic controllers
require skilled induction, with awareness and sensitivity about the impact of the long term
project on residents. This needs to be documented properly within conditions road traffic
control contracts.

P 6-83, Table 6-22, Indicative Construction vehicle numbers
P 6-84, Table 6-23, Indicative Spoil haulage routes

Is it reasonable that heavy truck movements occur out of hours. How is this consistent with
the project aim to minimise impacts on residents.

We object to this vague notion. We require that all heavy truck movements cease after
routine construction hours, to allow children uninterrupted sleep.

P 6-85 “Exceptional circumstances”. There needs to be an independent authorised officer
who can determine if the application of exceptional circumstances can legitimately apply.
However this should not be a regular and routine action.

Table 6-24, Alternative spoil haulage routes (during exceptional circumstances)

Site C1lb & C9 : are proposed to go around the Taverner’s Hill loop onto Old Canterbury
Road. Would Truck & Dogs make all those bends? Check with Council

P 6-86, Figure 6-26, Indicative Spoil Haulage Routes Wattle St & Haberfield civil & tunnel
sites (Cla & C2a)

P 6-87, Figure 6-27, Indicative spoil haulage route, PRW civil & tunnel (C1b)

P 6-92, 6.6.6, Construction workforce parking
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Option A Northcote St (C3a), 150;
Option B PRE (C3b), 140
We object to these proposals for construction worker parking.

Is it proposed that the sites in Haberfield will be used as shuttle bus stop for workers at
Darley St & Pyrmont Bridge Rd. How will the former Five Dock RMS site be utilised? What is
the Motor Registry site going to be used? Other options should be explored. A condition of
approval must be that construction cannot commence until an approved parking
management plan is completed and endorsed by IWC.

However the majority of workers are coming by car & parking in local streets. They also use
construction vests & helmuts in the adjacent set to make it appear that someone is sitting in
the set, when in fact there is only one person.

P 6-93, 6.7, Construction Workforce Numbers & Work hours
Table 6-25, Peak construction workforce estimates, 140 day shift & 90 night shift at C1b.!!
These figures do not make logical sense between the 2 options; there are discrepancies.

Comment: nowhere in the EIS does it analyse the cumulative and overlapping (M4E & M4-5
link) work force & parking requirements, combined truck movements or other impacts. This
needs to be addressed and is a FAILURE of this EIS.

P 6-94, Table 6-26, Construction hours
What is the nature & extent of proposed rock breaking? Is this the same as rock crushing??

Given the failure of both M4 E & M5 projects to minimise disruption on residents and the
now extended and prolonged nature of these cumulative projects, there should be a curfew
on all works from 10 pm. There should be no heavy truck movements after 6 pm, and if
urgent out of hours work is required, then the RMS/TMC should permit road occupancy
from 7pm, to be finished by 11 pm.

The EIS does not include the associated utilities work impact, with impacts on worker
numbers & parking; traffic movement. This lack of integration into the EIS is a deficit on
cumulative impacts of M4-5, M4E & associated utilities work.

P 6-95, Table 6-27, Construction work hours at construction ancillary facilities
P-6-96, Works outside of standard construction hours

Straw polls of residents with 2 options; how is agreement reached? How will people with a
language other than English be consulted & how much notification will there be? This
requires safe guards.
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P 6-97, 6.8, Construction Noise Attenuation

No noise attenuation measures are spelt out for PRE civil site; extra high noise barriers; will
need to be 4 -5 m high

P6-98, Table 6-28, Indicative construction plant equipment

Multiple diesel generators, which are highly polluting, are located in all sites. How would the
both the noise & emissions be managed? (Woolcock Report) There has been significant
failure to manage the impact of generators on residents with the M4E project.

Victor Storm E hvstorm@gmail.com

Sharon Laura E slaurar@gmail.com

16 October 2017
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons, and request the Minister reject the

application, and require SMC and RMC to prepare a new EIS that is based on genvine, not indicative, design parameters,
costings, and business case.

»  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 substaitial above ground invasive works will be required to demolish the Dan Morphys
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 doring the construction period and in particolar, durmg site establishment. Tha_
les opperien dc_\p) of Rease %«-oec&e.c\ (o ¢+ L,) ase. ol dSouno
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s 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 becavse of these impacts.

»  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 trock movements should be permitted on Darley Road and the plans for alternative access shouvld 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 vnacceptable noise, safety and traffi c issves that the current proposal
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*  Removal of vegetation — Leichhardt. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the Darley Road site.

There are several matore trees located on the north of the site. None of these trees should be removed as they
provide preciovs greenery. They also act as a visval 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 following 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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I wish to §1;!2m_if my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in _ Submission to:

the EI ication # SSI 7485 e s fo jecting are set out belo
Planning Services,
Ultesa  Swe Department of Planning and Environment
N AN et iiieanesseneereosotoscesaseerssssanssssssarasassennanosanes '............................,.......................: ................. GPOBox39,Sydney,NSW,2001

=3 ’k\]sa\—amé PR AN

.............................................................................................. 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 last 2 years.
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

o B Box AU e
Suburb th ........ ‘A ...... 2'9(*2_ ................... “aﬁ?ﬁwpostcode%%’

#* 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.

#* 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, it 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 residents.

% 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
(a@ple) 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.
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Name:
Attention Director . Viers e STRRM
Application Nomber: SSI 7485 01 o s st st st e

Signatore: &3’_\_/\_ .

("N .

Infrastroctore Projects, Planning | e e C.nushrm@® gl oo
Services Please include my personal information when publishing this svbmission to your website.
Depa rt”:en ¢ of Planning an d Environment ?ce-rqc_ | HAVE NOT made reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Address:
GPO Box3%, Sydney NSW, 2001 | 0o 6w 4 oo Raectadmnat
Application Name: Suburb: Postcode HageER T e O
WestConnex [14-M5 Link L2 v O .-on.. MOV

 object to the (WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons, and request the Minister reject the
application, and require SMC and RMC to prepare a new EIS that is based on genvine, not indicative, design parameters,
costings, and business case.

» | amconcerned that the AECOM, the company responsible for the EIS, always approves knocking down heritage
buildings if the project requires it. It doesn't how much valve it holds for the commonity, it must always be destroyed.

* The impacts on The Crescent and Annandale are massive and were not sufficiently revealed in the Concept Design to

enable residents to give feedback on the negative impacts on commonities and businesses in the area.
b e com el wipacg oF M CLliest wWe proyeck (MNUE 5 FTU-S te
B locad woLde~S ok Sbarhatd / AWK e l& osn rolr acled e eu-a(.g)o_é‘\ ~ot~ @5 RS>
*  Are there other potentially serious problems with Sydney Water vtility servicesdescribed at E1S 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.

* |tisclear that Annandale, Glebe, Rozelle and Lilyfield will be exposed to unacceptable health risks. With four
onfiltered 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 negligient when you consider that , the World Health Organisation in 2012
declared diesel particvlates 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.” o
- UAREZ F(ELD , a3 locol school w X hease 20 o~hliesed Staecle + LAk A~
Erlr fortals , Pl WEY anajaded l8cal tmads W\ 2ro sthes Gimlar (W ellecto .
* | amconcerned that while the Elg finds that tolls do weigh more heavily on lower income motorists, there is no seriovs

analysis of the blatant unfairness of letting of private consortium toll people for decades in order to pay for less

rofitable tollways for wealthier commonities, Ao *e progosed X o per amnr—~ bl pre sncsesq
pb\hsn,\ 2o w0 yw?mea.(fs gs.o{-z,@a_a——mo and oo« c(e_Qeg;vvg o dSnls ledoe
eraoAs. v paems b s Lke b\uU!-D a socd o~ W& Pothase
*  One of the main reasons for establishing Burvwan Park was as a relatively quiet nature corridor for wildlife not for

successions of children’s parties so the assessment of this area in the EIS is entirely blinkered and inaccurate. The
Rozelle Rail Yards site that may appear to development driven planners as an vnattractive and wasted eyesore is
ironically a very important nature reserve. It is perhaps the only area in the Annandale/Glebe area were Fairy Wrens
can be found becavse of the substantial bush cover. This is very imgortant as where these birds are found nature tends
to be in balance which is not the case in parks like Easton Park and Bicentennial Park.
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1 submit my strongest objections to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as Submission to:
contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, for‘the reasons set out below.

Planning Services,

Name Vical S ' Department of Planning and Environment

............. M 6%‘\’_ GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSWW, 2001
. ' 4ot ML) - o~ '

S«gnaturerhe.a ............................. 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 last 2 years.

foerac e Q \ ) Application Name:

Address: %W ........... LSOOI svive rivssomiveoser AN WestConnex M4-MS Link

I\ =% V'V LR F\a,.g D24 S
Soborb: .............. Creverareeresesasserseetenansasesesaseatenis M ......................... Postcode............ 3

0  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.. TToe- FogyeS refroede. and  oprzo~s
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0 Ido rnot consider so many disruptions of pedestrlan and cycle ways 0 be a 'temporary' impact. Four years in the life of a 3
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.

0 No noise barriers have been proposed. This is unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers shovld be included in the
EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary wvii)

0  Alternative access route for trucks — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there are ‘investigations’ occorring 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 issves that the corrent proposal creates

6 ~Teetle M demeB A Ka&&r-\r'u:&c\ Aot fesdd  godl ol Speelts 28 {g—,
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We object to the selection of the Darleg 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 watk to Orange Grove
and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck movement is proposed which involves vse
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.
s Mo oflor aremo xdd nd e & éukdﬁmwmésmwu g e
roce—~es% , W <>t/-_(+ fle prohe @besdioex
0  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. ﬁga__g_ ot Pov~<§—) .
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Submission from: Submission to:

Vicroe ST Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
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.

Fesrae- ? R S ansan e . e

Address: %%‘ ................................................... Application Number: SS1 7485 Application
Hagez vald

Suburb: HFSSZ&M ..... 2 ou\ ................. Postc\:ode......Q.‘.?.lTS'.S 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 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, gnd 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

risk to property damage that cannot be mitigated to an acceptable level of risk.
o Why the so called ‘King Street Gateway’ been excluded in the analysis of cumulative impacts of other projects ?

o 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 det out in detail so that residents can properly

comment on the impacts.

o A lot of work has gone into building cycling and pedestrian routes in Rozelle and Annandale. Interference and
disruption of routes for four years is not a 'temporary' imposition.

o The EIS acknowledges that extra construction traffic will add to travel times across the Inner West and have a negative
impact on businesses in the area. No compensation is suggested. These impacts are not been taken into account of

evaluating the cost of WestCONnex.
o lrs o inkfc indareiny posjesi— s capoat- hes o Been preputs assesred-
o 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.
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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,

— Environment
&‘L‘(_A_/- L= LR PPN GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

SIGNATUTE ... T T T ettt st est s et ac s v snn spene e oD

. . , Attn: Director - Transport Assessments
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website

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

Address PD &o‘ w w ... Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Link

Suburb: . M&mp )._0(-9 H%E(L\‘\EQD ...Postcode... QDLF) .

* The TINSW website says “The Sydney Metro basis that it does not propose any measures to
West project is Sydney’s next big railway reduce the impacts to this School. The EIS simply
infrastructure investment” but the Cumulative states that ‘where practicable’ work should be
Impact assessment by AECOM (App C) does not scheduled to avoid major student examination
include West Metro. A business case for West period when students are studying for
Metro should be completed before determination examinations such as the Higher School
of the Project. Hod ol profased lreals Certificate. This is inadequate and students will
be .rpocled be studying every day in preparation for

= The impact of the project on cycling and walking examinations and this proposal will impact on
will be considerable around construction sites. their ability to be provided with an education.

The promise of a construction plan is not Consultation is not considered an adequate

sufficient. There has not been sufficient response and detailed mitigation should be

consultation or warning given to those directly provided which will reduce the impacts to

affected or interested organisations. There needs students to an acceptable level.

to be a longer period of consultation so that the

community can be informed about the added = Improving connectivity with public transport,

dangers and inconvenience, especially when you including trains, light rail and bus services in the

consider that it is over a 4 year period. inner west would make the Parramatta Road
corridor a more attractive place to live, work and

* Emissions were not modelled beyond 2033. This socialise. “These Pors Peed w be pat
is an omission, as the contractual life of the of W E\s
project is significantly longer, until 2060. The EIS * Increased traffic on local roads will decrease
states, on page 22-15 that ‘it is expected that residential amenity and decrease the potential for
savings in emissions from improved road new higher density housing. This will affect
performance would reduce over time as traffic numerous streets, with particularly major impacts
volumes increase’. Therefore, the longer-term on The Crescent, Minogue Crescent, Ross,
outcome of the project is likely to be an increase Mount Vernon, Catherine, Ross and Arundel
in GHG emissions - Mee f peoyeds 1N Aasa] streets in Glebe; and Euston Road, McEvoy,

gzwm’%‘? \““;g%“’_,\“& — "ﬁf@o | Botany, Wyndham, Bourke and Lachlan Streets in

* Bridge Road School - Pyrmont Bridge Road site - the Green Square area. In the redevelopment
The EIS states that ‘construction activities are areas, land adjoining these streets may suffer a
predicted to impact’ this School. However, the loss of development potential, a loss of value and
only mitigation proposed is to consult with the will bear the additional costs of designing for
School ‘to identify sensitive receivers of the noisy environments.
school along with periods of examination’. (Table . To vednce vt TEAN 5 e\ ey
5-120) The EIS should not be approved on the Sheets Preold hause :_D 20 e /‘\,—

Speed Umy—
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to submi objection to the nn 5 Link pro ined i Submission to:

I lication # SSI 5. The r or objecting are set o elo

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 Application Number: S 7485

Declaration : I HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.
Application Name: WestConnex M4-MS Link

Postcode..... ZDKS E‘ /\U © hm@, 3“‘“‘—" RN

X 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.

)/
0.0

The EIS was released just 12 days after the closing date for submissions to the Concept Design. This categoricaily 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 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.

DS

* 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. pS Mv‘@’?
Pre po o8 \.N—- cutarded \ruole Modarmaalty - Heerhen il (&s’\ﬁm.d\ M—b*‘ )
reed o B e, Suwring baswans locs, A\ cootke Med- c@aic af  (loat Nend s

«* Unfiltered stacks anywhEre in Sydnéy 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 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.

O/

* Targets for renewable energy and carbon offsets are not aligned with NSW government policy. (Table 22-8)

L)

The EIS indicates that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at the Darley road construction

/
0.0

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.
w&a,v u.hLa—ﬁy Do & Nabr oralenad mn,ia e Q—xpoflo_m_q_,c[, Aol
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Submission from: Submission to:
Tk SREM. '
Name:...... \}\CA ........ 6 ................................................... Planning Services,
W E Department of Planning and Environment
Signature:.... 25 N\ e L B hds. fom@ gred- @~ 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.

Adcress: o 8S¥% Pt . fesdases Application Number: 5517485 Application

Qﬂ.ex 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 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 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.

o 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.

o Iam concerned that the EIS provides no reasons why the City of Sydney's alternative plan might not be preferable to
the proposed West(;’ONnex. h foes ~e o(ferrfen®s bose boar 2afie> g rer=ol

or (nadequclly (oagide e
o 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?

o 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 @ 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. (ﬂ\w blr do oo NuhrE Fime. Curfesd | /Zor— ol Oeke
aftes Ul peas s prject &5 Thunnwy  0dar ot decads , 30 B “paol
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I submit my strongest objections to the M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS Submission to:

application # SS1 7485, and request the Minister to reject the application and require SMC /

Planning Services

RMS to issue a true, not an ‘indicative’ and fundamentally flawed EIS X
Department of Planning and
Namez...... 8GR STBRIN e, Environment

Signature:

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

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
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AAreSS:. ... . e e T T e Application Name:
- & WestConnex M4-M5 Link
Suburb: NWDD‘DU‘)’ R‘)‘Gd‘c ........ Postcode..(.)...'q\.’.(.—.g.’. ....... . *
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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.

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 mcIudmg heightened stress levels

and risk of developing dementia. This is simply not acceptable.
Tt ndsa o o Aanes &»O\u\s(sa—, w~poclhg o Cexrdig Vs walarm % eesP@:&sJ AN

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.

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.

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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Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 07:59:08 +0000

)

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Skye Reekie (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfSkye Reekie
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 6:58:59 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

I

Subject: Submission Details for Skye Reekie (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Skye Reekie

|

Rozelle , NSW
2039

Content:
To whom it may concern,

We do not want the unfiltered WestConnex Iron Cove stack on Terry Street, only 100 meters from Rozelle
Public School and close to our home.

My husband has severe asthma and we worry how this extra pollution may affect his health and the
health of others. It's also concerning how it may affect the health of our kids.

Move it to another location where it has less impact on our community.

Submission: Online Submission from Skye Reekie (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226533

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

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




From: ]

Sent: Man, 9 Oct 2017 11:27:30 +0000

To: I

Subject: FW: Submission Details for | NGNGB object)

Attachments: 226595 SSYD Commer17100907490 0018 20170ct09 2153.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf Of]

Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 9:54:01 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for —(object)

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:

Email:

Address:
Content:
see attahed

IP Address:
Submission: Online Submission from [N object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226595

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

https://westconnexactionsrour.aood.do/makeyvoursubmissiontothewestconnexm4mbeis/Submissi
on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Acplication Number SSI 16_7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EiS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.
Please provide the following:

¢ An analysis of current traffic volumes at 8am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

» Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

» Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

¢ The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,
diameter, facade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

I am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on
school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

* Limit negative impacts on our children's abilities to learn and play during these times,
* Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the Schooi

 Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

» Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.

. Page 1 of 2



Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

e A traffic plan concemning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and foolpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

« Details of traffic modelling conceming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the Iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is folled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

» A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park, and the School swim carmnival at
Drummoyne pool,

+ Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

¢ Details on access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

' Other major concerns | have include:

|

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,

Signature: /Z'fﬁ A
| aflew£ do not allow for my personal details to be published.
| have not made a reportable political donation over $1000 in the past 2 years.

Name:
Address:
Email:

Page 20f2



From: I

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 00:07:45 +0000

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Craig Chapman of Lawyal Solicitors (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfCraig Chapman
Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 10:57:59 AM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Craig Chapman of Lawyal Solicitors (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Craii Chaiman

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:

My wife and | live right behind the Church and Childcare Centre as well as Rozelle Public School in
Rozelle. We have lived in Rozelle for 7 years. Our three sons attend Rozelle Public School. Itis a
beautiful family community. It currently has clean air and minimal noise pollution and traffic.

Our youngest boy, Farley, will attend next year the Rozelle Public School pre-school which is situated
right next to where it is proposed a large pollution vent will be built. My eldest two (6 years old and 8
years old) will be in year 1 and year 3. The basketball court they currently play on is situated right next to
where you propose to pump pollution from cars driving in tunnels underground, into the air, for my boys to
breath.

As a person who lives in the Leichhardt Council community and has dealt extensively with Leichhardt
Council in relation to our own DA, it is a Council that protects not only the heritage of the area but
respects its residents right to clean air and lack of noise pollution. | am therefore confident that it cannot
be possible that an adult's right to drive faster and quicker underground to a location by car, will ever be
prioritised over the health and safety of our children and community.

Particularly so where the purpose is to link the M4 and M5, which are already linked by the M7, A6 and
A3. 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 | strongly believe they should not be included in the overall Project. Existing
motorways (Cross City Tunnel and Eastern Distributor) would provide suitable road capacity to avoid the
city centre.

As mentioned, to the West there are also the M7, A6 and A3 connections. Has there been modelling
provided of whether (with appropriate upgrades) these existing roads might provide far more cost
effective and time efficient connections between the two motorways, particularly given their alignments

000242



would service multiple demand corridors at the same time?

| am also concerned about the way this is happening. EIS should not be permitted to get NSW
Government approval so that the opportunity to design, build, operate, maintain and toll the road can be
sold to private investors, completely outside of the view of the public who will bear the effects on their
community for the next 100 years.

As community members, we do not have decision making power to stop the proposal - but we do have
voices and the Government and Council represents us. Please ensure the right decision is made and
stop the proposed construction and pollution vents near our school.

Please respond to our submissions, as it is causing great anxiety in our community. | personally look
forward to a reading about Leichhardt Council's strong objection to the proposal, it being pulled for
consideration and to you restoring my faith in what | know to be true... that the health and safety of our
children and communities will ALWAYS be put before convenience and money! Always!

!ubmission: !nline !ubmission !rom Craig Chapman of Lawyal Solicitors (object)

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226422

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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From: I

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 01:37:30 +0000
To:
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Craig Chapman (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfCraig Chapman

Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 12:36:56 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
]

Subject: Submission Details for Craig Chapman (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Craii Chaiman

ROZELLE, NSW
2039

Content:

| am writing to make a submission on the incompleteness of the EIS. As demonstrated below there are a
number of points that have not been adequately addressed.

The wrong traffic modelling approach has been used:

* All traffic modelling is wrong, the question is: by how much? And what are the implications of the error?
* Incorrect traffic modelling has led to overoptimistic traffic predictions which resulted in low toll revenue
from of the Cross City Tunnel, Lane Cove Tunnel and Brisconnex in Brisbane, resulting in eventual
bankruptcy.

* The traffic modelling process used to develop the Project is fundamentally flawed because:
- Traffic projections are likely to be significantly different to the actual traffic on the street network

- Traffic volumes projected in the model are in numerous instances well above the physical capacity of
the road network.

* There is no statement on the level of accuracy and reliability of the traffic modelling process. This is a
major shortcoming and is contrary to the Secretary's Environmental Assessments Requirements.

* Westconnex traffic modelling relies on implausible traffic volumes that exceed the capacity of the road
links and intersections at several key locations.

Key Inputs to the modelling process are unpublished or incorrect

* The accuracy of the model 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, automated
vehicles that may have a significant impact on traffic growth. This has not been considered or modelled.

* SMC is using an unpublished Value of Travel Time in the Westconnex traffic modelling. If the Value of
Travel Time adopted is incorrect, then all outputs will be incorrect.

* The induced demand of 0.3% is too low based on historical experience in Sydney.

- The benefits counted from reduced traffic volumes on roads such as the existing M5 and the Eastern
Distributor are unlikely to be realized due to real levels of induced demand.

* The 2023 "cumulative' modelling scenario includes the Sydney Gateway and the western harbour tunnel
but neither of these projects are currently committed and it is highly unlikely they will be completed by this
date. This raises the question of why did the proponent adopt such a misleading position and how does it
affect the impacts stated?

* SMC refuses to release the traffic model and detailed analysis for independent unpaid peer review and
scenario analysis.

| look forward to your response to my objection,
Craig Chapman

Submission: Online Submission from Craig Chapman (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226656

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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From: I

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 01:59:35 +0000
To: |
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Craig Chapman of Lawyal Solicitors (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfCraig Chapman
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 12:53:58 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Craig Chapman of Lawyal Solicitors (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Craig Chapman

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:
Reference: Westconnex M4-M5 Submission / Objection

| am writing to make a submission based on the proposed M4-M5 Rozelle interchange with reference in
particular to parking and pedestrian safety in streets near Rozelle Public School and also King Georges
Park (KGP) which is used for school sporting activities:

The safety of children using the sporting fields at King Georges Park (KGP) is paramount. The use of
heavy plant equipment and construction vehicles in and around this area will cause a danger to children
travelling to use the fields for their sports activities.

Formalising parking & bio-retention facility at KGP will take away parking spaces. Where does the excess
traffic park on the weekend? (Conversation at the Inner West Council presentation suggested that
Council will consider bringing in resident's parking permits to combat this potential problem - will this lead
to parking meters in our streets).

Will the bio-retention facility at KGP to be a permanent fixture? Will it be filtered? If not how is this bio-
hazard going to be mitigated?

Callan, Springside, McLeer are all shared zones to become major access roads to the park during
construction this will create a safety issue?

| look forward to your response to my submission,
Craig Chapman



Submission: Online Submission from Craig Chapman of Lawyal Solicitors (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226664

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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From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details

Attachments: 226565 SSYD Commer17100907490 0007 _20170ct09_2132.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf Of]

Sent: Monday, 9 October 2017 9:33:07 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details

Confidentiality Requested: yes

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:
Email:

Address:

Content:
see attached

IP Address: I
Submission: Online Submission from |G

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226565

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




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

on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Acplication Number SSI 167485}
Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.
Please provide the foliowing:

+ An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free fron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

« Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

+ Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

« The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,-
diameter, facade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on
school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

e Limit negative impacts on our children's abilities to learn and play during these times,
» Eliminate noise at pre-school infants' nap-times and during tests at the School

« Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

¢ Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.

| Page 1 of 2



Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

e A traffic plan concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

e Details of traffic modelling concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the Iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

= A traffic plan fo maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park, and the School swim carnival at
Drummoyne pool,

e Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

¢ Details on access to King George’s Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

[ Other major concerns | have include:

Far the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,

- f__-_‘.’
Signature."//'" ;

| allow / do not allow for my personal details fo be published.

| have not made a reportable political donation over $1000 in the past 2 years.

Email:

Page 2 of 2




000244

From: [

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 19:47:15 +0000

To: ]

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Paul Nolan (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfPaul Nolan
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 6:47:03 AM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
I

Subject: Submission Details for Paul Nolan (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Paul Nolan

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:

| live in Rozelle near the Iron Cove bridge and see that there is a potential major interchange close and
possible smoke stacks in Balmain. | do not want additional traffic or additional noise and air pollution
close to where | live. Also the traffic is too congested already - | struggle in the mornings already as the
tidal flow into the city allows only 2 lanes of traffic out of the city. Yesterday there was a small breakdown
and the traffic grinded to a halt and it took 20 minutes to get past Drummoyne. | do not want any
additional traffic or pollution in this area. We are too congested here already and do not want any
addional traffic nearby.

Submission:; Online Submission from Paul Nolan (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226615

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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From: I

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 21:33:21 +0000
To: I
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Jane Sanchez of Haberfield Primary School (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfJane Sanchez
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 8:33:09 AM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Jane Sanchez of Haberfield Primary School (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Jane Sanchez

Ashfield, NSW
2131

Content:
| am a parent of a Year 1 child attending Haberfield Public School with a second child who we planned to
send to Haberfield Public School in 2019.

My husband, neighbours in our block of flats, surrounding units and | strongly object to the proposed
combination of construction facilities at Haberfield/Ashfield referred to as "Option B' in the Environmental
Impact Statement for the WestConnex M4-M5 Link for the following reasons:

It is unhealthy and not in the public interest for a construction site for Australia's most significant road
project to be located approximately 200m from a large primary school where more than 600 students are
moving to and from the school every weekday.

We already cross Parramatta Road at this point 4 times a day on weekdays to drop our son to and from
school and we have noticed a significant decline in air quality, increase of dust and cement particles in
the air. It is also much noisier with heavy vehicles passing regularly and drilling on site.

The new site on Parramatta Road is proposed to include tunnel excavation as well as stockpiling of
excavated material and spoil haulage 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, which will have significant noise
and air quality impacts for surrounding residences as well as students and staff of the school. Our
younger son suffers from respiratory conditions and we have had one trip in an ambulance since work
commenced with a respiratory condition.

| have already contacted state ministers and our local representative regarding the dangers crossing from
the Ashfield side of Bland Street to get to Haberfield Public School. Waiting at the pedestrian lights on this
corner is unsafe. Large trucks from the building site head west on Parramatta Road and are just moving
from 2 lanes into 3 lanes on the near blind left hand turn into Bland Street. There was recently an
accident at this intersection with a car mounting the footpath within 10 minutes of school time. It was just



fortunate students and carers were not standing at the intersection.

The light vehicle and heavy vehicle traffic associated with Option B 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.

Already traffic has increased significantly on Bland and Alt Streets, however temporary closures of one
lane of Alt Street and Bland Street to establish construction vehicle access is unacceptable from a traffic
impact and safety perspective given these streets are the main southern access routes to and from the
school as well as for local community accessing opposite sides of Parramatta Road.

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. Already paths have been blocked by traffic signals
and traffic regularly banks right back to Julia Street, making it unsafe and unhealthy for pedestrians taking
this route to school.

The construction site layouts and access arrangements are conceptual only, with the final design still to
be confirmed. This uncertainty creates significant anxiety for the local community as the precise impacts
of the proposal are not clear, have not been properly assessed and as with much of the work, the future
process does not allow for genuine community input.

The above impacts are noted in the EIS as being "temporary' however are not short in duration and are
predicted to last for approximately five years - for hundreds of children, this means their entire primary
school years will be impacted by the WestConnex works.

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.

Furthermore, although community consultation has been available few people think any attendance will
make any difference due to the style of communication adopted at these sessions. Those leading the
sessions talk at attendees, with no promise to improve air quality except that 'the tunnels will have more
cameras to detect polluting vehicles.' There has also been insufficient distribution of notices about
information sessions and the EIS submission period occurring over the school holiday period.

| most definitely call for the ventilation stacks to be filtered. | note that when this stage is completed, the
Haberfield stack will release toxic emissions from two sections of WestConnex over our community. It is
in the NSW government's interest to insure the health of the people in this area is considered and air
quality is improved. Spending billions of dollars on this project, it must afford to filter the stack and provide
an improvement to air quality. We are putting up with significant decrease in air quality at present with all
works and it is in everyone's interest to improve air quality and community space when Westconnex
project is finally complete.

Submission: Online Submission from Jane Sanchez of Haberfield Primary School (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226619

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




From: I

Sent: Maon, 9 Oct 2017 22:21:36 +0000

To: I

Subject: FW: Submission Details for David Murray (object)

Attachments: 226622_OBJECTION TO WESTCONNEX M4_2FMS LINK EIS_20170ct10_0920.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfDavid Murray
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 9:21:11 AM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for David Murray (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: David Murrai

Sydney, NSW
2039

Content:
OBJECTION TO WESTCONNEX M4/M5 LINK EIS.

We have deep concerns about the proposed development and urge the state government to refuse the
application.

NSW Planning must realise the impacts on residents which are not adequately addressed in the EIS.
NSW Planning should reject this EIS and recommend an independent review of WestConnex.

Our major concerns are traffic (including road safety), noise and air quality.

Having travelled in cities with efficient rail and bus systems we strongly feel NSW is going down the
wrong path. The huge resource going into the Westconnex proposal should be invested in sustainable
and environmentally friendlier solutions.

There is considerable evidence that the traffic figures relied upon in the EIS are not reliable. AECOM, the
company responsible for this EIS, has a well-documented record of wrongly predicting traffic.

We also have little confidence in the management of the project to date and that measures set out in the
approval document will, in fact, be complied with. During 2017 residents in St Peters have been subject to
appalling odours which have damaged the health of some community members and damaged the quality
of life of much more. SMC has failed to comply with the environmental protection licence that it was
granted as part of previous approvals. | am appalled that these odours are predicted to possibly continue
if Stage 3 is approved. No community should be treated in this manner.

000246



We are deeply concerned about unfiltered stacks in our community. In Rozelle there will be an
unprecedented concentration of stacks adjacent to a densely populated suburb. We will have to put up
with the exhaust from the tunnels and the additional car emissions from the traffic. Car emissions are
known to shorten the lives of those who live within half a kilometre of a busy roadway. Diesel exhaust
from trucks is classed as a carcinogen.| cannot understand why if the NSW government is spending
billions of dollars on this project, it cannot afford to filter the stacks. The vision of Sydney as a clean,
green city will be damaged considerably.

We object to the EIS on the grounds that it fails the Secretary's requirement for "meaningful” consultation.
Hundreds of residents within the proposed project zone were not even notified of feedback sessions.
Hundreds of submissions on the concept design, including a major one from the Inner West Council, were
ignored.

SMC was required to consider alternatives. This section in the EIS is tokenistic at best. The City of
Sydney came up with a well thought out alternative plan and this has been ignored in the EIS.

We urge the Secretary of NSW Planning to advise the Minister to reject this EIS. In addition, it should
provide a written response to each of the objections we have raised.

David Murray and Janelle Grady
11 Callan St
Rozelle 2039

Submission: Online Submission from David Murray (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226622

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




OBJECTION TO WESTCONNEX M4/M5 LINK EIS.

We have deep concerns about the proposed development and urge the state government to
refuse the application.

NSW Planning must realise the impacts on residents which are not adequately addressed in
the EIS. NSW Planning should reject this EIS and recommend an independent review of
WestConnex.

Our major concerns are traffic (including road safety), noise and air quality.

Having travelled in cities with efficient rail and bus systems we strongly feel NSW is going
down the wrong path. The huge resource going into the Westconnex proposal should be
invested in sustainable and environmentally friendlier solutions.

There is considerable evidence that the traffic figures relied upon in the EIS are not reliable.
AECOM, the company responsible for this EIS, has a well-documented record of wrongly
predicting traffic.

We also have little confidence in the management of the project to date and that measures
set out in the approval document will, in fact, be complied with. During 2017 residents in St
Peters have been subject to appalling odours which have damaged the health of some
community members and damaged the quality of life of much more. SMC has failed to
comply with the environmental protection licence that it was granted as part of previous
approvals. | am appalled that these odours are predicted to possibly continue if Stage 3 is
approved. No community should be treated in this manner.

We are deeply concerned about unfiltered stacks in our community. In Rozelle there will be
an unprecedented concentration of stacks adjacent to a densely populated suburb. We will
have to put up with the exhaust from the tunnels and the additional car emissions from the
traffic. Car emissions are known to shorten the lives of those who live within half a kilometre
of a busy roadway. Diesel exhaust from trucks is classed as a carcinogen.| cannot
understand why if the NSW government is spending billions of dollars on this project, it
cannot afford to filter the stacks. The vision of Sydney as a clean, green city will be damaged
considerably.

We object to the EIS on the grounds that it fails the Secretary's requirement for "meaningful”
consultation. Hundreds of residents within the proposed project zone were not even notified
of feedback sessions. Hundreds of submissions on the concept design, including a major
one from the Inner West Council, were ignored.

SMC was required to consider alternatives. This section in the EIS is tokenistic at best. The
City of Sydney came up with a well thought out alternative plan and this has been ignored in
the EIS.



We urge the Secretary of NSW Planning to advise the Minister to reject this EIS. In addition,
it should provide a written response to each of the objections we have raised.

David Murray and Janelle Grady
11 Callan St
Rozelle 2039
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Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 23:21:32 +0000
To: I
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Vanessa Hollins of Vanessa Hollins (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfVanessa Hollins
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 10:17:03 AM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Vanessa Hollins of Vanessa Hollins (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Vanessa Hollins

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:

Terry Street Unfiltered Iron Cove stack

Please move it - it's too close to residents and a public school .

There is already enough noise and pollution in Terry Street from Victoria Road.

ubmission: Online Submission from Vanessa Hollins of Vanessa Hollins (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226626

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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From: ]

Sent: Mon, 9 Oct 2017 23:33:19 +0000
To: I
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Alexandra Owens (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfAlexandra Owens
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 10:32:59 AM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
]

Subject: Submission Details for Alexandra Owens (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Alexandra Owens

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:

| live in Rozelle and recently gave birth to my first child, a girl. My partner and | plan to send her to Rozelle
Public School, of which we have heard so many great things. We are deeply concerned, however, about
the proposed unfiltered WestConnex Iron Cove stack on Terry Street, which would be only 100m from the
school. Our baby girl will spend 7 years of her young life at the school, playing in the yard every day. We
understand there is an option not to put the stack in that location, and we implore you not to do so. We
are willing to put up with some inconveniences during the construction of the link, but we do not want our
child, or any others, to have to breathe in the air from the stack every day at school. We urge you to move
the stack to another location, where it is not within such close proximity to a school.

Submission: Online Submission from Alexandra Owens (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view _activity&id=226628

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




From: I

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 00:51:43 +0000

To: I

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Elly Jenkins (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfElly Jenkins
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 11:50:59 AM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Elly Jenkins (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Elli Jenkins

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:

| object to the Westconnex because | am a young person who has lived in this area my whole life and |
love living here. Our home is going to be directly impacted with this stage. | have to travel to work
everyday by car because we don't have decent public transport. The Rozelle goods yard should be
retained and used for parkland, cycle way and a corridor for public transport. The government should not
be building more roads this is regressive policy. The area has already alot of air pollution and putting 3
giant stacks near our house could affect my mothers asthma and the health of the other residents in the
area. There are many reasons to object to this. Residents already affected have revealed damaged
houses, sleepless nights, constant vibrations. Haberfield looks ugly and scarred. This government should
try and have better, more imaginative, alternative ideas for our transport system. You should listen to
younger people they are ones who are going to have to live with this in the future.

Submission: Online Submission from Elly Jenkins (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226639

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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From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf O
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 11:53:00 AM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

To:

Subject: Submission Details
Confidentiality Requested: yes
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:
Email:

Address:

Content:

I reside at [ | NI i two houses down from the current Liquorland site being

earmarked for a large 12 metre high building to house (MOC4) as per the EIS.

| have met with Peter Jones and other Westconnex representatives to express my genuine concerns of
the impact of the Iron Cove link on both the quality of life and also the potential detrimental value on mine
and my neighbours properties. In this respect, there are currently two houses up for sale in Springside
Street to try and avoid the impact of the Iron Cove link.

Myself and my brother who resides at 3 Springside Street, Rozelle only recently built our house.

Although none of our neighbours objected to our development plans Leichhardt Council rejected our
submission outright. We had to then spend thousands of dollars in additional cost to have submitted to
the Land and Environment Court.

Leichhardt objected on grounds of "Bulk and Scale"and not in keeping with the "Street Scape" and |
would like to use the same argument in reference to the proposed buildings on the existing Liquorland
site.

The "Bulk and Scale" was largely a result of the shadow my house and our next door neighbours house
would have created on adjoining properties. As per appendix M, diagrams 22-28 the diagrams show a
substantial shadow being cast over our house along with our next door neighbours house which is totally
unacceptable.

In the end although we gained approval via the Land and Environment Court our design was significantly
compromised and we had to reduce the "bulk and scale" and street scape appeal to get final approval.
We trust that the same applies to the proposed Iron Cove Link and buildings.



As can be observed along Victoria Road, buildings are essential "Low Rise" and are in keeping with the
"Street Scape" of Rozelle and Balmain. A point of reference is the continual rejection by Council and
Government of high rise residential towers as proposed for the Balmain Leagues Site.

A combination of a 20 metre Smoke Stack (in the middle of Victoria Road) together with a significant 10-
12 metre high MOC could not be seen as in line with the Street Scape" and as such | would like to voice
my opposition to the proposal in its current format.

| am of the understanding that other technological solutions are available which could circumvent the
requirement of both the smoke stack and adjoining buildings and request that although these solutions
may have a capital impact that the Government incur the additional cost to appease the local residents.

| am not against progress and am not objecting just for the sake of it and we comprehend the potential
benefits of reducing traffic on Victoria Road, however we would like to express our deep concerns on the
proposal in its present format, specifically the "Smoke Stack and "Adjoining buildings".

| ask also that | am kept informed and am an integral part of the final solution.

Kind Regards

1P Address: - NN

Submission: Online Submission from
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226641

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




From: I

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 01:04:19 +0000
To: I
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Liam Minett (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfLiam Minett
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 12:04:04 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Liam Minett (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Liam Minett

Balmain, NSW
2041

Content:
We reside at 12 terry St Balmain, which is in close proximity to a Liquorland site being earmarked for a
large 12 metre high building to house (MOC4) as per the EIS.

As can be observed along Victoria Road, buildings are essential "Low Rise" and are in keeping with the
"Street Scape" of Rozelle and Balmain. A point of reference is the continual rejection by Council and
Government of high rise residential towers as proposed for the Balmain Leagues Site.

A combination of a 20 metre Smoke Stack (in the middle of Victoria Road) together with a significant 10-
12 metre high MOC could not be seen as in line with the Street Scape" and as such we would like to
voice our opposition to the proposal in its current format.

We believe that other technological solutions are available which could circumvent the requirement of
both the smoke stack and adjoining buildings and request that although these solutions may have a
capital impact that the Government incur the additional cost to appease the local residents.

We are not against progress, we are not objecting just for the sake of it and we comprehend the potential
benefits of reducing traffic on Victoria Road, however we would like to express our deep concerns on the
proposal in its present format, specifically the "Smoke Stack and "Adjoining buildings".

Regards
Liam Minett

Submission: Online Submission from Liam Minett (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226643
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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




From: I

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 01:11:07 +0000

To: I

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Patricia OZBrien (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfPatricia O'Brien
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 12:09:58 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Patricia O'Brien (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Patricia O’'Brien

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:
Stage 3 of West Connex (Rozelle to Iron Cove Bridge):

1. Stage 3 makes no sense - traffic will exit at the start of the Iron Cove Bridge. The bridge will be no
wider, Victoria Road in Drummoyne will be no wider so that the congestion bottleneck will be even worse.
2. The impact on the Balmain Peninsular during works will be horrendous.

- The environmental impact on local residents, schools and day care facilities, medical facilities, shops
and services will be appalling, with noise and pollution during the work.

- There are only two or three right turns from the Peninsular into Victoria Road and public transport will be
badly affected.

3. The unfiltered exhaust stack will not only look appalling but will contaminate the area, particularly so
close to Rozelle Public School.

Submission: Online Submission from Patricia O’Brien (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226645

Submission for Job: #7485 WestConnex M4-M5 Link

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

Sent: Thu, 12 Oct 2017 03:48:00 +0000

To: I

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Patricia O'Brien (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfPatricia O'Brien
Sent: Thursday, 12 October 2017 2:47:03 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Patricia O'Brien (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Patricia O'Brien

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:
West Connex Stage 3

In addition to my recent objection,

- it seems from the latest proposed designs that there will be no way for residents on the Penninsular to
access the proposed tunnel locally

- there will be no way to cross Victoria road near Terry Street to board a bus without walking up to Darling
Street/Victoria Road junction (and vice versa)

The whole of Stage 3 is a nonsense - exhorbitantly expensive, disruptive and will cause major bottlenecks
at exit at Iron Cove Bridge.

Submission: Online Submission from Patricia O'Brien (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=227224

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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From: I

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 01:13:12 +0000

To: ]

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Michael Jenkins (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfMichael Jenkins
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 12:11:00 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
I

Subject: Submission Details for Michael Jenkins (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Michael Jenkins

F

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:

| object to Westconnex for many reasons. The traffic in our area is very bad now and | think it will only get
worse. The air pollution will increase. The amount of money to be spent on this project should be used for
something worthwhile, such as schools, hospitals and public transport. | live directly opposite the site of
the Rozelle goods yard and | am very worried about the impact that noise, vibrations, dust and traffic that
will directly affect my family and I. You only have to drive through Haberfield and see the devastation that
has been done to that area. There should be no above ground portal in the Rozelle interchange as this
will affect the residents nearby and the park that is proposed. The park seems to be shrinking since the
initial proposal and taken up by the tunnel operations and the stacks and the ventilation facility. These
should all be underground. The people of Sydney pay some of the highest tolls in the world. Why do we
pay taxes if we just have to keep paying as we go? Don't sell everything off infrastructure belongs to the
people not large corporations.

Submission: Online Submission from Michael Jenkins (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226647

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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From: ]

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 01:29:21 +0000

To: e

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Deborah Sharp (object)

Attachments: 226649 Westconnex M4-5Link 10 October 20170ct10_1228.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfDeborah Sharp
Sent: Tuesdai, 10 October 2017 12:29:04 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Deborah Sharp (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Deborah Shar

Leichhardt, NSW
2040

Content:
| object to the construction of the M4-M% WestConnex Link - see my attached submission

ubmission: Online Submission from Debora arp (objec
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226649

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




The Hon. Anthony Roberts

Minister for Planning

GPO Box 5341

Sydney NSW 2001 deborah_sharp03@yahoo.com.au

Dear Minister

[ would like to make the following submission in response to the Environmental
Impact Statement for the M4-M5 WestConnex Link.

[ am very concerned about a number of aspects and am writing to raise my
strong objections in regard to:

The proposed dive site /construction zone planned for Darley Road Leichhardt.
This is already an extremely busy and congested road and the traffic queues run
down Darley road past the intersection with William Street at every peak hour
now. The impact of the construction zone will make this area dangerously
congested. There will be destruction of this area as parking for construction
workers is cleard which will add further confusion and noise, disruption and
dust for the local community.

There will be increased traffic down Flood Street/ and up William Street as
traffic seeks to escape Darley Road. Traffic and bus use (it is not a bus route)
have increased markedly - the intersection of William and Flood is not wide
enough for buses and large trucks and we have already had a bus shear off the
mirror of the car parked outside in Flood Street. Changing a quiet residential
street into a dangerous ‘rat run’.

[ am also appalled at the destruction of the Haberfield suburb and understand
that the EIS states that construction will now extend beyond 2022. This is an
unacceptable burden for this community.

[ oppose the installation of unfiltered exhaust stacks - depositing increased
emissions and leading to poorer air quality. We already have noise pollution and
air pollution from the air traffic overhead.

The cumulative impact of the M$-M5 West Connex Link is an unacceptable level
of destruction, increased traffic and air pollution on what has always been a
residential and safe area ie Leichhardt and Haberfield.

[ also understand that you will sign off the Preferred Infrastructure Report
before we residents will have the opportunity to be consulted. There is already
too much uncertainty and confusion about the planning and expenditure for this
huge project. Consultation on the PIR must happen before final sign off.

[ urge you to reconsider the M4-M5 WestConnex Link and spend the allocated
funds on public transport

Yours sincerely

Deborah Sharp
10 October 2017



The Hon. Anthony Roberts 16 0CT 207
Minister for Planning

GPO Box 5341

Sydney NSW 2001 deborah_sharp03@yahoo.com.au

Dear Minister

1 would like to make the following submission in response to the Environmental
Impact Statement for the M4-M5 WestConnex Link.

1 am very concerned about a number of aspects and am writing to raise my
strong objections in regard to:

The proposed dive site /construction zone planned for Darley Road Leichhardt.
This is already an extremely busy and congested road and the traffic queues run
down Darley road past the intersection with William Street at every peak hour
now. The impact of the construction zone will make this area dangerously
congested. There will be destruction of this area as parking for construction
workers is cleard which will add further confusion and noise, disruption and
dust for the local community.

There will be increased traffic down Flood Street/ and up William Street as
traffic seeks to escape Darley Road. Traffic and bus use (it is not a bus route)
have increased markedly - the intersection of William and Flood is not wide
enocugh for buses and large trucks and we have already had a bus shear off the
mirror of the car parked outside in Flood Street. Changing a quiet residential
street into a dangerous ‘rat run’.

I am also appalled at the destruction of the Haberfield suburb and understand
that the EIS states that construction will now extend beyond 2022. This is an
unacceptable burden for this community.

1 oppose the installation of unfiltered exhaust stacks - depositing increased
emissions and leading to poorer air quality. We already have noise pollution and
air poliution from the air traffic overhead.

The cumulative impact of the M$-M5 West Connex Link is an unacceptable level
of destruction, increased traffic and air pollution on what has always been a
residential and safe area ie Leichhardt and Haberfield.

I also understand that you will sign off the Preferred Infrastructure Report
before we residents will have the opportunity to be consulted. There is already
too much uncertainty and confusion about the planning and expenditure for this
huge project. Consultation on the PIR must happen before final sign off.

I urge you to reconsider the M4-M5 WestConnex Link and spend the allocated
funds on public transport

YourSfincereM.%

Deborah Sharp
10 October 2017
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From: I

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 01:41:41 +0000
To:
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Brian Gorman (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfBrian Gorman
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 12:40:58 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Brian Gorman (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Brian Gorman

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:
| strongly object to the EIS and have attached the grounds for my objection below.

ubmission: Online Submission from Brian Gorman (object
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226658

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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From: Brian Gorman <campaigns@good.do>

Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 12:17 PM

To: DPE CSE Information Planning Mailbox

Subject: Submission to WestConnex New M4/MS5 EIS, project number SSI 16_7485

Attn: Secretary, re: WestConnex M4/M5 EIS, Project Number SSI 16_7485.
SUBMISSION OF OBJECTION TO WESTCONNEX M4/M5 LINK EIS.

[ strongly object to this proposal in its entirety and urge the Secretary of Planning to advise the Minister to refuse the
application on the grounds below. NSW Planning must require the Proponent to properly and adequately address the
impacts set out below which are not adequately addressed in the EIS. NSW Planning should reject this EIS and
instead recommend to the NSW government that there should be an independent review of WestConnex before more
billions are spent and more residents' lives are damaged.

The 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. 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. An EIS based on inaccurate traffic analysis cannot be approved.

The economic basis for this project is the approval of further toll roads. Throughout the EIS there are references to the
f6 and Northern beaches Link; it is assumed that these toll roads will, in fact, be built. The issue with this is that the
impacts set out in the EIS rely upon them beign built — that is, traffic will lessen once they are built. However, there is
no certainty this will occur — indeed, the State Opposition is opposed to both projects. Any references to these toll
roads, in the context of impacts from this project, need therefore to be disregarded.

The inadequate traffic analysis shows that even if this tollway and all other proposed tollways are completed, the St
Peters Interchange and Frederick Street in Ashfield will be considerably more congested in 2033 if the project goes
ahead.

We are also concerned that the traffic figures relied upon in the EIS are simply not reliable. AECOM, the company
responsible for this EIS, has a well-documented record of wrongly predicting traffic. Already there are reports that the
traffic for all stages of WestConnex has been overestimated and construction costs underestimated.(SMH ‘Pressure
builds on government to sweeten WestConnex sale’ 5/10/2017)

When measuring the impacts in the EIS, it is important to bear in mind the mismanagement of the project to date and
residents have little confidence that any measures set out in the approval document will, in fact, be complied with.
During 2017 residents in St Peters have been subject to appalling odours which have damaged the health of some
community members and damaged the quality of life of much more. SMC has failed to comply with the
environmental protection licence that it was granted as part of previous approvals. I am appalled that these odours are
predicted to possibly continue if Stage 3 is approved. No community should be treated in this manner.

Campbell St and Campbell Rd has lost all of its houses and other buildings to the re-alignment works to take traffic
down to the St Peters Interchange, which is being built on an old toxic rubbish dump. Seeing neighbours’ homes
demolished was wrenching and on top of that has been the noise, the dust and traffic and night work in case the
daylight disruption wasn’t enough. None of this has been reflected in the ‘cumulative impacts” assessment in the EIS
for which there has been no actual assessment at all of the experience of residents during the Stage 2 New MS5.

[ object to unfiltered stacks in our community (they are planned for Haberfield, St Peters and Rozelle). In Rozelle
there will be an unprecedented concentration of stacks, in a valley, adjacent to densely populated suburbs and schools.
I cannot understand why if the NSW government is spending billions of dollars on this project, it cannot afford to
filter the stacks. I completely reject the statement in the EIS that if after years the unfiltered stacks are shown not to
work, more unfiltered stacks would be a better solution that filtering stacks. The government is exposing itself to a
massive risk of compensation payouts if it does not require filtration of all stacks as a condition of approval.

1



St Peters School would be “neatly” triangulated between the two sets of stacks which rise up above the Princes
Highway. The prevailing winds in our neighbourhood are from the east, so the exhaust from the stacks will blow over
the school whether the wind is coming from the south or the north.

The Environmental Impact Statement for Stage 3 admits that the traffic around St Peters will be worse when both
stages are completed. So we will have to put up with the exhaust from the tunnels and the additional car emissions
from the traffic. Car emissions are known to shorten the lives of those who live within half a kilometre of a busy
roadway. Diesel exhaust from trucks is classed as a carcinogen.

I am concerned that Haberfield and Ashfield residents are being given the apparent choice of two construction plans,
Option A or Option B, both of which will have severe impacts on the community. During the Stage one consultation
phase, residents were repeatedly told that after construction of the M4 East, there would be no more above ground
construction in Haberfield. It now appears that they were misled. SMC is already preparing its Preferred Infrastructure
Report which will include its final choice of option. I demand that this report be made public as soon as it is filed with
NSW Planning and that residents be given a right to consultation on the actual plan before a determination on this EIS
application is made by NSW Planning.

[ object to the EIS on the grounds that it fails the Secretary's requirement for “meaningful” consultation. Hundreds of
residents within the proposed project zone were not even notified of feedback sessions. Hundreds of submissions on
the concept design, including a major one from the Inner West Council, were ignored. Consultation is not the
provision of glossy brochures, light on detail, which minimise the negative aspects of a project and state that ever
impact will be managed by a ‘plan’.

The high number of residents in both Haberfield and Leichhardt who would require mitigation for horrific night noise
is unacceptable, particularly because promises of mitigation in Haberfield and St Peters during Stage 2 have not
offered adequate protection. The Darley Road proposed construction site has been rejected as highly unsuitable by the
Inner Council Council, its traffic planners and the independent engineer appointed by the council. In fact, the
intersection near the site 9james St and City west Lik), based on TEINSW's own data, is the third most dangerous
intersection in the inner west. despite that, SMC wishes to bring in 100 heavy vehicle movements a day, plus an
additional 70 light vehicle movements. There have been two fatalities directly out front the proposed site and it belied
belief that SMC could seriously consider running hundreds of trucks and heavy machinery into a known traffic and
accident black spot.

SMC was required to consider alternatives. This section in the EIS is tokenistic at best. The City of Sydney came up
with a well thought out alternative plan and this has been ignored in the EIS.

I urge the Secretary of NSW Planning to advise the Minister to reject this EIS, publish, my name and submission in
accordance with the undertaking on your website, and provide a written response to each of the objections I have
raised.

Yours sincerely, Brian Gorman 28 Callan St, Rozelle NSW 2039, Australia

This email was sent by Brian Gorman via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to
contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol FC 3834 we have set the
FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at campaigns@good.do, however Brian provided an email
address (bg1961@optusnet.com.au) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Brian Gorman at bg196 1 @optusnet.com.au.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit www.dogooder.co To learn more about web protocol FC 3834 visit: www.rfc-
base.org/rfc-3834.html



From: I

Sent: Sun, 15 Oct 2017 11:43:46 +0000

To: I

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Brian Gorman (object)
Attachments: 227826_EIS submission BGO01 20170ct15 2241.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfBrian Gorman
Sent: Sunday, 15 October 2017 10:43:08 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Brian Gorman (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Brian Gorman

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:
| would like to add the attached to my previous submission as this has additional detail that should be
considered.

ubmission: Online Submission from Brian Gorman (objec
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=227826

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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Brian Gorman
28 Callan Street, Rozelle
NSW, 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 18 years at our home at 28 Callan Street. | also own a house at
9 Park Street where my Mother has lived for over 10 years. 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-MS5 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. F 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 lron 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. Itis 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 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.

I 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 my family’s lives, noise,
vibration, 24 hour construction activity and loss of wellbeing and quality of our lives.

| implore the minister to refuse consent for the Stage 3 WestConnex M4-MS5 proposals.
Sincerely,

Brian Gorman
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Please include / exclude (circle) my personal information when publishing this
submission to your website Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political

donations in the last 2 years.

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

¢ Westrongly 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.

¢ 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 used.

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 cleatly
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.

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 thessite should be restricted to a three-year
program as was promised.

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
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Submission from:

Please include / exclude (circle) my personal information when publishing this
submission to your website Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political

donations in the last 2 years.

Address: .. . .. TN
Suburb: ‘Z‘OZCLL‘C LiNsSw Postcode 22 24 ...

Submission to:

Planning Services,

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments

Application Number: SS| 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

¢ 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.

¢ 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.

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.

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.
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Submission to:

Submission from:

Planning Services,
Depariment of Pianning and Environmeni
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Please Include / exclude (circle) my personal information when publishing this : Di -
submission to your website Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political Attn: Director — Transport Assessments
donations in the last 2 years. L L
Application Number: SSI 7485 Application
Address: Z—BCALLAIQ$T« . . och:d N _
_ _ - { Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link
Suburb: . ROZELLE sk Postcode. 2221 .

| 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

Local roads - prohibited truck movements — Leichhardt:

G1. Ali of the streets abutting Dariey Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) sho
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
Ui

Unacceptable construction noise impacts — Leichhardt:
02. 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 unlivable during this period. In addition, the pilanned 170 heavy and light vehicles will

considerably worsen the impact of construction noise.

No mention of aircraft noise — Leichhardt:
03. 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 — Leichhardt:
04. | 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.
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Submission to:

Submission from: .

Planning Services,
Uepartment of Pianning and Environmeni
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Please include / exclude (circle) my personal information when publishing this Attn: Director — Transport Assessments
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L L/\"Q . : Application Number: SSI 7485 Application
Address: ...... 2 5 . CA .............. §7W ......................
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

Trucks on local streets — Leichhardt:

a) The EiS permits trucks to access iocai roads in exceptional circumstances which includes gueuing 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. :

Acquisition of Dan Murphys site — Leichhardt:

b) 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 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.

Truck routes — Leichhardt:
c) 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

——————— | L smmlmm sevm e e mrmn s b bl b S Al s ) b
prupUaai vt 1Hivide waitd, nor ally Hiudyaululit W gidividuail nuines.

Alternative access route for trucks — Leichhardt:
d) 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 spoll trucks are permitted
to access Darley Road due to the unacceptable noise, safety and traffic issues that the current proposal

creates.
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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

| 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

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.

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.

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.
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Application Number: SS| 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

» 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.

» 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.

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. There is no
detail asto how this will be managed
other than covering the spoil under
an acoustic shed (of low grade). It is
likely the Dan Murphys building has
asbestos which creates additional risk
during the demolition process.

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.
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Attention Director
Application Number: SS! 7485 Application Signature:

. i R LALLM .................
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Please include / delete [cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing this
Department Of P/ann,'ng and Environment submission to your website.l HAVE NOT made reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address:
veney. 28 chAuAD 51

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Suburb: ﬂD’Z, s Postcode 257 ﬁl

| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

e

&

&
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&

i

&

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. Tucsday: [0am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am to Spm. Saturday and Sunday: 11am 10 4pm. This restricied access
docs 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 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.

hi

The EIS at 12-57 describes potentially serious pr where mainline tunnels alig 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.

Why the so called ‘King Street Gateway' been excluded in the analysis of cumulative impacts of other projects ?

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

d
9

the flawed processes that have already led to massive expenditure on the i option of privatised toli roads. This proposal is out of sicp with cc porary urban pl

I object to the fact that the WestConnex Traffic Modcl has not been rel d to C ils and the ity.

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
wncertainties 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 coustruction

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 i v with the ined in the EIS including relevant measures, envir I performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval . The E1S

&

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 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 ity'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 asscss risks and be able to predict whether they are worth risking and if so, what mitigation should be necessary.

hl,

The assessment and solution to p ially serious pr described in the EIS at 12-57 (where mainline tunncls alignment crosses key Sydney Water utility services that service Sydney’s
castern 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 10

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

i,

implemented during construction to

2 or r the predictions should it be required. ” The community can have no confidence in the EIS proposals that arc inc:;mplctc and possibly

negligent. The EIS proposals and application should not be approved till thesc issucs arc definitively resolved and publicly published.
glig y P P!

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

Signature:......ooiee i

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.

Address: ........ chﬂL(/A\JS’r Application Name: WestConnex M4-MS5 Link
Suburb: (Z—O?’Q"'E'Postcodezg)ﬂ)

a. There have been widespread reports in the media about extensive unresolved disputes regarding damages to houses in the Stage 1 M4 and
Stage 2 Ms construction process. Why should the community believe that there will not be extensivedamages to houses in Stage 3 ?

b. Because thisisstill 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.

¢. Itisquite clearthat 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 Ma 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. |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.

h. 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.

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.

j . 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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| object to the WestConnex M4-MS Link proposals as contained in the EIS Submission to:
application # SS| 7485, for the reasons set out beglow.
X Planning Services,
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— GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
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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 peopie’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, environmentol 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-M5 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

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 S — Email Mobile -_ -
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~Brian Gorman
bgl961@optusnet.com.au
28 Callan St

Rozelle NSW 2039 Australia
Your view on the épplication: | object to it

Attn: Secretary re WestConnex M4-MS5 Link EIS, project number SS! 16_7485
| write to express my strong objection to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link EIS tollroad proposal.

Global experience of major toll roads demonstrates that these projects are enormously expensive and counter-
productive. WestConnex will increase air pollution and global warming and encourage more car use, quickly
filling the increased road capacity. It is not a sustainable solution to Sydney's congestion problem. The negative
impacts on the health and well-being of local community’s both in the construction and operation phases are
unacceptable.

The fact that the State Government released this EIS just 2 weeks after submissions closed for comment on the
M4-MS5 Link Concept Design, undermines community confidence that this is a genuine consultation process.

The impending sale of over 51% of WestConnex means that the government will transfer the whole of
WestConnex and the construction of M4-M5 Link project completely into the hands of a private company which
will not give adequate protections to the community.

In particular | object to the M4-MS5 Link because:

1) it will induce more traffic into the Inner West with increases in congestion on already highly congested major
roads and increased congestion on local roads as commuters avoid the expensive tolls. :

2) it will increase the negative health ifnpacts by increasing toxic fine particle pollution especially in the vicinity
of the unfiltered ventilation stacks which are located near schools and homes.

3) it will destroy the Rozelle to Balmain rail corridor thus removing the option for a rail link to the Balmain
peninsula and the White Bay precinct.

4) it will impose significant and unsustainable tolls on western Sydney communities who will not have adequate
public transport alternatives.

5) it will lead to the imposition of more clearways on high streets in the inner west which will destroy businesses
and community amenity. ' '

6) it will potentially damage significant aboriginal and non aboriginal heritage in the inner west.



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,

Brian Gorman
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Department of Planning and Environment

PO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 ,
GPO Box 39, Sydney Signature: W
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Aftention: 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 9D
Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Address: 28 cAlASD ST,

Suburb: (20 T Postcode & 53

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 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.

<4 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.

“  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.

%4  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.

4 "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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Submission to : Planning Services, Name:
' Department of Planning and Environment ' %(L\Psr-) GoRmpPyd

1
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 200 Signature: W

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 Address: 2.8 A LA g7/z,<{7

Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Suburb:  [lo2LUE PSS L Postcode 2034

| submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application

> Stage 3isthe 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.

» Thebusiness 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
inthe 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 impactsin a

meaningful way.

» TheEISat7-41acknowledges that thereis 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.

» TheEISat12-57 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.

> lam appalled 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.

» Thewarmand 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 from: Submission to:

BR-‘AM él oR47AN) Planning Services,

' Depariment of Pianning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Please include / exclude (circle) my personal information when publishing this Attn: Director — Transport Assessments

submission to your website Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political P

donations in the last 2 years. L L
Application Number: SSI 7485 Application

Address: ZgéAL(’A")S'TW ...................
Suburb: PozZELLE (NS Postcode Zo Jﬁ

..........................................................

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
Vegetation: Leichhardt.

A. The mature trees on the Dariey Road site shouid be preserved. if any tices are reimove
construction it should be a condition of approval that they are replaced with-mature trees.

auring

Permanent substation and water treatment plant — Leichhardt:
B. I 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.

No need for ‘dive’ site — Leichhardt.

C. 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.

Acquisition of Dan Murphys —
D. | 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.

Night works — Leichhardt.
E. 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

tarmec
erme.

Additional facilities - Leichhardt.
F. 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

[and Fad

cCio.
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From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf O

Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 12:45:01 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details

Confidentiality Requested: yes
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:
Email:

Address:

Content:

| object to the westconnex. There should be a better way such as public transport. There seems to be a
lot of tunneling in a very small area. This can only affect the houses above. | live in a very old house and |
doubt my house will not be affected. | am just about to finish my apprenticeship and do a lot of driving in
Sydney. The amount of tolls | already pay is prohibitive and will only get worse. For anyone especially a
young person starting out this is very unfair. Construction noise and vibrations will severely impact where
we live. Our air quality will suffer. The preferred infrastructure report must go to the public for further
submissions before it is approved by the minister. There seems to be very little public benefit in this stage.
The airport link should be made the priority.

IP Address: -
Submission: Online Submission from
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226660

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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From: I

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 03:42:15 +0000
To: .
Subject: FW: Submission Details for David Staples (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfDavid Staples
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 2:42:03 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for David Staples (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: David Stailes

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:

Unfiltered WestConnex Iron Cove stack on Terry Street - re-submitting this as there is no confirmation my
last submission was processed - Your security code is terrible and confusing why not just one word and
an acknowledgement submission was sent???

I request the Dept. move the Terry Street stack as it is close to my home and two local schools - Rozelle
Public and Balmain Secondary High. The impact of unfiltered emissions is a pollutant and a potential
health issue. Also the noise, vibration and traffic in a densely populated location is unacceptable.

Submission; Online Submission from David Staples (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226702

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




From: I

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 04:12:01 +0000
To:
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Benjamin Prag (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfBenjamin Prag
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 2:29:58 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Benjamin Prag (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Ben'lamin Prai

Balmain, NSW
2041

Content:
NSW Department of Planning and Environment

Submission on WestConnex M4-M5 Link EIS (Application Number SSI 16_7485)
| wish to make an objection to the current EIS for the WestConnex project.
1. Clarifications around traffic modelling assumptions

In "Chapter 8: Traffic and Transport", numerous assertions are made based on traffic modelling into the
future, in particular the years 2023 and 2033. These predictions are based on the volume of traffic if the
project is built compared with the scenario where it is not.

These predictions are fundamental to the need for the project. However, there is no detail that | could find
in the EIS outlining how this traffic modelling was conducted and what metrics were used to calculated
the predicted future volumes.

Therefore, please could you clarify how this data was modelled providing as much detail as possible. In
particular | would like to know if the following facts and scenarios were taken into consideration?

* The increase in the use of autonomous vehicles in the near to medium term. It is well documented that
"self-driving cars" are predicted to use road space much more efficiently and will also require less parking
spaces hence freeing up more road space on arterial highways

* Improved public transport options. In particular an increase in the frequency of bus service routes and
dedicated bus lanes.

* The increased propensity for current commuters to work remotely and hence decrease the number of

000258



single occupant car users.

* The possibility of introducing vehicle congestion charging. CBD congestion charging has worked
successfully in other major cities resulting in reduced traffic volumes through those urban areas

2. Impact on ANZAC Bridge East Bound Traffic

The EIS mentions that congestion is likely to increase on the east bound carriageways on the ANZAC
bridge but does not provide any solution.

Has the possibility of a dedicated bus lane on the east bound side of the bridge been considered? Since
WestConnex will now dump thousands of vehicles on the bridge in the morning rush hour that are
currently filtered by numerous sets of light on the City West Link and Victoria Road the bridge is highly
likely to be become filled with the same traffic that is currently attempting to enter the CBD but with the
same limited flow through the city due to traffic lights on the western side of the CBD. A dedicated AM
bus lane would at least prioritise public transport users above single occupant car use.

Submission: Online Submission from Benjamin Prag (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226694

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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From: I

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 04:26:27 +0000
To: ]
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Benjamin Prag (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfBenjamin Prag
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 2:23:02 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Benjamin Prag (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Ben'lamin Prai

Balmain, NSW
2041

Content:
Dear Sir / Madam,

Reference: Westconnex M4-M5 Submission / Objection

| am writing to make a submission on the incompleteness of the EIS. As demonstrated below there are a
number of points that have not been adequately addressed. The areas of concern refers to section 28.6:

Overall for "Table 28-6 Environmental risk analysis of key issues”.

Table 28-6 says it covers the Environmental risk analysis of key issues. Why are many of the identified
risks said to be managed and mitigated by a plan that "will be prepared and will include..." An example is
the Construction Noise and Vibration Management Plan. Why hasn't this plan been developed so that we
can actually comment on it? This puts the real management measures to be proposed after the project is
approved. What influence can we have then?

Table 28-6 Environmental risk analysis of key issues includes for air quality:

"Increase in modelled pollutant concentrations on Victoria Road to the north of Iron Cove Link, near
Anzac Bridge and Canal Road at Mascot, as a result of the general increase in traffic at that location due
to the project.”

It then says:

"While the project cannot control the general increase in traffic growth over time and related increase in

vehicle emissions, the progressive introduction of more stringent vehicle emissions regulations will
continue over the life of the project."



This is an unacceptable statement on the management of a critical risk - air quality. It basically passes the
management of poor air quality due to an increase in traffic volume to someone else! Westconnex will
says it will be a risk until other laws are settled. How is this an acceptable management of a risk that will
impact Rozelle Public School (RPS)?

Table 28-6 Environmental risk analysis of key issues includes for contamination in construction:
"Further investigation of contamination areas will be undertaken and a Remediation Action Plan will be

prepared where necessary. Likelihood = Unlikely, Consequence = Moderate, Risk = Low"

Rozelle has been an industrial and power generating area for generations. We know that it is dangerous
to grow and eat any vegetables in our gardens. This was on TV on Gardening Australia! The risk of
contamination is not low and a Remedial Action Plan is necessary. Where is the Remedial Action Plan?

| look forward to your response to my objection

Submission: Online Submission from Benjamin Prag !object)

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226687

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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From: I

Sent: Sun, 15 Oct 2017 08:57:14 +0000
To:
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Ben Prag (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfBen Prag

Sent: Sunday, 15 October 2017 7:57:03 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To: I

Subject: Submission Details for Ben Prag (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Ben Prai

Balmain, NSW
2041

Content:

| am greatly concerned about the proposed unfiltered Iron Cove bridge ventilation stack being planned for
less than 100 m from Rozelle Public School. | wish to object in the strongest possible terms to this part of
the proposal and ask that it be relocated away from the this or any other educational institutions.

I understand that the manager of the Westconnex project has stated he would prefer the stack to be
moved to the Rozelle Goods Yard, that SMC have the ability to move it there as has been achieved in
other motorway projects in the state previously.

Submission: Online Submission from Ben Prag (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=227718

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




From: —

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 04:30:03 +0000

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Richard Hall (object)

Attachments: 226707_171010 Submission to Westconnex_ Margaret and Richard

Hall_20170ct10_1527.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfRichard Hall
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 3:28:07 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Richard Hall (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Richard Hall

Millers Point, NSW
2000

Content:
Please see attached signed submission with reference to Westconnex M4-M5 Submission / Objection

ubmission: Online Submission from Richard Hall (objec
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226707
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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Margaret & Richard Hall
24-08/127 Kent Street
Millers Point NSW 2000

10 October 2017

NSW Government Planning and Environment
Major Project Assessment
WestCommex M4-M5 Link

Dear Sir / Madam,
Reference: Westconnex M4-M5 Submission / Objection

| am writing to make a submission on the incompleteness of the EIS. As demonstrated below
there are a number of points that have not been adequately addressed. The areas of concern
refer to the proposed unfiltered exhaust stacks:

The Concept Design is proposing two unfiltered stacks to be placed in Rozelle which,
potentially, will exhaust the fumes and pollutants from;

* the whole of the tunnel from St Peters to Rozelle, (approx. 3.9 km)

« the cross-harbour tunnel travelling south, (approx. 2.8km from Goat Island)
* the tunnel from Haberfield to Rozelle (approx. 3.2 Km)

* and the tunnel from Iron Cove to Rozelle goods yards (approx. 0.9 Km)

This represents something like the concentrated pollution from some 11 km of freeway (much
of it 4 lanes) all being poured into Rozelle.

And there is also the threat of an additional exhaust stack for the cross harbour tunnel..maybe
somewhere on the Balmain Peninsular or Goat Island. This will drift south and add to the
pollution in Rozelle.

There are a number of concerning aspects about the design of the ventilation system:

* These are very long tunnels by world standards

* There are complex off-takes and linkages underground

* Are the engineering models good enough to safely predict what is going to happen?
(They were clearly not good enough for the M5 tunnel which was much more
straightforward).

* With longitudinal ventilation over the length of those tunnels, | assume, that friction
with the forced air flow will become a major factor....thus forcing up the size and cost
of the jet fans. Are we going to see a drive for economies in running these jet fans in
the short term or when a private buyer takes over? What protection or assurances do
we residents have?

* Has some form of transverse ventilation been considered? This would also seem to
offer some safety measures where there is mechanical failure with a section of the
fans.



* What level of redundancy is going to be built into the ventilation systems. What safety
features? What happens when there is a fire or a bomb deep in one of the
tunnels? What happens when there is an accident near one of the exits and there is
3 km x 4 lanes of traffic banked up underground?

* | assume that there is some level of redundancy built into the ventilation shaft system
but it hasn’t been publicised. It should be publicised.

What happens on calm days?

EPA data show relatively low average wind speeds in Rozelle of 1.8 m per second and a
14.6% incidence of calms. That is, on the equivalent of 54 days a year the air is still and you
cannot rely on atmospheric turbulence to mix and disperse the air from the ventilation
stacks. This means that this toxic mix will spill out into a very localised area around the
stacks.

Longley and Gustavo Olivares (2010)°® in a research report on tunnel ventilation in New
Zealand conclude: However, stack and especially portal emissions can lead to highly
localised ‘hotspots’ of increased concentrations. It is quite possible that road tunnel emissions
can lead to localised breaches of the National Environmental Standards for PM10 and NO2
around stacks and portals, as well as exceedences of Regional Air Quality Guidelines.

This is critically important if these locations coincide with Rozelle Public School as well as
residences, businesses or any other land-use in which people are likely to be exposed.

| understand that when particulate matter or other pollutants are discharged through the
exhaust shafts that the majority of the pollutants descend in a radius of about 300-600 m. At
least, this was the case for PMy; and NOx with the M5 stack. There is still significant fallout
over a much greater radius than this. Thus we will have something like the following situation
in Rozelle after the exhaust systems are operating.

| believe that living and having children attend school in the vicinity of the two proposed
stacks that we will be exposed 10Pollution level of about 12 (from surface roads) + 12 (from
the ventilation stacks) = 24 mg/m” PM, s especially on calm days. And because these are
averages they say nothing about PEAK levels of exposure around peak hours and when
there might also be atmospheric pollution from fires, dust storms or temperature inversions.
Clearly peak levels will be much higher than the averages. Perhaps 10 times higher.

There is no safe level of exposure to PM, 5 particles or smaller particles. To claim that the
exhausts meet international standards is dissembling. To protect our health the levels should
be zero. International standard levels have been dropping continuously for 20 plus years and
are likely to continue to drop as knowledge increases.

The UN's World Health Organisation has current guidelines recommending that annual
exposure be limited to 10 mgz’m3 for PM, 5. Australia has opted for 8 mg,-'ma. However, we
should not be patting ourselves on the back for having tighter standards that other countries
or because Paris has higher background pollution than Sydney. European studies show that
each 5 microgram per cubic metre increase in PM, s concentration was associated with a 7%
increase in mortality risk (hazard ratio [HR] 1.07, 95% confidence interval). Every increase of
five micrograms per cubic metre of PM2.5 drove the risk of lung cancer up by 18 per cent.

So accepting a level of 24 mglma, or anything like it, for the pupils of Rozelle Public School
where a ventilation stack is proposed to be built nearby is clearly unacceptable with today's
knowledge. If the majority of the pollution is due to “natural: factors such as dust, sea



salt and bush fires, it is still not acceptable to increase the PM, 5 load by about 50% from
roads. In fact, any level above 8 mg/m3 would contravene the existing guide lines.

Ultra fine particles

None of these standards addresses the issue of ultra-fine particles. It is known that these
have even more damaging health impacts than PM, 5 particles and above. However, they are
not being measured so there is a high level of ignorance about what ultrafine particles will be
contributing to the mix of exhaust gases descending on Rozelle Public School. This is not
good enough and steps must be taken to measure and monitor the levels of such particles on
a long term basis around the ventilator stacks and where pupils and teachers are exposed.

| look forward to your response to my objection.

Kind regards,

CERess @

Margaret Hall and Richard Hall
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From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf Of{ | IIIENL

Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 3:33:00 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details

Confidentiality Requested: yes
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:

Email:

Address:

Content:

| am writing to strongly object to the unfiltered WestConnex Iron Cove stack on Terry Street. It is too close

to schools. The homes in Terry St and those streets running off Terry will be affected by noise, pollution,
traffic and vibration during construction.

These unfiltered stacks are a potential cause of serious health issues to those members of the public
residing in adjoining neighbourhoods.

IP Address:
Submission: Online Submission from

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226711

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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From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf ol

Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 3:49:00 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
o: I
Subject: Submission Details

Confidentiality Requested: yes
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:

Email:

Address:

Content:

We do not want unfiltered emission stacks near our home and near where children go to school. There

are already high levels of pollution in our area, adding to this would be grievous to the health and
wellbeing of our community.

IP Address:
Submission: Online Submission from
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226713

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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From: ]

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 05:26:55 +0000

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Tamara Tinkler (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfTamara Tinkler
Sent: Tuesdai, 10 October 2017 4:26:02 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Tamara Tinkler (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Tamara Tinkler

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:

Dear NSW Planners,

Please do not put an unfiltered emission stack on Terry Street, only 100 metres from Rozelle Public
School. Our children will be at risk from the health effects of this, and it is not fair for their future. There
are also thousands of residents living near this concentrated pollution whose health will be adversely
affected. We already live near one of the busiest roads in Australia with Victoria Road, and we don't need
more pollution! West Connex needs to be planned and managed to minimise the health risks as much as
possible and this move would be minimal and hugely beneficial.

Thank you for your consideration.

Submission: Online Submission from Tamara Tinkler (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226717

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




From: I

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 05:43:47 +0000

To: ]

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Laurel Bissaker of Private (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfLaurel Bissaker
Sent: Tuesdaii 10 October 2017 4:43:00 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Laurel Bissaker of Private (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Laurel Bissaker

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:

| do not want me and my family to be affected by noise, pollution, traffic and vibration during the
construction of West Connex.. | especially do not want an unfiltered emissions stack so close to my home
and Rozelle school

Submission: Online Submission from Laurel Bissaker of Private (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226719

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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From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf Of | N
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 5:18:59 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

To: I

Subject: Submission Details
Confidentiality Requested: yes
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:
Email:

Address:

Content:

1. Noise Generated by the City West Link

The industrial buildings (Gillespies, Swadlings etc.) on Lilyfield Road act to block the sound generated by
the City West Link Road crossing into Rozelle.

As the industrial buildings will be demolished to make way for the construction work site, please can you
ensure that adequate noise reduction measures are put in place (i.e. a wall), to ensure that the sound
does not carry from the City West Link Road into Rozelle both during and after the construction period.

2. Lilyfield Road

Please consider the use of traffic calming measures on this road for the following reasons:

(a) it will be crossed by people travelling from Easton Park to the new Rozelle Rail Yard park; and
(b) it will be used as a rat run for people trying to avoid the City West Link and new toll roads.

3. Please ensure you follow through on constructing the interchange including the western crossing
connection in one phase in order to minimise disruption to the Rozelle locals

IP Address: - [ ENGcGczNE

Submission: Online Submission from
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226721

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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From: ]

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 06:26:53 +0000

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Leanne Glew (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfLeanne Glew

Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 5:24:58 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
msion Details for Leanne Glew (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Leanne Glew

rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:
Please do not put the unfiltered westconnex iron cove stack on terry street.

This is only 100 metres from Rozelle Public School, and less than 50 metres from my home.
I don't want to be affected by noise, pollution, traffic, both during and post construction.

The air quality in Rozelle is currently one of the worst in Sydney, the consrtuction of the unfiltered
westcoonex iron cove stack on terry street will only make this worse.

Submission: Online Submission from Leanne Glew (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226727

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=324
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From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf O
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 6:07:00 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

To: I
Subject: Submission Details
Confidentiality Requested: yes

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:
Email:

Address:

Content:

The intended exhaust stack on Terry st and Victoria Rd is an absolute outrage ! This stack is dangerously
close to the Balmain shores complex were hundreds of people live. Not to mention rozelle public with
hundreds of kids exposed to unfiltered exhaust fumes.

Please consider a much more appropriate location and put people out of a very dangerous health
situation, the government has an obligation to keep its citizens safe.

IP Address:
Submission: Online Submission from

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226733

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




From: I

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 07:25:18 +0000
To:
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Marie Norman (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfMarie Norman
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 6:25:07 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

I

Subject: Submission Details for Marie Norman (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Marie Norman

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:
Dear Sir / Madam,

Reference: Westconnex M4-M5 Submission / Objection

| am writing to make a submission on the incompleteness of the EIS. As demonstrated below there are a
number of points that have not been adequately addressed. The areas of concern refers to section 28.6:

Overall for "Table 28-6 Environmental risk analysis of key issues”.

Table 28-6 says it covers the Environmental risk analysis of key issues. Why are many of the identified
risks said to be managed and mitigated by a plan that "will be prepared and will include..." An example is
the Construction Noise and Vibration Management Plan. Why hasn't this plan been developed so that we
can actually comment on it? This puts the real management measures to be proposed after the project is
approved. What influence can we have then?

Table 28-6 Environmental risk analysis of key issues includes for air quality:

"Increase in modelled pollutant concentrations on Victoria Road to the north of Iron Cove Link, near
Anzac Bridge and Canal Road at Mascot, as a result of the general increase in traffic at that location due
to the project.”

It then says:

"While the project cannot control the general increase in traffic growth over time and related increase in

vehicle emissions, the progressive introduction of more stringent vehicle emissions regulations will
continue over the life of the project."
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This is an unacceptable statement on the management of a critical risk - air quality. It basically passes the
management of poor air quality due to an increase in traffic volume to someone else! Westconnex will
says it will be a risk until other laws are settled. How is this an acceptable management of a risk that will
impact Rozelle Public School (RPS)?

Table 28-6 Environmental risk analysis of key issues includes for contamination in construction:

"Further investigation of contamination areas will be undertaken and a Remediation Action Plan will be
prepared where necessary. Likelihood = Unlikely, Consequence = Moderate, Risk = Low"

Rozelle has been an industrial and power generating area for generations. We know that it is dangerous
to grow and eat any vegetables in our gardens. This was on TV on Gardening Australia! The risk of
contamination is not low and a Remedial Action Plan is necessary. Where is the Remedial Action Plan?

I look forward to your response to my objection.

Submission: Online Submission from Marie Norman (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226737

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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From: I

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 07:30:24 +0000

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Terry Collett of Rozelle resident (comments)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfTerry Collett
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 6:27:00 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Terry Collett of Rozelle resident (comments)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Terry Collett

Orianisation: Rozelle resident ()

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:

Dear Sirs,

Firstly can we state that we are both in favour of the Westconnex project and the other infrastructure
transport plans, we believe these will free up the movement of traffic for Greater Sydney.

We have resided at Springside Street for the past 30 years and have witnessed only small changes in
that time. The proposed M4/M5 Link and the Iron Cove Link are all steps in the right direction to free up
traffic in our area. However a 10 meter structure to house (MOC4) opposite our residence on top of the
existing 3.5 meter wall (the current Liquorland site) completely detracts from the Street scape which is
mainly made up of small cottages. The Council and Government have rejected several proposals for high
rise residences at the site of the former Balmain Leagues Club on the grounds of excessive bulk and
scale and the detractiion from the character of this area.

We would like to voice our opposition not only to the MOC but also the 20 meter Smoke Stack on the
same grounds. Surely in 2017 there are other technologies that would negate the nessecity for a Stack
and Large structure to support it.

Jan and | are supporters of the Westconnex, the M4/M5 Link and the Iron Cove Link as we also support
other infrastructure projects such as Northconnex and the duplication of the M5 tunnel. Sydney is a major
city and as such should have a world class transport system which we believe these projects will deliver.
We would ask that the nature and charm of Rozelle/Balmain not be ruined by large out of character
structures.

Terry Collett and Jan Smith.

Submission: Online Submission from Terry Collett of Rozelle resident (comments)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226739




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
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From: I

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 07:37:51 +0000
To:
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Lea Visser (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfLea Visser
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 6:36:02 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
]

Subject: Submission Details for Lea Visser (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Lea Visser

Sydney, NSW
2039

Content:

| am concerned about the unfiltered ventilation stack and its affect on upper respiratory disorders as per
studies done on the Lane cove tunnel. Please consider an alternative location or technology. My children
will be attending Rozelle Public over the next 7 years and we live close to the Terry street proposed
location. They will have 24 hours a day of exposure to the concentrated exhaust fumes.

Submission: Online Submission from Lea Visser (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226741

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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From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf Of | NEEEEN

Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 6:41:01 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details

Confidentiality Requested: yes
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:
Email:

Address:

Content:

| object to the building of the Rozelle Interchange and the subsequent projects suggested as additions to
this. The desecration of our community and its rich heritage needs to be considered when the outcomes
of such a project would be better served by the building of public transport.

IP Address: -

Submission: Online Submission from [ NG

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226743

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



From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf O

Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 2:19:02 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details

Confidentiality Requested: yes
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:
Email:

Address:

Content:
Reference: Westconnex M4-M5 Submission / Objection

| am writing to make a submission on the incompleteness of the EIS. As demonstrated below there are a
number of points that have not been adequately addressed.

The wrong traffic modelling approach has been used:
* All traffic modelling is wrong, the question is: by how much? And what are the implications of the error?

* Incorrect traffic modelling has led to overoptimistic traffic predictions which resulted in low toll revenue
from of the Cross City Tunnel, Lane Cove Tunnel and Brisconnex in Brisbane, resulting in eventual
bankruptcy.

* The traffic modelling process used to develop the Project is fundamentally flawed because:
- Traffic projections are likely to be significantly different to the actual traffic on the street network

- Traffic volumes projected in the model are in numerous instances well above the physical capacity of
the road network.

* There is no statement on the level of accuracy and reliability of the traffic modelling process. This is a
major shortcoming and is contrary to the Secretary's Environmental Assessments Requirements.

* Westconnex traffic modelling relies on implausible traffic volumes that exceed the capacity of the road
links and intersections at several key locations.

Key Inputs to the modelling process are unpublished or incorrect
* The accuracy of the model outputs can only be as good as the accuracy of the inputs. Projections of key
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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, automated
vehicles that may have a significant impact on traffic growth. This has not been considered or modelled.

* SMC is using an unpublished Value of Travel Time in the Westconnex traffic modelling. If the Value of
Travel Time adopted is incorrect, then all outputs will be incorrect.

* The induced demand of 0.3% is too low based on historical experience in Sydney.

- The benefits counted from reduced traffic volumes on roads such as the existing M5 and the Eastern
Distributor are unlikely to be realized due to real levels of induced demand.

* The 2023 "cumulative' modelling scenario includes the Sydney Gateway and the western harbour tunnel
but neither of these projects are currently committed and it is highly unlikely they will be completed by this
date. This raises the question of why did the proponent adopt such a misleading position and how does it
affect the impacts stated?

* SMC refuses to release the traffic model and detailed analysis for independent unpaid peer review and
scenario analysis.

| look forward to your response to my objection,
IP Address: -

Submission: Online Submission from
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226683

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



From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf O
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 7:30:03 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To: I

Subject: Submission Details
Confidentiality Requested: yes
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:
Email:

Address:

Content:

| object to the third phase of the westconnex especially on putting an unfiltered emissions stack on Terry
Street right on the bay run where a lot of locals exercise and spend time with family. What is now a
wonderful recreation spot for the community will become a health hazard. Air and noise pollution will
lower the health and living standards of the community.

There are many apartment around the proposed stack and a primary and high school within 500 metres
of its location z the number of people affected is quite substanci.

Note within 5km of Terry Street there will be at lest 5 stacks. Surely this phase is not needed and an
emissions stack will not be necessary.

Maintain a green area green and allow locals to
Enjoy the outdoors around an area that is already struggling with pollution and congestion and a lot of
ache due to phase 1 and 2 of the westconnex.

| object to phase 3 and stacks so close to residents and schools.
IP Address:

Submission: Online Submission from
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view _activity&id=226745

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

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

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 09:22:17 +0000
To: ]
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Patricia pidgeon of private citizen (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfPatricia pidgeon
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 8:22:00 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
I

Subject: Submission Details for Patricia pidgeon of private citizen (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Patricia iidieon

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:

Dear Sir

| am not in favour of the West Connect Iron Cove "Stack" off Victoria road near Terry St Rozelle
| am a asthma suffer myself & have lived in this area for over 9 years

my concern is for the children at the Roselle Public School

When | was young very few Children had problems with Hay Fever or Asthma ,now | see young Children
with these problems all over this area

Please rethink what you are doing

By the way

| am 80 years of age

Please think about the children

Submission: Online Submission from Patricia pidgeon of private citizen (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226747

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



From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf Ofj || |

Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 8:48:00 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To:

Subject: Submission Details

Confidentiality Requested: yes
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:
Email:

Address:

Content:

| am appalled by the WestConnex development. It is an outrageous waste of taxpayers money that would
be far better spent on public transport.

There is nothing right about this project. Of particular concern to me is the montrous interchange in
Rozelle which will cause huge disruption when being built, spoil the heritage area with concrete entrances
and exits, and pour huge volumes of traffic into the area, spoiling this heritage area.

Also of concern is the tunnelling under Balmain to the North Shore which is likely to go under my house.
Also, the pollution from unfiltered stacks when it is proven that these increase the incidence of lung
cancer.

IP Address: -

Submission: Online Submission from [ GcGcNcNGEGEG

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226749

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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From: I

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 10:26:16 +0000
To:
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Yvonne Holbeche (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfYvonne Holbeche
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 9:26:04 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
I

Subject: Submission Details for Yvonne Holbeche (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Yvonne Holbeche

Balmain, NSW
20411

Content:

| live in Glassop Street, Balmain, which is very close to Terry Street. | understand that there is to be an
unfiltered WestConnex Iron Cove stack on Terry Street. This is only 100 metres from Rozelle Public
School and only a short distance from Balmain Secondary Campus. | am very concerned about the
negative effect the increased air pollution will have on my family's health, about the noise and the traffic
that will be generated and the damage to property from vibrations.

Submission: Online Submission from Yvonne Holbeche (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226751

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




From: I

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 10:32:53 +0000
To:
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Meegan Dionne-Deane (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfMeegan Dionne-Deane
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 9:32:00 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Meegan Dionne-Deane (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Meeian Dionne-Deane

Rozelle, NSW
2039

Content:

Although | don't object to the WestConnex project as a whole, having reviewed the EIS for the Iron Cove
Link and building plans, | believe both the quality of life and the potential detrimental impact on the
residents and village life of Rozelle will be negatively impacted.

Specifically the proposed 10m high building on the current Liquorland site (MOC4) and the 20m high
smoke stack as per the EIS is of concern. Not only would the properties in the immediate vicinity be
overshadowed by these proposed buildings (Appendix M, diagrams 22-28), the sheer "bulk and scale" is
out of line with the "street scape" of the area. As can be observed along Victoria Road, buildings are
essentially "low rise" and are in keeping within the "street scape" of the Rozelle and Balmain community.
A point of reference is the continual rejection by Council and the Government of high rise residential
towers as proposed for the Balmain Leagues Club site.

A combination of a 20m Smoke Stack (in the middle of Victoria Road) together with a significant 10m high

MOC could not be seen as keeping in line with the Street Scape" and as such | would like to voice my
opposition to the proposal in its current format.

| believe other solutions are available which could circumvent the requirement of both the smoke stack
and adjoining buildings and request that although these solutions be investigated.

| am not against progress and am not objecting just for the sake of it and we comprehend the potential

benefits of reducing traffic on Victoria Road, however | would like to express our deep concerns on the
proposal in its present format, specifically the "Smoke Stack and "Adjoining buildings".

Submission: Online Submission !rom Meegan Dionne-Deane !object)
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https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226753

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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From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details

Attachments: 226755 _MCMAHON_SSI 16_7485_20170ct10_2147.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf O

Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 9:49:10 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
;ﬂiaject: Submission Details

Confidentiality Requested: yes

Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:
Email:

Address:

Content:
See pdf attached

IP Address: cpmon.mg.edu.au -
Submission: Online Submission from
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226755

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




Submission for the WestConnex M4-M5 Link EIS

E— .

I OBJECT to the existing plans for the WestConnex M4-M5 Link.

I have significant concerns that have not been addressed by the existing plans for the
WestConnex M4-M5 Link. As a resident of Balmain and the parent of two children, who
attend Rozelle Public School (one who has been diagnosed with chronic asthma and the
other with eczema), I believe that there is little information to reassure my family and other
residents that we will not be unduly affected and impacted by construction noise nor
potential detrimental air pollutants (such as dust and toxic pollutants).

Therefore, I strongly request and expect the following provisions to be put in place and an
action plan to be provided that addresses unexpected and detrimental effects of the
construction per se and resultant changes to traffic flows:

L

10.

11.

the air quality specifically at Rozelle Public School and more broadly within 500m of
the construction site is monitored throughout and after the construction phase of the
WestConnex Link;

the air quality at Rozelle Public School and within 500m of the construction site is
maintained within acceptable environmental limits throughout and after the
construction of the WestConnex Link (for example, through the planting of green
vegetation to act as a green barrier);

that the effect of construction and the resultant ventilation shafts on children and
adults with pre-existing respiratory conditions is monitored and minimised or
eliminated;

the incidence of asthma and other respiratory cases or emotional health problems are
NOT increased by construction nor the subsequent environmental or traffic changes
resulting from the WestConnex Link;

the noise and vibration is not disruptive to student learning and / or mental or
emotional health at Rozelle Public School and the classroom acoustics are maintained
to ANSI Standards (ANSI S12.60-2002, Acoustical Performance Criteria, Design
Requirements and Guidelines for Schools — see

http://www.acoustics.com/ansi education.asp)

that noise and vibration from the construction is kept to a reasonable level
throughout the night 7pm-7am to minimise detrimental effects to learning for
children and young adults, as well as reduced work productivity for adults due to
sleep disturbances;

all ventilation shafts for Rozelle, Lilyfield and other affected residential areas, must
be filtered for PM2.5;

that there is no damage on residential homes or the Rozelle Public School as a direct
consequence of the construction works;

that a traffic plan is developed in conjunction with Rozelle Public School which
ensures the safety of the students in walking to and from school or to and from events
arranged by the school;

that a traffic plan is developed to ensure that there is no detrimental effects for
residents to move on and off the peninsula (such as driving or public transport)
during peak times;

that subcontractors are not increasing the existing parking problems that residents
have in parking near their homes by competing for on-street parking.
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From: I

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 11:08:12 +0000
To: I
Subject: FW: Submission Details for Jacqui Biffin (object)

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfJacqui Biffin
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 10:08:00 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

I
Subject: Submission Details for Jacqui Biffin (object)

Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Jaciui Biffin

Ashfield, NSW
2131

Content:
| am a parent of a child attending Haberfield Public School.

| am very concerned about the proposed combination of construction facilities at Haberfield referred to as
"Option B' in the Environmental Impact Statement for the WestConnex M4-M5 Link. My primary concern
is the traffic at the intersection of Parramatta Rd and Bland St. | cross this road every day with my
children and as it is with the existing construction at the Brescia Furniture site, it feels unsafe. The
additional traffic the proposed construction would imply is very worrying. Proposed temporary closures of
Bland St and Alt St will also heavily affect our home and our route to and from school.

| am also very concerned about air quality and call for the filtration of the stacks.
| consider 'Option A' to be preferable option, as this alternative combination of construction facilities, as

presented in the EIS, would utilise existing construction areas which are located away from schools and
day cares.

Submission: Online Submission from Jacqui Biffin (object)
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view activity&id=226759

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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From:

Sent:

To:

Subject: FW: Submission Details

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf O
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 10:45:00 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

To: I

Subject: Submission Details
Confidentiality Requested: yes
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:
Email:

Address:

Content:

| don't want the unfiltered westconnex iron cove stack on Terry Street.

| don't want my family and me to be affected by noise, pollution, traffic and vibration during the contruction
and | certainly don't want unfiltered emissions close to my home, to other homes and the school which is
less than 100 m away.

IP Address: [N

Submission: Online Submission from
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226765

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




From: ]

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 04:32:30 +0000

To: I

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Margaret Hall (object)

Attachments: 226709_171010 Submission to Westconnex_ Margaret and Richard

Hall_20170ct10_1528.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfMargaret Hall
Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 3:30:07 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Margaret Hall (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Mariaret Hall

Millers Point, NSW
2000

Content:

Please see attached signed submission with reference to Westconnex M4-M5 Submission/Objection.

ubmission: Online Submission from Margaret Hall (objec
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226709
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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Margaret & Richard Hall
24-08/127 Kent Street
Millers Point NSW 2000

10 October 2017

NSW Government Planning and Environment
Major Project Assessment
WestCommex M4-M5 Link

Dear Sir / Madam,
Reference: Westconnex M4-M5 Submission / Objection

| am writing to make a submission on the incompleteness of the EIS. As demonstrated below
there are a number of points that have not been adequately addressed. The areas of concern
refer to the proposed unfiltered exhaust stacks:

The Concept Design is proposing two unfiltered stacks to be placed in Rozelle which,
potentially, will exhaust the fumes and pollutants from;

* the whole of the tunnel from St Peters to Rozelle, (approx. 3.9 km)

« the cross-harbour tunnel travelling south, (approx. 2.8km from Goat Island)
* the tunnel from Haberfield to Rozelle (approx. 3.2 Km)

* and the tunnel from Iron Cove to Rozelle goods yards (approx. 0.9 Km)

This represents something like the concentrated pollution from some 11 km of freeway (much
of it 4 lanes) all being poured into Rozelle.

And there is also the threat of an additional exhaust stack for the cross harbour tunnel..maybe
somewhere on the Balmain Peninsular or Goat Island. This will drift south and add to the
pollution in Rozelle.

There are a number of concerning aspects about the design of the ventilation system:

* These are very long tunnels by world standards

* There are complex off-takes and linkages underground

* Are the engineering models good enough to safely predict what is going to happen?
(They were clearly not good enough for the M5 tunnel which was much more
straightforward).

* With longitudinal ventilation over the length of those tunnels, | assume, that friction
with the forced air flow will become a major factor....thus forcing up the size and cost
of the jet fans. Are we going to see a drive for economies in running these jet fans in
the short term or when a private buyer takes over? What protection or assurances do
we residents have?

* Has some form of transverse ventilation been considered? This would also seem to
offer some safety measures where there is mechanical failure with a section of the
fans.



* What level of redundancy is going to be built into the ventilation systems. What safety
features? What happens when there is a fire or a bomb deep in one of the
tunnels? What happens when there is an accident near one of the exits and there is
3 km x 4 lanes of traffic banked up underground?

* | assume that there is some level of redundancy built into the ventilation shaft system
but it hasn’t been publicised. It should be publicised.

What happens on calm days?

EPA data show relatively low average wind speeds in Rozelle of 1.8 m per second and a
14.6% incidence of calms. That is, on the equivalent of 54 days a year the air is still and you
cannot rely on atmospheric turbulence to mix and disperse the air from the ventilation
stacks. This means that this toxic mix will spill out into a very localised area around the
stacks.

Longley and Gustavo Olivares (2010)°® in a research report on tunnel ventilation in New
Zealand conclude: However, stack and especially portal emissions can lead to highly
localised ‘hotspots’ of increased concentrations. It is quite possible that road tunnel emissions
can lead to localised breaches of the National Environmental Standards for PM10 and NO2
around stacks and portals, as well as exceedences of Regional Air Quality Guidelines.

This is critically important if these locations coincide with Rozelle Public School as well as
residences, businesses or any other land-use in which people are likely to be exposed.

| understand that when particulate matter or other pollutants are discharged through the
exhaust shafts that the majority of the pollutants descend in a radius of about 300-600 m. At
least, this was the case for PMy; and NOx with the M5 stack. There is still significant fallout
over a much greater radius than this. Thus we will have something like the following situation
in Rozelle after the exhaust systems are operating.

| believe that living and having children attend school in the vicinity of the two proposed
stacks that we will be exposed 10Pollution level of about 12 (from surface roads) + 12 (from
the ventilation stacks) = 24 mg/m” PM, s especially on calm days. And because these are
averages they say nothing about PEAK levels of exposure around peak hours and when
there might also be atmospheric pollution from fires, dust storms or temperature inversions.
Clearly peak levels will be much higher than the averages. Perhaps 10 times higher.

There is no safe level of exposure to PM, 5 particles or smaller particles. To claim that the
exhausts meet international standards is dissembling. To protect our health the levels should
be zero. International standard levels have been dropping continuously for 20 plus years and
are likely to continue to drop as knowledge increases.

The UN's World Health Organisation has current guidelines recommending that annual
exposure be limited to 10 mgz’m3 for PM, 5. Australia has opted for 8 mg,-'ma. However, we
should not be patting ourselves on the back for having tighter standards that other countries
or because Paris has higher background pollution than Sydney. European studies show that
each 5 microgram per cubic metre increase in PM, s concentration was associated with a 7%
increase in mortality risk (hazard ratio [HR] 1.07, 95% confidence interval). Every increase of
five micrograms per cubic metre of PM2.5 drove the risk of lung cancer up by 18 per cent.

So accepting a level of 24 mglma, or anything like it, for the pupils of Rozelle Public School
where a ventilation stack is proposed to be built nearby is clearly unacceptable with today's
knowledge. If the majority of the pollution is due to “natural: factors such as dust, sea



salt and bush fires, it is still not acceptable to increase the PM, 5 load by about 50% from
roads. In fact, any level above 8 mg/m3 would contravene the existing guide lines.

Ultra fine particles

None of these standards addresses the issue of ultra-fine particles. It is known that these
have even more damaging health impacts than PM, 5 particles and above. However, they are
not being measured so there is a high level of ignorance about what ultrafine particles will be
contributing to the mix of exhaust gases descending on Rozelle Public School. This is not
good enough and steps must be taken to measure and monitor the levels of such particles on
a long term basis around the ventilator stacks and where pupils and teachers are exposed.

| look forward to your response to my objection.

Kind regards,

CERess @

Margaret Hall and Richard Hall



From: I

Sent: Tue, 10 Oct 2017 10:53:24 +0000

To: I

Subject: FW: Submission Details for Neil Bryant (object)
Attachments: 226757 BRYANT _SSI 16_7485 20170ct10_2152.pdf

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfNeil Bryant

Sent: Tuesday, 10 October 2017 9:53:11 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney

Subject: Submission Details for Neil Bryant (object)
Confidentiality Requested: no
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name: Neil Biant

Balmain, NSW
2041

Content:
Please find attached my submission.

!u!mlssmn: !nlme !u!mlssmn 'rom Hei| !ryant (object)

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=226757

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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Submission for the WestConnex M4-M5 Link EIS

Neil Bryant E:neil_bryant@hotmail.com

I OBJECT to the existing plans for the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link.

I have significant concerns that have not been addressed by the existing plans for the WestConnex
M4-MS5 Link. As a resident of Balmain and the parent of two children, who attend Rozelle Public
School (one who has been diagnosed with chronic asthma and the other with eczema), I believe that
there is little information to reassure my family and other residents that we will not be unduly affected
and impacted by construction noise nor potential detrimental air pollutants (such as dust and toxic
pollutants).

Therefore, I strongly request and expect the following provisions to be put in place and an action plan
to be provided that addresses unexpected and detrimental effects of the construction per se and
resultant changes to traffic flows:

I:

10.

11

12.

the air quality specifically at Rozelle Public School and more broadly within 500m of the
construction site is monitored throughout and after the construction phase of the WestConnex
Link;

the air quality at Rozelle Public School and within 500m of the construction site is maintained
within acceptable environmental limits throughout and after the construction of the
WestConnex Link (for example, through the planting of green vegetation to act as a green
barrier);

that the effect of construction and the resultant ventilation shafts on children and adults with
pre-existing respiratory conditions is monitored and minimised or eliminated;

the incidence of asthma and other respiratory cases or emotional health problems are NOT
increased by construction nor the subsequent environmental or traffic changes resulting from
the WestConnex Link;

the noise and vibration is not disruptive to student learning and / or mental or emotional
health at Rozelle Public School and the classroom acoustics are maintained to ANSI
Standards (ANSI S12.60-2002, Acoustical Performance Criteria, Design Requirements and
Guidelines for Schools — see http://www.acoustics.com/ansi_education.asp)

that noise and vibration from the construction is kept to a reasonable level throughout the
night 7pm-7am to minimise detrimental effects to learning for children and young adults, as
well as reduced work productivity for adults due to sleep disturbances;

all ventilation shafts for Rozelle, Lilyfield and other affected residential areas, must be
filtered for PM2.5;

that there is no damage on residential homes or the Rozelle Public School as a direct
consequence of the construction works;

that a traffic plan is developed in conjunction with Rozelle Public School which ensures the
safety of the students in walking to and from school or to and from events arranged by the
school;

that a traffic plan is developed to ensure that there is no detrimental effects for residents to
move on and off the peninsula (such as driving or public transport) during peak times;

that subcontractors are not increasing the existing parking problems that residents have in
parking near their homes by competing for on-street parking.

that there is no impact on cycle ways for the community and an action plan is developed to
mitigate any disruptions to cyclists and pedestrians around the construction site.
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5

Link. | outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to the Rozelle Public
School.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes two unfiltered tunnel ventilation facilities of unknown heights: one
approximately 250m northwest and another approximately 700m southeast of the School.

The area encompassed by these stacks’ emissions includes nearly all of the School’s
catchment area, potentially affecting many, if not most, of the School's children and
families. Our children will be exposed to unfiltered emissions while at school, as they walk
to and from school, as they play at school, at local parks and where they live. These
emissions can lead to adverse health effects.

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five 4 to 5 years of construction works is proposed. This includes constructing the
tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road approximately 250m from the School,
continuing the tunnelling and all associated work including: demolition, storing and
moving rock, haulage by trucks and the workforce travelling, parking and more.

Above-ground work is proposed to be undertaken 7am—-6pm Mondays to Fridays and
8am-1pm on Saturdays. Tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will be 24
hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by
poor air quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years -
potentially the rest of or their entire primary school education - during the entire time that
our children are present on school grounds or at home.

My major concerns are:

e Impacts on our children’s abilities and opportunities to learn and play during these
times

e Impacts on pre-school infants’ opportunity to rest during nap-times

e Endangering children’s health, increasing their stress, and worsening the impact
on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions

e Impact on our children’s sleep, leading to tiredness and difficulty learning.

Soil pollution in construction

Construction could cause the disturbance of lead and other toxic industrial pollutants
known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and these could be spread
throughout the surrounding area, including the School.

Page 1 of 2



Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

| am concerned that constructing and using the M4-M5 Link will endanger our
community’'s safety in many ways. These include:

Potential safety risks for road users, including buses, pedestrians and cyclists
during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the close proximity of
construction activities to normal traffic

Road closures and heavy construction vehicles making it very difficult for parents
and small children to walk to school safely

Similar road safety concerns for parents and children on the school run after the
Link is completed

Construction impeding our children’s safety and ability to travel to and participate
in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park

Rat runs and increased traffic in side streets surrounding the School by drivers
seeking to avoid tolls

Impacts on bus routes and stops on Victoria Road
Impacts on cycle paths on Victoria Road
Access to King George'’s Park and the Bay Run by cyclists and pedestrians

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to
consider and address these important concerns.

Yours Sinc/e@L

(I allow /{do not allow for my personal details to be published)

Name:

Address:

Email:

Page 2 of 2
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5

Link. | outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to the Rozelle Public
School.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes two unfiltered tunnel ventilation facilities of unknown heights: one
approximately 250m northwest and another approximately 700m southeast of the School.

The area encompassed by these stacks’ emissions includes nearly all of the School's
catchment area, potentially affecting many, if not most, of the School’s children and
families. Our children will be exposed to unfiltered emissions while at school, as they walk
to and from school, as they play at school, at local parks and where they live. These
emissions can lead to adverse health effects.

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five 4 to 5 years of construction works is proposed. This includes constructing the
tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road approximately 250m from the School,
continuing the tunnelling and all associated work including: demolition, storing and
moving rock, haulage by trucks and the workforce travelling, parking and more.

Above-ground work is proposed to be undertaken 7am—-6pm Mondays to Fridays and
8am-1pm on Saturdays. Tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will be 24
hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by
poor air quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years -
potentially the rest of or their entire primary school education - during the entire time that
our children are present on school grounds or at home.

My major concerns are:

e |mpacts on our children’s abilities and opportunities to learn and play during these
times

e Impacts on pre-school infants’ opportunity to rest during nap-times

e Endangering children’s health, increasing their stress, and worsening the impact
on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions

e Impact on our children’s sleep, leading to tiredness and difficulty learning.

Soil pollution in construction

Construction could cause the disturbance of lead and other toxic industrial pollutants
known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and these could be spread
throughout the surrounding area, including the School.

Page 1 of 2



Safety and traffic management during construction and operation
| am concerned that constructing and using the M4-M5 Link will endanger our
community’'s safety in many ways. These include:

e Potential safety risks for road users, including buses, pedestrians and cyclists
during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the close proximity of
construction activities to normal traffic

¢ Road closures and heavy construction vehicles making it very difficult for parents
and small children to walk to school safely

e Similar road safety concerns for parents and children on the school run after the
Link is completed

e Construction impeding our children’s safety and ability to travel to and participate
in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park

e Rat runs and increased traffic in side streets surrounding the School by drivers
seeking to avoid tolls

e Impacts on bus routes and stops on Victoria Road
¢ Impacts on cycle paths on Victoria Road

e Access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by cyclists and pedestrians

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to
consider and address these important concemns.

Yours Sincerely,
(1 allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published)

Page 2 of 2
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5

Link. | outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to the Rozelle Public
School.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes two unfiltered tunnel ventilation facilities of unknown heights: one
approximately 250m northwest and another approximately 700m southeast of the School.

The area encompassed by these stacks’ emissions includes nearly all of the School's
catchment area, potentially affecting many, if not most, of the School's children and
families. Our children will be exposed to unfiltered emissions while at school, as they walk
to and from school, as they play at school, at local parks and where they live. These
emissions can lead to adverse health effects.

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five 4 to 5 years of construction works is proposed. This includes constructing the
tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road approximately 250m from the School,
continuing the tunnelling and all associated work including: demolition, storing and
moving rock, haulage by trucks and the workforce travelling, parking and more.

Above-ground work is proposed to be undertaken 7am—-6pm Mondays to Fridays and
8am-1pm on Saturdays. Tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will be 24
hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by
poor air quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years -
potentially the rest of or their entire primary school education - during the entire time that
our children are present on school grounds or at home.

My major concerns are:

e Impacts on our children’s abilities and opportunities to learn and play during these
times

¢ |mpacts on pre-school infants’ opportunity to rest during nap-times

e Endangering children’s health, increasing their stress, and worsening the impact
on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions

e Impact on our children's sleep, leading to tiredness and difficulty learning.

Soil pollution in construction

Construction could cause the disturbance of lead and other toxic industrial pollutants
known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and these could be spread
throughout the surrounding area, including the School.
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Safety and traffic management during construction and operation
| am concerned that constructing and using the M4-M5 Link will endanger our
community’s safety in many ways. These include:

e Potential safety risks for road users, including buses, pedestrians and cyclists
during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the close proximity of
construction activities to normal traffic

e Road closures and heavy construction vehicles making it very difficult for parents
and small children to walk to school safely

e Similar road safety concerns for parents and children on the school run after the
Link is completed

e Construction impeding our children’s safety and ability to travel to and participate
in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park

¢ Rat runs and increased traffic in side streets surrounding the School by drivers
seeking to avoid tolls

e Impacts on bus routes and stops on Victoria Road
e Impacts on cycle paths on Victoria Road
e Access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by cyclists and pedestrians

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to
consider and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,
(I allow / do not allow for my personaf derarfs to be published)

ol jg' A B o
Email: Q’/VH\OV\OUKWSM @LQ"'WV\C{H Conny
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5

Link. | outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to the Rozelle Public
School.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes two unfiltered tunnel ventilation facilities of unknown heights: one
approximately 250m northwest and another approximately 700m southeast of the School.

The area encompassed by these stacks’ emissions includes nearly all of the School’s
catchment area, potentially affecting many, if not most, of the School's children and
families. Our children will be exposed to unfiltered emissions while at school, as they walk
to and from school, as they play at school, at local parks and where they live. These
emissions can lead to adverse health effects.

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five 4 to 5 years of construction works is proposed. This includes constructing the
tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road approximately 250m from the School,
continuing the tunnelling and all associated work including: demolition, storing and
moving rock, haulage by trucks and the workforce travelling, parking and more.

Above-ground work is proposed to be undertaken 7am-6pm Mondays to Fridays and
8am-1pm on Saturdays. Tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will be 24
hours a day, seven days a week.

I am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by
poor air quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years -
potentially the rest of or their entire primary school education - during the entire time that
our children are present on school grounds or at home.

My major concerns are:

e Impacts on our children’s abilities and opportunities to learn and play during these
times

e Impacts on pre-school infants’ opportunity to rest during nap-times

e Endangering children’s health, increasing their stress, and worsening the impact
on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions

e Impact on our children’s sleep, leading to tiredness and difficulty learning.

Soil pollution in construction

Construction could cause the disturbance of lead and other toxic industrial pollutants
known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and these could be spread
throughout the surrounding area, including the School.
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Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

| am concerned that constructing and using the M4-M5 Link will endanger our
community’s safety in many ways. These include:

e Potential safety risks for road users, including buses, pedestrians and cyclists
during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the close proximity of
construction activities to normal traffic

¢ Road closures and heavy construction vehicles making it very difficult for parents
and small children to walk to school safely

e Similar road safety concerns for parents and children on the school run after the
Link is completed

e Construction impeding our children’s safety and ability to travel to and participate
in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George’'s Park

e Rat runs and increased traffic in side streets surrounding the School by drivers
seeking to avoid tolls

e Impacts on bus routes and stops on Victoria Road
e Impacts on cycle paths on Victoria Road
e Access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by cyclists and pedestrians

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to
consider and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,
(I allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published)

Name: MO\I’\Q'\LN
Address: o> Aluena Avz St \ves

Email: maw‘&@@xjaﬁ‘eﬂme. CoW. O
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5

Link. I outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to the Rozelle Public
School.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes two unfiltered tunnel ventilation facilities of unknown heights: one
approximately 250m northwest and another approximately 700m southeast of the School.

The area encompassed by these stacks’ emissions includes nearly all of the School’s
catchment area, potentially affecting many, if not most, of the School’s children and
families. Our children will be exposed to unfiltered emissions while at school, as they walk
to and from school, as they play at school, at local parks and where they live. These
emissions can lead to adverse health effects.

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five 4 to 5 years of construction works is proposed. This includes constructing the
tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road approximately 250m from the School,
continuing the tunnelling and all associated work including: demolition, storing and
moving rock, haulage by trucks and the workforce travelling, parking and more.

Above-ground work is proposed to be undertaken 7am—6pm Mondays to Fridays and
8am-1pm on Saturdays. Tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will be 24
hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by
poor air quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years -
potentially the rest of or their entire primary school education - during the entire time that
our children are present on school grounds or at home.

My major concerns are:

e Impacts on our children’s abilities and opportunities to learn and play during these
times

e Impacts on pre-school infants’ opportunity to rest during nap-times

e Endangering children’s health, increasing their stress, and worsening the impact
on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions

e Impact on our children’s sleep, leading to tiredness and difficulty learning.

Soil pollution in construction

Construction could cause the disturbance of lead and other toxic industrial pollutants
known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and these could be spread
throughout the surrounding area, including the School.
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Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

| am concerned that constructing and using the M4-M5 Link will endanger our
community’s safety in many ways. These include:

Potential safety risks for road users, including buses, pedestrians and cyclists
during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the close proximity of
construction activities to normal traffic

Road closures and heavy construction vehicles making it very difficult for parents
and small children to walk to school safely

Similar road safety concerns for parents and children on the school run after the
Link is completed

Construction impeding our children’s safety and ability to travel to and participate
in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park

Rat runs and increased traffic in side streets surrounding the School by drivers
seeking to avoid tolls

Impacts on bus routes and stops on Victoria Road
Impacts on cycle paths on Victoria Road
Access to King George’s Park and the Bay Run by cyclists and pedestrians

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to
consider and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,
(I allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published)

Name: 53\0 V-l
Address: ?’A’ ?a"r’t %% W_om((‘Q_

Email:

Page 2 of 2
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39 '
Sydney NSW 2001

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5

Link. | outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to the Rozelle Public
School.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes two unfiltered tunnel ventilation facilities of unknown heights: one
approximately 250m northwest and another approximately 700m southeast of the School.

The area encompassed by these stacks’ emissions includes nearly all of the School’s
catchment area, potentially affecting many, if not most, of the School’s children and
families. Our children will be exposed to unfiltered emissions while at school, as they walk

to and from school, as they play at school, at local parks and where they live. These
emissions can lead to adverse health effects.

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five 4 to 5 years of construction works is proposed. This includes constructing the
tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road approximately 250m from the School,
continuing the tunnelling and all associated work including: demolition, storing and
moving rock, haulage by trucks and the workforce travelling, parking and more.

Above-ground work is proposed to be undertaken 7am-6pm Mondays to Fridays and

8am-1pm on Saturdays. Tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will be 24
hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by
poor air quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years -
potentially the rest of or their entire primary school education - during the entire time that
our children are present on school grounds or at home.

My major concerns are:

e Impacts on our children’s abilities and opportunities to learn and play during these
times

e Impacts on pre-school infants’ opportunity to rest during nap-times

e Endangering children’s health, increasing their stress, and worsening the impact
on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions

e Impact on our children’s sleep, leading to tiredness and difficulty learning.

Soil pollution in construction

Construction could cause the disturbance of lead and other toxic industrial pollutants
known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and these could be spread
throughout the surrounding area, including the School.
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Safety and traffic management during construction and operation
| am concerned that constructing and using the M4-M5 Link will endanger our
community’s safety in many ways. These include:

e Potential safety risks for road users, including buses, pedestrians and cyclists
during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the close proximity of
construction activities to normal traffic

e Road closures and heavy construction vehicles making it very difficult for parents
and small children to walk to school safely

e Similar road safety concerns for parents and children on the school run after the
Link is completed

e Construction impeding our children’s safety and ability to travel to and participate
in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park

e Rat runs and increased traffic in side streets surrounding the School by drivers
seeking to avoid tolls

e Impacts on bus routes and stops on Victoria Road
e [mpacts on cycle paths on Victoria Road
e Access to King George’s Park and the Bay Run by cyclists and pedestrians

Other major concerns | have include:

—

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to
consider and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,

(I allow / do got allow for my personal details to be published)
Name: %’55&(, éépm'//v:fa/

Address: S& CLAEIL ST Loty FAELL

Email: Fanku{ﬁ@ é\;’yﬂfﬂoﬂ Ce]
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5
Link. | outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to the Rozelle Public
School.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes two unfiltered tunnel ventilation facilities of unknown heights: one
approximately 250m northwest and another approximately 700m southeast of the School.

The area encompassed by these stacks’ emissions includes nearly all of the School's
catchment area, potentially affecting many, if not most, of the School’s children and
families. Our children will be exposed to unfiltered emissions while at school, as they walk
to and from school, as they play at school, at local parks and where they live. These
emissions can lead to adverse health effects.

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five 4 to 5 years of construction works is proposed. This includes constructing the
tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road approximately 250m from the School,
continuing the tunnelling and all associated work including: demolition, storing and
moving rock, haulage by trucks and the workforce travelling, parking and more.

Above-ground work is proposed to be undertaken 7am—-6pm Mondays to Fridays and
8am-1pm on Saturdays. Tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will be 24
hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by
poor air quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years -
potentially the rest of or their entire primary school education - during the entire time that
our children are present on school grounds or at home.

My major concerns are:

e Impacts on our children’'s abilities and opportunities to learn and play during these
times

¢ |Impacts on pre-school infants’ opportunity to rest during nap-times

e Endangering children's health, increasing their stress, and worsening the impact
on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions

e Impact on our children's sleep, leading to tiredness and difficulty learning.

Soil pollution in construction

Construction could cause the disturbance of lead and other toxic industrial pollutants
known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and these could be spread
throughout the surrounding area, including the School.
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Safety and traffic management during construction and operation
| am concerned that constructing and using the M4-M5 Link will endanger our
community’'s safety in many ways. These include:

e Potential safety risks for road users, including buses, pedestrians and cyclists
during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the close proximity of
construction activities to normal traffic

¢ Road closures and heavy construction vehicles making it very difficult for parents
and small children to walk to school safely

e Similar road safety concerns for parents and children on the school run after the
Link is completed

e Construction impeding our children’s safety and ability to travel to and participate
in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park

e Rat runs and increased traffic in side streets surrounding the School by drivers
seeking to avoid tolls

e Impacts on bus routes and stops on Victoria Road
e Impacts on cycle paths on Victoria Road
e Access to King George'’s Park and the Bay Run by cyclists and pedestrians

Other major concerns | have include:

et of Cder an GodonsT Stace

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to
consider and address these important concemns.

Yours Sincerely,
(I allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published)
Name: K ohal o .

Address: “Z =} ‘e ,
Email: cz..r\c)\re.._;.‘:\_)bé\c)\\_,é—o \—-;.s'\“mh *X. ; C
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5
Link. | outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to the Rozelle Public
School.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes two unfiltered tunnel ventilation facilities of unknown heights: one
approximately 250m northwest and another approximately 700m southeast of the School.

The area encompassed by these stacks’ emissions includes nearly all of the School's
catchment area, potentially affecting many, if not most, of the School’s children and
families. Our children will be exposed to unfiltered emissions while at school, as they walk
to and from school, as they play at school, at local parks and where they live. These
emissions can lead to adverse health effects.

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five 4 to 5 years of construction works is proposed. This includes constructing the
tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road approximately 250m from the School,
continuing the tunnelling and all associated work including: demolition, storing and
moving rock, haulage by trucks and the workforce travelling, parking and more.

Above-ground work is proposed to be undertaken 7am—6pm Mondays to Fridays and
8am-1pm on Saturdays. Tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will be 24
hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by
poor air quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years -
potentially the rest of or their entire primary school education - during the entire time that
our children are present on school grounds or at home.

My major concerns are:

e |Impacts on our children’s abilities and opportunities to learn and play during these
times

e Impacts on pre-school infants’ opportunity to rest during nap-times

e Endangering children’'s health, increasing their stress, and worsening the impact
on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions

e Impact on our children’s sleep, leading to tiredness and difficulty learning.

Soil pollution in construction

Construction could cause the disturbance of lead and other toxic industrial pollutants
known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and these could be spread
throughout the surrounding area, including the School.
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Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

| am concerned that constructing and using the M4-M5 Link will endanger our
community’s safety in many ways. These include:

e Potential safety risks for road users, including buses, pedestrians and cyclists
during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the close proximity of
construction activities to normal traffic

¢ Road closures and heavy construction vehicles making it very difficult for parents
and small children to walk to school safely

e Similar road safety concerns for parents and children on the school run after the
Link is completed

e Construction impeding our children’s safety and ability to travel to and participate
in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George’s Park

e Rat runs and increased traffic in side streets surrounding the School by drivers
seeking to avoid tolls

e Impacts on bus routes and stops on Victoria Road
e Impacts on cycle paths on Victoria Road
¢ Access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by cyclists and pedestrians

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to
consider and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,
(! attew / do not allow for my personal details to be published)

Name:
Address:

Email:
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5

Link. | outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to the Rozelle Public
School.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes two unfiltered tunnel ventilation facilities of unknown heights: one
approximately 250m northwest and another approximately 700m southeast of the School.

The area encompassed by these stacks’ emissions includes nearly all of the School's
catchment area, potentially affecting many, if not most, of the School’s children and
families. Our children will be exposed to unfiltered emissions while at school, as they walk

to and from school, as they play at school, at local parks and where they live. These
emissions can lead to adverse health effects.

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five 4 to 5 years of construction works is proposed. This includes constructing the
tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road approximately 250m from the School,
continuing the tunnelling and all associated work including: demolition, storing and
moving rock, haulage by trucks and the workforce travelling, parking and more.

Above-ground work is proposed to be undertaken 7am—-6pm Mondays to Fridays and
8am-1pm on Saturdays. Tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will be 24
hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by
poor air quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years -
potentially the rest of or their entire primary school education - during the entire time that
our children are present on school grounds or at home.

My major concerns are:

e Impacts on our children’s abilities and opportunities to learn and play during these
times

e Impacts on pre-school infants’ opportunity to rest during nap-times

e Endangering children’s health, increasing their stress, and worsening the impact
on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions

e Impact on our children's sleep, leading to tiredness and difficulty learning.

Soil pollution in construction

Construction could cause the disturbance of lead and other toxic industrial pollutants
known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and these could be spread
throughout the surrounding area, including the School.
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Safety and traffic management during construction and operation
| am concerned that constructing and using the M4-M5 Link will endanger our
community’s safety in many ways. These include:

e Potential safety risks for road users, including buses, pedestrians and cyclists
during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the close proximity of
construction activities to normal traffic

e Road closures and heavy construction vehicles making it very difficult for parents
and small children to walk to school safely

e Similar road safety concerns for parents and children on the school run after the
Link is completed

e Construction impeding our children’s safety and ability to travel to and participate
in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park

e Rat runs and increased traffic in side streets surrounding the School by drivers
seeking to avoid tolls

e Impacts on bus routes and stops on Victoria Road
e Impacts on cycle paths on Victoria Road
e Access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by cyclists and pedestrians

Other major concerns | have include:

(/)&w,ao N *E’Mwﬁogftj €x/5/5/ uce " F -5}4@,,\?{
' VWMj/v ter e chcke avd Ll
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For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to
consider and address these important concemns.

Yours Sincerely,
(I allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published)

Name: (ACAY LENNED
Address: 23 Relmore J’Kaﬁ Kazﬂe NSINJ 2937
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

https://westconnexactiongroup.good.do/makeyoursubmissiontothewestconnexm4mbeis/Submissi
on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 _7485)
Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.
Please provide the following:

e An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

e Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

o Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

e The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,
diameter, facade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on
school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

e Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
e Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

e Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

e Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

e A traffic plan concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

e Details of traffic modelling concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the Iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

e A ftraffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George’s Park, and the School swim carnival at
Drummoyne pool,

e Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

e Details on access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

Other major concerns | have include:
6ot Kids e v Do L,W\W\Loua,h arlon; Ko @1 A v rm cl
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For the sake of our community, our families, and our ch(ld}en | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,

Y
Signature: ’g R o\~ (Q/IM\QELU\

I allow / do _ﬂaﬂow for my personajf@gtaﬂs to be published.
| have not made a reportable political-tonation over $1000 in the past 2 years.

Name: SPKQQM Ve NEOY)
Address: 7, e lanot TM EU ,k\U\‘L 70 )'\

Email:
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5

Link. | outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to the Rozelle Public
School.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes two unfiltered tunnel ventilation facilities of unknown heights: one
approximately 250m northwest and another approximately 700m southeast of the School.

The area encompassed by these stacks’ emissions includes nearly all of the School's
catchment area, potentially affecting many, if not most, of the School's children and
families. Our children will be exposed to unfiltered emissions while at school, as they walk
to and from school, as they play at school, at local parks and where they live. These
emissions can lead to adverse health effects.

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five 4 to 5 years of construction works is proposed. This includes constructing the
tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road approximately 250m from the School,
continuing the tunnelling and all associated work including: demolition, storing and
moving rock, haulage by trucks and the workforce travelling, parking and more.

Above-ground work is proposed to be undertaken 7am-6pm Mondays to Fridays and
8am-1pm on Saturdays. Tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will be 24
hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by
poor air quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years -
potentially the rest of or their entire primary school education - during the entire time that
our children are present on school grounds or at home.

My major concerns are:

e Impacts on our children’s abilities and opportunities to learn and play during these
times

e Impacts on pre-school infants’ opportunity to rest during nap-times

e Endangering children’'s health, increasing their stress, and worsening the impact
on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions

e Impact on our children’s sleep, leading to tiredness and difficulty learning.

Soil pollution in construction

Construction could cause the disturbance of lead and other toxic industrial pollutants
known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and these could be spread
throughout the surrounding area, including the School.
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Safety and traffic management during construction and operation
| am concerned that constructing and using the M4-M5 Link will endanger our
community’s safety in many ways. These include:

e Potential safety risks for road users, including buses, pedestrians and cyclists
during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the close proximity of
construction activities to normal traffic

e Road closures and heavy construction vehicles making it very difficult for parents
and small children to walk to school safely

e Similar road safety concerns for parents and children on the school run after the
Link is completed

e Construction impeding our children’s safety and ability to travel to and participate
in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George’s Park

e Rat runs and increased traffic in side streets surrounding the School by drivers
seeking to avoid tolls

e Impacts on bus routes and stops on Victoria Road
e Impacts on cycle paths on Victoria Road
e Access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by cyclists and pedestrians

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to
consider and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely, ‘/@\

(I allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published)
Name: (M| LY WALEERS
Address: $3 Toucalt {F # 2 g

Email: eﬂ/l:'f\j ,l:rr'\[f;'f\u\-o. @jmﬂ LS

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

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5

Link. | outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to the Rozelle Public
School.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes two unfiltered tunnel ventilation facilities of unknown heights: one
approximately 250m northwest and another approximately 700m southeast of the School.

The area encompassed by these stacks’ emissions includes nearly all of the School's
catchment area, potentially affecting many, if not most, of the School's children and
families. Our children will be exposed to unfiltered emissions while at school, as they walk

to and from school, as they play at school, at local parks and where they live. These
emissions can lead to adverse health effects.

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five 4 to 5 years of construction works is proposed. This includes constructing the
tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road approximately 250m from the School,
continuing the tunnelling and all associated work including: demolition, storing and
moving rock, haulage by trucks and the workforce travelling, parking and more.

Above-ground work is proposed to be undertaken 7am—-6pm Mondays to Fridays and
8am-1pm on Saturdays. Tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will be 24
hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by
poor air quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years -
potentially the rest of or their entire primary school education - during the entire time that
our children are present on school grounds or at home.

My major concerns are:

e Impacts on our children’s abilities and opportunities to learn and play during these
times

e Impacts on pre-school infants’ opportunity to rest during nap-times

e Endangering children’s health, increasing their stress, and worsening the impact
on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions

e Impact on our children’s sleep, leading to tiredness and difficulty learning.

Soil pollution in construction

Construction could cause the disturbance of lead and other toxic industrial pollutants
known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and these could be spread
throughout the surrounding area, including the School.
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Safety and traffic management during construction and operation
| am concerned that constructing and using the M4-M5 Link will endanger our
community’s safety in many ways. These include:

e Potential safety risks for road users, including buses, pedestrians and cyclists
during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the close proximity of
construction activities to normal traffic

e Road closures and heavy construction vehicles making it very difficult for parents
and small children to walk to school safely

e Similar road safety concerns for parents and children on the school run after the
Link is completed

e Construction impeding our children’s safety and ability to travel to and participate
in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George’'s Park

e Rat runs and increased traffic in side streets surrounding the School by drivers
seeking to avoid tolls

e Impacts on bus routes and stops on Victoria Road
¢ Impacts on cycle paths on Victoria Road

e Access to King George’s Park and the Bay Run by cyclists and pedestrians

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to
consider and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,

(I~attexv / do not allow for my personal details to be published)
Name:
Address:
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000292-M00001

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

https://westconnexactiongroup.good.do/makeyoursubmissiontothewestconnexm4mbeis/Submissi
on-to-WestConnex-New-M4M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 _7485)
Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.
Please provide the following:

e An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

e Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

e Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

e The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,
diameter, fagade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on
school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

e Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
e Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

¢ Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

e Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

e A traffic plan conceming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

e Details of traffic modelling conceming all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the Iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

e A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park, and the School swim camival at
Drummoyne pool,

e Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

e Details on access to King George’s Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

Other major concerns | have include:
t ((,Lj SOMN ""{/\_C > @Y%, —)L"(I,-L{L-LCL# (JILLJ}X\L &
G o\ eegMa U Wi~ ook ondy ’
R woraeanoh kxj ('_.L&(L,a-\(%;e/_) “+o N« v (ot

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,

Signature:

I allow / do not allow fer my personal details to be published.

I have not made a reportable political donation over $1000 in the past 2 years.
Name:
Address:

Email:
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Sent:
To:
Subject:

FW: Submission Details

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf O
Sent: Saturday, 14 October 2017 12:59:04 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney
To: I

Subject: Submission Details
Confidentiality Requested: yes
Submitted by a Planner: no

Disclosable Political Donation: no

Name:
Email:

Address:

Content:

Dear Sir / Madam,

Reference: Westconnex M4-M5 Submission / Objection

| am writing to lodge my objection regarding the incompleteness of the EIS. As demonstrated below there
are a number of points that have not been adequately addressed. The areas of concern refers to section
28.6:

Overall for "Table 28-6 Environmental risk analysis of key issues".

Table 28-6 says it covers the Environmental risk analysis of key issues. Why are many of the identified
risks said to be managed and mitigated by a plan that "will be prepared and will include..." An example is
the Construction Noise and Vibration Management Plan. Why hasn't this plan been developed so that we
can actually comment on it? This puts the real management measures to be proposed after the project is
approved. What influence can we have then?

Table 28-6 Environmental risk analysis of key issues includes for air quality:

"Increase in modelled pollutant concentrations on Victoria Road to the north of Iron Cove Link, near
Anzac Bridge and Canal Road at Mascot, as a result of the general increase in traffic at that location due
to the project.”

It then says:

"While the project cannot control the general increase in traffic growth over time and related increase in
vehicle emissions, the progressive introduction of more stringent vehicle emissions regulations will
continue over the life of the project.”

This is an unacceptable statement on the management of a critical risk - air quality. It basically passes the
management of poor air quality due to an increase in traffic volume to someone else! Westconnex will
says it will be a risk until other laws are settled. How is this an acceptable management of a risk that will
impact Rozelle Public School (RPS)?

Table 28-6 Environmental risk analysis of key issues includes for contamination in construction:

"Further investigation of contamination areas will be undertaken and a Remediation Action Plan will be
prepared where necessary. Likelihood = Unlikely, Consequence = Moderate, Risk = Low"



Rozelle has been an industrial and power generating area for generations. We know that it is dangerous
to grow and eat any vegetables in our gardens. This was on TV on Gardening Australia! The risk of
contamination is not low and a Remedial Action Plan is necessary. Where is the Remedial Action Plan?
&#8195;

IP Address: - I
Submission: Online Submission from [ obiect)

https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_activity&id=227513

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

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5

Link. | outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to the Rozelle Public
School.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes two unfiltered tunnel ventilation facilities of unknown heights: one
approximately 250m northwest and another approximately 700m southeast of the School.

The area encompassed by these stacks’ emissions includes nearly all of the School's
catchment area, potentially affecting many, if not most, of the School's children and
families. Our children will be exposed to unfiltered emissions while at school, as they walk
to and from school, as they play at school, at local parks and where they live. These
emissions can lead to adverse health effects.

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five 4 to 5 years of construction works is proposed. This includes constructing the
tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road approximately 250m from the School,
continuing the tunnelling and all associated work including: demolition, storing and
moving rock, haulage by trucks and the workforce travelling, parking and more.

Above-ground work is proposed to be undertaken 7am—-6pm Mondays to Fridays and
8am-1pm on Saturdays. Tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will be 24
hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by
poor air quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years -
potentially the rest of or their entire primary school education - during the entire time that
our children are present on school grounds or at home.

My major concerns are:

e |mpacts on our children’s abilities and opportunities to learn and play during these
times

e Impacts on pre-school infants’ opportunity to rest during nap-times

¢ Endangering children’s health, increasing their stress, and worsening the impact
on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions

e Impact on our children’s sleep, leading to tiredness and difficulty learming.

Soil pollution in construction

Construction could cause the disturbance of lead and other toxic industrial pollutants
known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and these could be spread
throughout the surrounding area, including the School.
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Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

| am concerned that constructing and using the M4-M5 Link will endanger our
community’s safety in many ways. These include:

e Potential safety risks for road users, including buses, pedestrians and cyclists
during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the close proximity of
construction activities to normal traffic

e Road closures and heavy construction vehicles making it very difficult for parents
and small children to walk to school safely

e Similar road safety concerns for parents and children on the school run after the
Link is completed

e Construction impeding our children’s safety and ability to travel to and participate
in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park

e Rat runs and increased traffic in side streets surrounding the School by drivers
seeking to avoid tolls

e Impacts on bus routes and stops on Victoria Road
e Impacts on cycle paths on Victoria Road
e Access to King George’s Park and the Bay Run by cyclists and pedestrians

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to
consider and address these important concemns.

Yours Sincerely,
(I allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published)

Name:CéﬁffM 0/#\.{4«/)
Address:

Email: ¢ ¢y (g4 P le 4 C/ L\-aLn«- ‘LI Lo
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5

Link. I outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to the Rozelle Public
School.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes two unfiltered tunnel ventilation facilities of unknown heights: one
approximately 250m northwest and another approximately 700m southeast of the School.

The area encompassed by these stacks’ emissions includes nearly all of the School's
catchment area, potentially affecting many, if not most, of the School’s children and
families. Our children will be exposed to unfiltered emissions while at school, as they walk

to and from school, as they play at school, at local parks and where they live. These
emissions can lead to adverse health effects.

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five 4 to 5 years of construction works is proposed. This includes constructing the
tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road approximately 250m from the School,
continuing the tunnelling and all associated work including: demolition, storing and
moving rock, haulage by trucks and the workforce travelling, parking and more.

Above-ground work is proposed to be undertaken 7am-6pm Mondays to Fridays and

8am-1pm on Saturdays. Tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will be 24
hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by
poor air quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years -
potentially the rest of or their entire primary school education - during the entire time that
our children are present on school grounds or at home.

My major concerns are:

e Impacts on our children’s abilities and opportunities to learn and play during these
times

e Impacts on pre-school infants’ opportunity to rest during nap-times

e Endangering children’s health, increasing their stress, and worsening the impact
on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions

¢ Impact on our children’s sleep, leading to tiredness and difficulty learning.

Soil pollution in construction

Construction could cause the disturbance of lead and other toxic industrial pollutants
known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and these could be spread
throughout the surrounding area, including the School.
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Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

| am concerned that constructing and using the M4-M5 Link will endanger our
community’s safety in many ways. These include:

Potential safety risks for road users, including buses, pedestrians and cyclists
during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the close proximity of
construction activities to normal traffic

Road closures and heavy construction vehicles making it very difficult for parents
and small children to walk to school safely

Similar road safety concerns for parents and children on the school run after the
Link is completed

Construction impeding our children’s safety and ability to travel to and participate
in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park

Rat runs and increased traffic in side streets surrounding the School by drivers
seeking to avoid tolls

Impacts on bus routes and stops on Victoria Road
Impacts on cycle paths on Victoria Road
Access to King George’s Park and the Bay Run by cyclists and pedestrians

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to
consider and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,
(I allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published)

Name: (Celina %o./"c},r\ﬁ_f‘
Address: % ?apnms‘y\cb_ S

- Rozlle

Email: w‘m_ho\\W@ M\Y\Aﬂv‘& - Cornl
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5
Link. | outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to the Rozelle Public
School.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes two unfiltered tunnel ventilation facilities of unknown heights: one
approximately 250m northwest and another approximately 700m southeast of the School.

The area encompassed by these stacks’ emissions includes nearly all of the School’s
catchment area, potentially affecting many, if not most, of the School's children and
families. Our children will be exposed to unfiltered emissions while at school, as they walk
to and from school, as they play at school, at local parks and where they live. These
emissions can lead to adverse health effects.

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five 4 to 5 years of construction works is proposed. This includes constructing the
tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road approximately 250m from the School,
continuing the tunnelling and all associated work including: demolition, storing and
moving rock, haulage by trucks and the workforce travelling, parking and more.

Above-ground work is proposed to be undertaken 7am—-6pm Mondays to Fridays and
8am-1pm on Saturdays. Tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will be 24
hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by
poor air quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years -
potentially the rest of or their entire primary school education - during the entire time that
our children are present on school grounds or at home.

My major concerns are:

e Impacts on our children’s abilities and opportunities to learn and play during these
times

e |mpacts on pre-school infants’ opportunity to rest during nap-times

¢ Endangering children’s health, increasing their stress, and worsening the impact
on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions

e Impact on our children’s sleep, leading to tiredness and difficulty learning.

Soil pollution in construction

Construction could cause the disturbance of lead and other toxic industrial pollutants
known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and these could be spread
throughout the surrounding area, including the School.
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Safety and traffic management during construction and operation
| am concerned that constructing and using the M4-M5 Link will endanger our
community’s safety in many ways. These include:

e Potential safety risks for road users, including buses, pedestrians and cyclists
during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the close proximity of
construction activities to normal traffic

¢ Road closures and heavy construction vehicles making it very difficult for parents
and small children to walk to school safely

e Similar road safety concerns for parents and children on the school run after the
Link is completed

e Construction impeding our children’s safety and ability to travel to and participate
in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park

e Rat runs and increased traffic in side streets surrounding the School by drivers
seeking to avoid tolls

e Impacts on bus routes and stops on Victoria Road
e Impacts on cycle paths on Victoria Road
e Access to King George’'s Park and the Bay Run by cyclists and pedestrians

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to
consider and address these important concermns.

Yours Sincerely,
(I allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published)

Name: A—&e&/ S5AnA
Address: [b Wik gt nge‘m 20.;&\

Emall: Abeer hass an. [b 2 mat). com
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5

Link. I outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to the Rozelle Public
School.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes two unfiltered tunnel ventilation facilities of unknown heights: one
approximately 250m northwest and another approximately 700m southeast of the School.

The area encompassed by these stacks’ emissions includes nearly all of the School's
catchment area, potentially affecting many, if not most, of the School's children and
families. Our children will be exposed to unfiltered emissions while at school, as they walk
to and from school, as they play at school, at local parks and where they live. These
emissions can lead to adverse health effects.

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five 4 to 5 years of construction works is proposed. This includes constructing the
tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road approximately 250m from the School,
continuing the tunnelling and all associated work including: demolition, storing and
moving rock, haulage by trucks and the workforce travelling, parking and more.

Above-ground work is proposed to be undertaken 7am—-6pm Mondays to Fridays and
8am-1pm on Saturdays. Tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will be 24
hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by
poor air quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years -
potentially the rest of or their entire primary school education - during the entire time that
our children are present on school grounds or at home.

My major concerns are:

e Impacts on our children’s abilities and opportunities to learn and play during these
times

e |Impacts on pre-school infants’ opportunity to rest during nap-times

¢ Endangering children’s health, increasing their stress, and worsening the impact
on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions

e Impact on our children's sleep, leading to tiredness and difficulty learning.

Soil pollution in construction

Construction could cause the disturbance of lead and other toxic industrial pollutants
known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and these could be spread
throughout the surrounding area, including the School.
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Safety and traffic management during construction and operation
| am concerned that constructing and using the M4-M5 Link will endanger our
community’s safety in many ways. These include:

e Potential safety risks for road users, including buses, pedestrians and cyclists
during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the close proximity of
construction activities to normal traffic

e Road closures and heavy construction vehicles making it very difficult for parents
and small children to walk to school safely

e Similar road safety concerns for parents and children on the school run after the
Link is completed

e Construction impeding our children’s safety and ability to travel to and participate
in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park

e Rat runs and increased traffic in side streets surrounding the School by drivers
seeking to avoid tolls

e Impacts on bus routes and stops on Victoria Road
e Impacts on cycle paths on Victoria Road
e Access to King George’s Park and the Bay Run by cyclists and pedestrians

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to
consider and address these important concemns.

Yours Sincerely,
(I allow / ’GP‘O not allow for my persona! details to be published)
Name: L\ O \/\Q
. l
Address: / 5= L ng é-L- ,/26“6 /\)So_) 2055(

Bl plealon. ew(w@f{w@cﬁ Lo
! \ \_@ageZOfZ
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5

Link. I outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to the Rozelle Public
School.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes two unfiltered tunnel ventilation facilities of unknown heights: one
approximately 250m northwest and another approximately 700m southeast of the School.

The area encompassed by these stacks’ emissions includes nearly all of the School's
catchment area, potentially affecting many, if not most, of the School’s children and
families. Our children will be exposed to unfiltered emissions while at school, as they walk
to and from school, as they play at school, at local parks and where they live. These
emissions can lead to adverse health effects.

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five 4 to 5 years of construction works is proposed. This includes constructing the
tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road approximately 250m from the School,
continuing the tunnelling and all associated work including: demolition, storing and
moving rock, haulage by trucks and the workforce travelling, parking and more.

Above-ground work is proposed to be undertaken 7am-6pm Mondays to Fridays and
8am-1pm on Saturdays. Tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will be 24
hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by
poor air quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years -
potentially the rest of or their entire primary school education - during the entire time that
our children are present on school grounds or at home.

My major concerns are:

e Impacts on our children’s abilities and opportunities to learn and play during these
times

e Impacts on pre-school infants’ opportunity to rest during nap-times

e Endangering children’s health, increasing their stress, and worsening the impact
on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions

e Impact on our children’s sleep, leading to tiredness and difficulty learning.

Soil pollution in construction

Construction could cause the disturbance of lead and other toxic industrial pollutants
known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and these could be spread
throughout the surrounding area, including the School.
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Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

I am concerned that constructing and using the M4-M5 Link will endanger our
community’s safety in many ways. These include:

Potential safety risks for road users, including buses, pedestrians and cyclists
during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the close proximity of
construction activities to normal traffic

Road closures and heavy construction vehicles making it very difficult for parents
and small children to walk to school safely

Similar road safety concerns for parents and children on the school run after the
Link is completed

Construction impeding our children’s safety and ability to travel to and participate
in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park

Rat runs and increased traffic in side streets surrounding the School by drivers
seeking to avoid tolls

Impacts on bus routes and stops on Victoria Road
Impacts on cycle paths on Victoria Road
Access to King George’s Park and the Bay Run by cyclists and pedestrians

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to
consider and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,
(I allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published)

Name: . ) C(H el |DGE -
Address: Wt QUL 31, K SBEILE - D6 29

Email: |, {ED @l 1o sing - (OM-GA -
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5

Link. | outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to the Rozelle Public
School.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes two unfiltered tunnel ventilation facilities of unknown heights: one
approximately 250m northwest and another approximately 700m southeast of the School.

The area encompassed by these stacks’ emissions includes nearly all of the School’s
catchment area, potentially affecting many, if not most, of the School’s children and
families. Our children will be exposed to unfiltered emissions while at school, as they walk
to and from school, as they play at school, at local parks and where they live. These
emissions can lead to adverse health effects.

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five 4 to 5 years of construction works is proposed. This includes constructing the
tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road approximately 250m from the School,
continuing the tunnelling and all associated work including: demolition, storing and
moving rock, haulage by trucks and the workforce travelling, parking and more.

Above-ground work is proposed to be undertaken 7am—-6pm Mondays to Fridays and
8am-1pm on Saturdays. Tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will be 24
hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by
poor air quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years -
potentially the rest of or their entire primary school education - during the entire time that
our children are present on school grounds or at home.

My major concerns are:

¢ Impacts on our children’s abilities and opportunities to learn and play during these
times

e Impacts on pre-school infants’ opportunity to rest during nap-times

¢ Endangering children’s health, increasing their stress, and worsening the impact
on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions

e Impact on our children’s sleep, leading to tiredness and difficulty learning.

Soil pollution in construction

Construction could cause the disturbance of lead and other toxic industrial pollutants
known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and these could be spread
throughout the surrounding area, including the School.
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Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

| am concerned that constructing and using the M4-M5 Link will endanger our
community’s safety in many ways. These include:

Potential safety risks for road users, including buses, pedestrians and cyclists
during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the close proximity of
construction activities to normal traffic

Road closures and heavy construction vehicles making it very difficult for parents
and small children to walk to school safely

Similar road safety concerns for parents and children on the school run after the
Link is completed

Construction impeding our children’s safety and ability to travel to and participate
in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park

Rat runs and increased traffic in side streets surrounding the School by drivers
seeking to avoid tolls

Impacts on bus routes and stops on Victoria Road
Impacts on cycle paths on Victoria Road
Access to King George’s Park and the Bay Run by cyclists and pedestrians

Other major concerns | have include:

For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to
consider and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,

(I allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published)

—

Name:

Email:

Botla HonsoN
Address: LS50 \[\C"U\J\q {LOK Ra ?«Q}&

sunflowe/ 197 6@ hotma .\ « (o
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5

Link. | outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to the Rozelle Public
School.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes two unfiltered tunnel ventilation facilities of unknown heights: one
approximately 250m northwest and another approximately 700m southeast of the School.

The area encompassed by these stacks’ emissions includes nearly all of the School’s
catchment area, potentially affecting many, if not most, of the School’s children and
families. Our children will be exposed to unfiltered emissions while at school, as they walk
to and from school, as they play at school, at local parks and where they live. These
emissions can lead to adverse health effects.

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five 4 to 5 years of construction works is proposed. This includes constructing the
tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road approximately 250m from the School,
continuing the tunnelling and all associated work including: demolition, storing and
moving rock, haulage by trucks and the workforce travelling, parking and more.

Above-ground work is proposed to be undertaken 7am—-6pm Mondays to Fridays and
8am-1pm on Saturdays. Tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will be 24
hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by
poor air quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years -
potentially the rest of or their entire primary school education - during the entire time that
our children are present on school grounds or at home.

My major concerns are:

¢ Impacts on our children’s abilities and opportunities to learn and play during these
: times

e Impacts on pre-school infants’ opportunity to rest during nap-times

e Endangering children’s health, increasing their stress, and worsening the impact
on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions

e Impact on our children’s sleep, leading to tiredness and difficulty learning.

Soil pollution in construction

Construction could cause the disturbance of lead and other toxic industrial pollutants
known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and these could be spread
throughout the surrounding area, including the School.
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Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

| am concerned that constructing and using the M4-M5 Link will endanger our
community’s safety in many ways. These include:

e Potential safety risks for road users, including buses, pedestrians and cyclists
during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the close proximity of
construction activities to normal traffic

¢ Road closures and heavy construction vehicles making it very difficult for parents
and small children to walk to school safely

e Similar road safety concerns for parents and children on the school run after the
Link is completed

e Construction impeding our children’s safety and ability to travel to and participate
in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George’s Park

¢ Rat runs and increased traffic in side streets surrounding the School by drivers
seeking to avoid tolls

e Impacts on bus routes and stops on Victoria Road
e Impacts on cycle paths on Victoria Road
e Access to King George's Park and the Bay Run by cyclists and pedestrians

Other major concerns | have include:
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For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to
consider and address these important concerns.

Yours Sincerely,
(I allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published)

Name: “OPY Cmﬂ{V\
address: W LelinpLpy START | Boumaw, sl NS

Email: S M coofen @ me. Coyn
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)

Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5

Link. | outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to the Rozelle Public
School.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes two unfiltered tunnel ventilation facilities of unknown heights: one
approximately 250m northwest and another approximately 700m southeast of the School.

The area encompassed by these stacks’ emissions includes nearly all of the School’s
catchment area, potentially affecting many, if not most, of the School’s children and
families. Our children will be exposed to unfiltered emissions while at school, as they walk

to and from school, as they play at school, at local parks and where they live. These
emissions can lead to adverse health effects.

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five 4 to 5 years of construction works is proposed. This includes constructing the
tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road approximately 250m from the School,
continuing the tunnelling and all associated work including: demolition, storing and
moving rock, haulage by trucks and the workforce travelling, parking and more.

Above-ground work is proposed to be undertaken 7am—-6pm Mondays to Fridays and
8am-1pm on Saturdays. Tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will be 24
hours a day, seven days a week.

| am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by
poor air quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years -
potentially the rest of or their entire primary school education - during the entire time that
our children are present on school grounds or at home.

My major concerns are:

e Impacts on our children’s abilities and opportunities to learn and play during these
times

e Impacts on pre-school infants’ opportunity to rest during nap-times

e Endangering children’s health, increasing their stress, and worsening the impact
on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions

e Impact on our children's sleep, leading to tiredness and difficulty leaming.

Soil pollution in construction

Construction could cause the disturbance of lead and other toxic industrial pollutants
known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and these could be spread
throughout the surrounding area, including the School.
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Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

| am concerned that constructing and using the M4-M5 Link will endanger our
community’s safety in many ways. These include:

e Potential safety risks for road users, including buses, pedestrians and cyclists
during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the close proximity of
construction activities to normal traffic

e Road closures and heavy construction vehicles making it very difficult for parents
and small children to walk to school safely

e Similar road safety concerns for parents and children on the school run after the
Link is completed

e Construction impeding our children’s safety and ability to travel to and participate
in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George’s Park

e Rat runs and increased traffic in side streets surrounding the School by drivers
seeking to avoid tolls -

e Impacts on bus routes and stops on Victoria Road
e Impacts on cycle paths on Victoria Road
e Access to King George’s Park and the Bay Run by cyclists and pedestrians

Other major concerns | have include: C 77ec o )
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For the sake of our community, our families, and our children, | hope you will be able to
consider and address these important concerns. ;

Yours Sincerely,

(I allow / do not allow for my personal details to be published)
Name: Wﬁf-‘-vﬁl F;’qégm“'(&-

Address: ¥ Coeq S K o2z ll& 2 23 7
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NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001

https://westconnexactiongroup.good.do/makeyoursubmissiontothewestconnexm4mbeis/Submissi
on-to-WestConnex-New-M4 M5/

Feedback on EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link (Application Number SSI 16 7485)
Thank you for the opportunity to give my feedback on the EIS for WestConnex M4-M5 Link. |
oppose the project and outline my major concerns below, particularly those related to Rozelle
Public School (the School) as a sensitive receptor.

Ventilation: Air pollution

WestConnex proposes unfiltered tunnel ventilation outlets of unknown heights: one approximately
250m northwest and three others approximately 700m south of the School. At present there is
insufficient detail or evidence of analysis to determine the impact to the children at the School.
Please provide the following:

e An analysis of current traffic volumes at 9am, noon and 3pm on Victoria Road adjacent to
the school, and projected traffic analysis for school days both on Victoria Road adjacent to
the School, and for both a tolled and toll-free Iron Cove Link tunnel adjacent to the School,
at 9am, noon and 3pm, by commercial and non-commercial vehicle type,

o Evidence of current air pollution levels at the School from 9am, noon and 3pm for all
school days in the past year, and the projected levels of air pollution at the School post-
construction at 9am, noon and 3pm on day one, year one, year five and year ten,
including carcinogenic diesel particulates, PM 2.5 particulates, and any other relevant
measurement,

o Details of the prevailing wind and other relevant weather conditions at the School for each
day in the past year,

e The final design of the 4 ventilation shafts proposed for Rozelle, including the height,
diameter, fagade and exact location, and a commitment that all ventilation shafts in
Rozelle will be filtered for PM2.5,

Air pollution, noise and vibration during construction

Four to five years of construction works is proposed, including work as close to the School as
Wellington Street, constructing the Iron Cove Link tunnel entrance and exit on Victoria Road
approximately 250m from the School, with tunnelling work (and activities to support tunnelling) will
be 24 hours a day, seven days a week.

I am very concerned that this will mean our children will be badly affected in some way by poor air
quality, noise and vibration during 24/7 construction for four to five years - potentially the rest of
their entire primary school education - during the entire time that our children are present on
school grounds or at home.

Please provide a construction plan to include specific commitments and plans to:

e Limit negative impacts on our children’s abilities to learn and play during these times,
e Eliminate noise at pre-school infants’ nap-times and during tests at the School

o Minimise the impact of construction children’s physical health, stress levels, and the
impact on those with pre-existing respiratory conditions,

e Ensure children living within 500m of construction are able to receive full nights of sleep,
as lack of sleep leads to tiredness and proven difficulty learning.
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Soil pollution in construction

Please provide specific plans that ensure that construction will not cause the disturbance of lead
and other toxic industrial pollutants known to be distributed in the soil throughout Rozelle and
specific plans to eliminate the spread of soil contaminants throughout the surrounding area,
including the School.

Safety and traffic management during construction and operation

At present there is insufficient traffic management detail to ensure the safety to the children at the
School both during construction and operation. Please provide the following:

e A traffic plan concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the construction area,
including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton Street and Darling
Street which minimises risks to safety for road and footpath users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during construction due to temporary road arrangements or the
close proximity of construction activities to normal traffic,

o Details of traffic modelling concerning all roads and footpaths within 500m of the
construction area, including but not limited to Victoria Road, Wellington Street, Merton
Street and Darling Street which minimises risks to safety for road users, including buses,
pedestrians and cyclists during operation whilst the Iron Cove Link is toll-free, and if the
Iron Cove Link is tolled in future, including any potential rat runs created by road users
avoiding tolls,

e A traffic plan to maximise our children’s health and safety and ability to walk to and
participate in important School events, such as the School cross country and athletics
carnival, normally held at King George's Park, and the School swim camival at
Drummoyne pool,

e Details of the impacts on bus routes and stops, and cycle paths and footpaths within 500m
of construction, including but not limited to Victoria Road during construction and
operation,

e Details on access to King George’s Park and the Bay Run by road users, cyclists and
pedestrians during construction and operation.

Other major concerns | have include:
.FCDIS/OAIH@ oun C 7€ D RAZK— Vg C)"Q(./.ﬁ'-};_&y (( utanz
A= TE=/R ﬁ‘?"?’“ﬂf PO =4

e 5 7_,.; — ( — pe 7 pe e L L]
T e brpaoa ) < Ax{ Quulrrz 7 S 9}‘9#&&&&:{7 Lo LiEa &)
i é}an e )‘7 S Aowl]) TRre= 4228 e ) TOLBZH - Cowpz
Loae K =l D Plgori. SPERZY g;.}L,) L] TE G
For the sake (gf our community, our families, and our c/hildren, I/hope you will be able to consider
and address these important concerns. — S Al T /./) W 7urrg. /
Yours Sincerely, Or D AOTE a1l Sum /T Scen

| — /{’:o[ ert Creeg |/
Signature: e "lro— 74.+ & S . ’
| allow / do-not.allow for my personal details to be pub!fshed

I have not made a reportable political donation over $1000 in the past 2 years.

Name: W rvis /O TP kel . g

< Lol e A TS o =
Address: & CooK cr—, RoOemtlll /
Email:
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Submissieh from: Submission to:

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

Name:

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: g Qg@ ” < f . Application Number: SSI 7485 Application
Suburb'W PostcodecQ,O}7 . Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

" 1 submit my ebjection 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 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.

o Why the so called ‘King Street Gateway’ been excluded in the analysis of cumulative impacts of other projects ?

o 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 det out in detail so that residents can properly

comment on the impacts.

o Alotof work has gone into building cycling and pedestrian routes in Rozelle and Annandale. Interference and
disruption of routes for four years is not a 'temporary' imposition.

o The EIS acknowledges that extra construction traffic will add to travel times across the Inner West and have a negative
impact on businesses in the area. No compensation is suggested. These impacts are not been taken into account of

evaluating the cost of WestCONnex.

o 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.




000300-M00003

wish Submission to:
e RIS g cati
j Planning Services, ]
W—’-} Department of Planning and Environment
Name:....... Y 2T GPO Box 39, sdeey, NSW, 2001

Signature:.... <. L&l G AdssrsiTas z Attn: Director - Transport Assessments

Please jrelude my personal information when publishing this submission te your website Application Number: SSI 7485

Declaration : 1 HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.
g_ ~ Application Name: WestConnex M4-MS Link

Address:......... g(@&/( ............. T U PR 0
Subarbs oo /%m,wrz»__“ ....................................... mm....&p...?z..j

#}* 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 shoulzi be a strict requirement
to protect such heritage items. '

e*

EIS is Indicative only - Pyrmont bridge Road site - 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. This is because the EIS
states ‘the detail of the design and construction approach is indicative only’ and is subject to ‘detailed design and
construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.’ '

%»* The EIS gives no information about changes to traffic increases entering the Sydney CBD caused by the Westconnex.
Duncan Gay when asked about this, in connection to huge increases of traffic predicted to enter the city from Westconnex
at St Peters, would only say that traffic would disperse! So thousands of extra vehicles would magically disperse — where?
There is no plan for this. RMS has only just started work to identify which roads will need to be upgraded to deal with
these vast numbers of extra vehicles entering the city. So it is impossible to forman understanding of the true
Environmental iinpacts of this project - which is the very purpose of an EIS.

«* While the Rozelle interchange remains committed to be opened in December 2023, the design is so preliminary and so

complex that it needs to be treated as another stage of the project to ensure that potential private sector funders are willing

to invest, knowing they can heavily modify and/or defer the Rozelle Interchange.

The removal of Buruwan Park for road vndemng and the realignment of the Crescent is a particular loss of badly needed parkland. This park
was established as a nature corridor and a buffer to shield the locat residents from City West Link, there are mature trees on this site, it was not
intended as a children’s recreational area with play equipment, the description in the EIS is inaccurate. Buruwan Park also has a main cycle
route running through it. The alternative route being suggested is poor and takes no account of encouraging cycling as a mode of transport.
The alternative routes are based on distance only and take no account of time taken or topography. Had this been done then this would have
changed the assessment for the removal of the existing cycle/walkway bridge over the City West link. There is also no mention of this bridge
being replaced after construction of the Westconnex. This is not acceptable.

0,
o






