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

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

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

> Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road.There are also a
number of childcare centres very close to the Darley Road site.

> The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day at this site will create an unacceptable risk to students.-
The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site. The alternative proposal which provides
that all spoil'trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the only proposal that should be considered.

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

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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> The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed
and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the
design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed
design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.” Therefore this entire
process is a sham as the extent to which.concerns are taken into account is not known as the contractor
can simply make further changes. As the contractor is not bound to take into account community impacts
outside of the strict requirements and as the contractor will be trying to deliver the project as quickly and
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the additional measure proposed with respect to construction noise
mitigation for (example) will not be adopted. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not
provide a reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with
a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the
Government to provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of
project delivery. The additional effect of this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the
Council will be unable to undertake compliance activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack
any substantial detail.

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

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

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

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

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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> The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement may occur. We object to the projectinits entirety on

this basis. The EIS states that ‘settlement, induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in
some areas along the tunnel alignment’. The risk ofground' movementis lessened where tunnelling is more than 35
metres. However, some tunnellingis at less than 10 metres. This proposed tunnelalignment creates an unacceptable
risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS states that there are a number of discrete areas to the north and
northwest of the Rozelle 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

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

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

> The EIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option’ would be determined during ‘detailéd design’. This is
unacceptable and residents have no opportunity to comment onthe detailed designs. The fail‘ure to include this detail
" means that residents have no idea as to what is planned and cannot comment or input into those plans. (Executive
Summary xvi) '

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

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

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

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be'informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other. parties
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Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. '

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

" Cumulative impacts of aircraft noise and construction noise

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

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

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

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

Cumulative impacts of aircraft emissions and spoil truck
emissions

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

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

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

‘wedged deep in the lung and possibly enter the bloodstream,

scientists say.

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

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

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

The researchers at the University of Athens found that around half
the participants (just under 45 per pent) were exposed to more than
55 decibels of daytime aircraft noise, while around one in four (just
over 27 per cent ) were exposed to more than 45 decibels.of night-
time aircraft noise. '

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

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

I object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd because in '
addition to the existing aircraft emissions and noise experienced by
people living near the site, this will mean an additional cumulative
impact of spoil truck diesel exhaust emissions and noise every 4
minutes in peak hour based on number of truck movements per
hour and in excess of every 4 minutes per hour in non. peak
permitted construction hours. This will give rise to increased

health risks from noise and air pollution which research suggest

will cause increased blood pressure and risk of stroke.

Hourly distribution of noise events above 70dBA
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39,
Sydney, NSW, 2001
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Submission in relation to:  Application Number - SSI 7485
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Declaration: 1 have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

1 object to the WestConnex M4-M35 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the feason(s) set out below.

Noise impacts from trucks

1. I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt because engine noise from the trucks approaching the intersection up
the grade would be a constant source of annoyance to residents of Darley Road down to its intersection with Charles Street.

2. The independent engineer engaged by the Inner West Council Jim\Holt also came to this conclusion in his reﬁon to the Council. SMC have
not recognised this impact in the EIS. They sent a response to the Council as follows:
‘Response: Noise from construction traffic using the public road network is assessed under the Roads and Maritime Noise Criteria
"Guideline (NCG), which documents Roads and Maritime’s approach to implementing the Road Noise Policy (RNP). Under the NCG, an
initial screening test is carried out to determine whether noise levels would increase by more than two decibels (dBA). This represents an
increase in'the number of vehicles of approximately 60 per cent due to construction traffic or a temporary reroute due to a road closure.
Where increases are 2dBA or less, then further assessment is required as noise level changes would most likely not be perceptible to most
people. Where noise levels increase by more than 2dBA (i.e. 2.1 dBA or greater) further assessment is required using criteria presented in
the NCG.
Darley Road is currently being used by heavy vehicles and light commercial vehicles (construction, delivery etc) that contribute to
background noises. The predicted traffic noise increase (dBA) at the Darley Road site is around 0.5dBA.’

3. Youdo not need to be an acoustic engineer to know that truck and dogs are very noisy and that local residents will be impacted greatly,
especially those close to where trucks will be accelerating and decelerating. Darley Road, Leichhardt is not currently experiencing 14 truck
and dog movements an hour during peak time stated in the EIS and an unknown (but presumably greater) number of truck movements
within off peak construction hours. This is a truck movement every 3-4 minutes during peak. Assuming that they will increase truck
movements during off peak residents can expect a truck every 2-3 minutes. We do not need a screening test or assessment to tell us that
residents will be subjected to extreme levels of truck noise.

4. SMC’s response does not acknowledge this and does not refute Jim Holt’s conclusion that residents will be impacted. SMC’s response like
the proponent’s EIS fails to acknowledge the true impact of the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt.

5. The resident’s of Darley Rd, Francis, Hubert and Charles St have little acoustic protection against the noise of truck €ngines, exhaust and
brakes and non is contemplated i in the EIS.

6. Commercial trucks are very loud; a standard diesel engine produces approximately 100 decibels (dB) of noise. Engine braking noise can be
disturbing both because it is loud and also as it has a distinctive characteristic modulation. Engine braking noise is caused by pulses of
gases being emitted from the truck exhaust system, giving a machme gun' sound.

7. Tobject to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Lelchhardt because the truck noise impacts for residents will be too great for the .
extended period of construction involved and the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt should be rejected on this basis.

8. lobject to the EIS because the proponent incorrectly asserts construction traffic is unlikely to result in a noticeable increase in LAeq noise
" levels at receivers along the proposed construction traffic routes (Darley Road, Leichhardt and City West Link). This does not take account
of the impact of vehicle noise from fully laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep incline from Darley Rd to the City West Link. It does
not take account of the noise impact of vehicles using air brakes down the same incline and braking to enter the site. The impact of these
will be substantial.
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1 object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Pedestrian and cyclist movements

1. 1object to the EIS because it fails to describe the temporary changes to Darley Road, Leichhardt to enable access to and from the ancillary
facility that would likely be required in relation to the Darley Rd site and instead allows for the final plan to be decided by the contractor.

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

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

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

I object to the fact that I am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. 1 object to the fact that I will have no right or
opportunity to have input into detailed design following the appointment of a design and construction contractor.

Light rail access

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

Sydney, NSW, 2001
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T object to the WestConnex M4-M35 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Hours of operation

1.

1 object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its plan for a dive site as it is clear
impacts are too great for the community. At the very least the site should be restricted to standard construction hours for all operations
above ground and there should be no shifts commencing or ending outside of standard construction hours. The proponent should be directed
to find a site where its operations will not impact on residents outside of standard construction hours.

I objéct to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the proponent represents that spoil removal from this
site would only occur within standard construction hours.

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

*Spoil handling associated with tunnelling supported by the Darley Road civil and tunnel site would occur 24 hours a day, seven days a _
week. Spoil would be handled below ground wherever practicable to reduce the potential for amenity impacts in adjacent areas. Spoil
handing at the surface outside standard day time construction hours would occur within an acoustic shed to manage potential amenity
impacts. Spoil removal from this site would only occur within standard construction hours, between 7.00 am and 6.00 pm Monday to
Friday, and between 8.00 am and 1.00 pm on Saturdays.’ '

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week." The EIS fails to assess or explain the impacts of
this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other than spoil trucks),
workers arriving for shifts and leaving after shifts. It is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain noise. The Jim Holt report
stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear whether the proponent will mandate
the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection rather than what is feasible.

1 object to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the proponent represents that spoil removal from this
site would only occur within standard construction hours.

-

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

‘Reasonable and feasible work practices and mitigation measures would be implemented to minimise potential noise impacts due to
activities occurring at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site. Local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA would be kept informed about
works outside standard day time construction hours at the site.

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to assess or explain the impacts of
this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other than spoil trucks),
workers arriving for shifts and leaving after shifts. It is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed, will contain noise. The Jim Holt report
stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear whether the proponent will mandate
the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection rather than what is feasible.

I object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its plan for a dive site as it is clear
impacts are too great for the community. At the very least the site should be restricted to standard construction hours for all operations
above ground and there should be no shifts commencing or ending outside of standard construction hours. The proponent should be directed
to find a site where its operations will not impact on residents outside of standard construction hours.

1 object to the EIS because the proponent/contractor would only have to keep local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA informed about”
works outside standard day time construction hours at the site. Local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA would have no right to limit
works outside standard day time construction hours at the site. As we have seem with other stages of WestConnex this leads to devastating
impacts for residents who must endure significant periods of exposure to out of hours works which involve noise, lights and disturbance.
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M35 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below:

Truck routes
1.

T object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation to the Darley Rd site, which
SMC have on many occasions told the community they are contemplating as alternatives.

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that ‘It is anticipated that the majority of construction traffic would enter the
site from the southern (westbound) carriageway of Darley Road, Leichhardt via new driveways. Heavy vehicles associated with spoil
haulage would travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt. A temporary right turning lane at the
intersection of City West Link and Darley Road, Leichhardt would be provided for use by construction vehicles. Heavy vehicles would exit
the site by turning left onto Darley Road, Leichhardt before turning left onto City West Link.

‘Construction traffic may also access the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) via the westbound lanes of City West Link.’

‘Temporary traffic management measures would be established to enable access and egress arrangements. These would be detailed in a

"CTAMP, which would be prepared to manage construction traffic associated with the project.’

1 object to the EIS because it suggests that no local roads would be used by heavy vehicles during works yet at the same time acknowledges
that spoil trucks may use local roads in exceptional circumstances which include when there is queuing to get into the site. Darley Rd is
highly congested with traffic queues forming during much of the day which will lead to queues to enter the site. Queuing will not therefore
be an exceptional circumstance and the result will be that spoil trucks are able to use local roads without being in breach, which will be
often. This is unacceptable to residents of Francis, Hubert, William and Charles St and I object to the EIS on this basis. As queuing cannot
be avoided on Darley Rd this clearly shows why this location is inappropriate. The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find
a location directly on the City West Link where spoil trucks will never use local roads. Why should residents’ lives be put at risk because
the project must be delivered as soon as possible?

T object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation to the Darley Rd site and instead
allows for the final plan to be detailed in the CTAMP, Preferred Infrastructure Report or Ancillary Facilities Management Plan.

Peter Jones of SMC has on many occasions made representations to the community that his plan is to stage trucks from the port and
eventually when possible to have them arrive and depart from the site underground when a tunnel is established between Leichhardt and the
M4 East. He has also said that loading of spoil would take place underground at this time. He has recently told us of his plan to load trucks
from a ramp off the city west link by means of a hopper conveyor which would pass over the Light rail station delivering spoil into silos
below which trucks would pull up to receive their load. The laden trucks would then travel west bound along the city west link. None of
this plan is detailed in the EIS.

1 object to the fact that | am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. I object to the fact that I will have no right or
opportunity to have input into the CTAMP, PIR or AFMP on matters which will have a devastating impact to me and to residents near 7
Darley Rd.

I object to the proposal for vehicles associated with spoil haulage to travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley Rd. .
This proposal is dangerous and the impacts and risks are too great. Darley Rd is acknowledged by RMS to be a sub-standard road in terms
of its construction. The intersection from the city west link is a steep blind turn even for traffic coming across from James St. This is
followed by immediate left hand turns into both Francis St and Hubert St. A number of properties on Darley Rd would be at risk of
destruction from spoil haulage trucks in the event of a truck having to brake suddenly to avoid stationary‘ vehicles.

The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find a location directly on the City West Link where spoil trucks will never use
local roads. Why should residents lives be put at risk because the project must be delivered as soon as possible?
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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 re;sidents and most pedestrian access is at this end. There are no
homes that will have direct line of site of the facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access
to the light rail without the need to use the winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and

adds to the time required to access the light rail stop.

>> The site should be returned to.the community as compensation for the imposition of this construction site in our |
neighbourhood for a 5 year period. If the substation and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site, |
then the lower half of the site (which is the most accessible end) could be converted into open space with
mature trees planted. As this site is immediately adjacent to the bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that
support active transport could be included. This would result increase the green space for residents and result in
a pleasant green environment for pedestrians, rather than a fenced facility.
> The EIS currently permits trucks to access local roads in ‘exceptional circumstances’, which includes queuing at the ‘
site. Given the constraints of the site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site for Dan Murphy's),
queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS needs to be amended to rule our

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

> All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to falls Street) should have a
blanket prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor barking. These hoems are already suffering the
worst construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking
and additional noise impacts. These streets are not constructed for heavy vehicle movements and on this basis
should also be ruled out. The EIS needs to prohibit 'outright truck movements including parking) and worker
parking on all of these streets.

> The EIS needs to require that all workers are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail with no
parking whatsoever permitted on local roads at the Darley Road site. This is justified becauée the site provides 11
car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a
strict requirement on workers to use public transport or project provided tfansport and a prohibition needs to be in
place against parking on local streets. The EIS ‘needs to require that this restriction is included in all contracts

and in the relevant approvali documentation.

> The Darley Road site should be rejected because it involves acquiring Dan Murphy's. This business was rennovated

and opened with full knowledge that it was to be acquired. The lessee and sub-lessees should not be pérmitted

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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compensation in these circumstances. The demolition of the entire building (which the EIS confirms will occur) is'

wasteful and represents mismanagement of public resources.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed befare this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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> The project directly affected five listed heritage items, including demolition of the stormwater canal at Rozelle.
Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or local heritage significant would be subject to indirect impacts
through vibration, settlement and visual setting. And directly affected nine individual buildings as assessed as being
potential local heritage items. It is unacceptable that heritage items are removed or potentially damaged and the
approval should prohibit such destruction.(Executive Summary xviii)

> The EIS states that ‘Impacts associated with property acquisition would be managed through a property acquisition
support service.” There is no reference as to how this support service will be more effective than that currently
offered. There were many upset residents and businesses who did not believe they were treated in a respectful and fair
manner in earlier stages. The EIS needs to include details as to lessons learned from earlier projects and how this will
be improved for the M4-MS5 impacted residents and businesses. (Executive Summary xviii)

> The EIS states that investigation would be undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road bridge is a potential
roost site for microbats. There will be attempts to ‘manage potential impacts’ if confirmed. This is inadequate. The
project should not be permitted to impact on vulnerablespecies.

> The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will occur during construction. However it does not propose to
address these negative impacts in the design of the project. This is unacceptable and the EIS needs to propose
walls,, plant and perimeter treatments and other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the impact on visual

amenity. (Executive Summary xviii)
N

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

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

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 for the following reasons:

1. The EIS should not be apprdved as it does not contain any certainty for residents-as to what is proposed
and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the
design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed
design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.” Therefore this entire
process is a sham as the extent to which concerns are taken into account is:-not known as the contractor
can simply make further changes. As the contractor is not bound to take into account community impacts
outside of the strict requirements and as the contractor will be trying to deliver the project as quickly and
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the additional measure proposed with respect to construction noise
mitigation for (example) will not be adopted. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not
provide a reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with
a génuine opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the
Government to provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of
project delivery. The additional effect of this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the
Council will be unable to undertake compliance activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack
any substantial detail.

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

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

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

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

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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4  We object to the location of a permanent substation
and water treatment plant following the completion of
the project on the Darley Road site. This will limit the
future uses of the land and the community has been
continually assured that the land, which is
Government-owned, would be available for -
community purposes. The presence of this facility will
forever prevent the ability for safe and direct
pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users
required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will
also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent
facility is to be located then it should be moved to the
north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and
has less visual impact on residents.

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

-will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

& The EIS states that, if the current proposal for
ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve
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“satisfactory environmental and health impacts, that

further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is
unacceptable and the EIS does not provide the
alternative locations for any such facilities and
therefore the community is deprived of any
opportunity to comment on their impacts. The EIS
should not be approved on the basis that there may be
additional ventilation facilities that are not disclosed
in the EIS.

' Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and

Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley
Road.There are also a number of childcare centres

- very close to the Darley Road site.

The presence of 170 heavy and.light vehicle
movements a day at this site will create an
unacceptable risk to students. The EIS 'should not
permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site.
The alternative proposal which provides that all spoil
trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the
only propoéal that should be considered.

All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as
NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a

* strict prohibition on any truck movements and worker

contractor parking. These homes are already suffering
the worst construction impacts of the work on the site
and should be spared the further imposition of lack of
parking and additional noise impacts. The EIS needs
to prohibit outright truck movements (including
parking) and worker parking on all of these streets.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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4 The EIS states that construction noise levels would
exceed the relevant goals without additional
mitigation. The additional mitigation is mentioned
but not proposed. All possible mitigation should be
included as a condition of approval. The EIS
acknowledges that substantial above ground
invasive works will be required to demolish the
Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The
EIS noise projections indicate that for 10 weeks
residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts.
The EIS doe not contain a plan to manage or
mitigate this terrible impact. There is no detail as to
which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary
relocation; there are no details of any noise walls
or what treatments will be provided to individual
homes that are badly affected. The approval needs
to contain detail as to how this unacceptable
impact will be managed and minimised during the
construction period and, in particular, during site
establishment. | object to the selection of the
Darley Road site on the basis that the works
required (demolition and surface works) will create
unacceptable and unbearable noise and vibration
impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates that
at least 36 homes will basically be unliveable
during this period. In addition, the planned 170
heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen
the impact of construction noise.

& | 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
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at the City West Link and James Street is the third
most dangerous in the inner west.

The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in
exceptional circumstances which includes queuing
at the site. Given the constraints of the Darley Road
site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS
needs to be amended to remove queuing as an
exceptional circumstance. The truck movements
should properly managed by the contractor so 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.

Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC

that the Darley Road site would be operational for
three years. The EIS states that it will be operational
for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for

" residents. The works on the site should be

restricted to a three-year program as was promised.

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

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

Name Email

Mobile




1

I object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS

application # S%QSS, for the reasons set out below.

Name:..............70 M ....... M A“ V;S[:f 'ﬁf_&-— .................................................................

S-ignature: .............. %’l V\W

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

Declaration : 1

e B 5 PP ST

Suburb: N CALMEL ELEYD. e,

4 The EIS states that property damage due to ground
‘movement may occur. We objett tothe projectinits
entirety on this basis. The EIS states that ‘settlement,
induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater
drawdown, may occurin some areas along the tunnel
alignment’. The risk of ground movement is lessened
where tur;nelling is more than 35 metres. However,
some tunnelling is at less than 10 metres. This
proposedtunnel alignment creates an unacceptable
risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS states
that there are anumber 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 o‘wner. would be placed
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.

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

f
% TheElSstatesthat ‘a preferred noise mitigation

option’ would be determined during ‘detailed
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design’. This is unacceptable and residents have no
opportunity to comment on the detailed designs.
The failure toinclude this detail means that residents
have no idea as to what is planned and cannot
comment or input into those plans. (Executive
Summary xvi)

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

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

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

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

o The Rozelle Rail Yards are a totally inappropriate area to create a new recreational area because the area will be
highly polluted by unfiltered Pollution Stacks and Tunnel Portals. In the EIS it is referred to as an idealized area.“It is
envisaged that the quantum of active recreation within the Rozelle Rail Yards would be further developed by others as
projects such as The Bays Precinct are developed. The concept plan provides spaces that could include an array of
active recreation opportunities and even community facilities such as gardens or a school.” The suggestion that this
would be a suitable location for a School is just beyond belief and demonstrates that those who have put these plans
together are either staggeringly ignorant or totally delusionall At a time when major World cities are doing all they
can to address the dire problems of pollution this is an appalling suggestion that is totally out of touch.

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

o Insufficient time has been given for the community to prepare submissions to the EIS, especially when one considers
that whole neighbourhoods affected by the project were not even notified during the concept design period. e.g
Newtown, east of King St.

o Acquisition of Dan Murphys — | object to the acquisition of this site on the basis that Dan Murphys renovated and
started a new business in December 2016, in full knowledge that they were to be acquired, with the acquisition
process commencing early November 2016. This is maladministration of public money and the tax payer should not be
left to foot the compensation bill in these circumstances.
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1. Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex and the government is seeking approval, yet there are
no detailed construction plans so we are not speaking to a real situation.

2. The process that has led to this EIS has been undemocratic and obscure, driven by decisions made behind closed doors.

3. The business case for the project in all three stages has failed to taken into account the external costs of these massive
road projects in air pollution for human and environmental health, in adding fossil fuel emissions to increase global
warming effects, and in the economic and social costs of the disruption to human activities, of displacement of people
and businesses and of the destruction of community cohesion and amenity. These external costs far outweigh any
benefits from building roads which poorly serve people’s transport needs but instead enrich private corporations.

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

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

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

7. There are estimated 100 heavy and 70 light vehicle movements a day and the plan is to allow a right-hand turn into '
Darley Road from the CW Link. The trucks will drive onto Darley Road, turn right into the site and then left back out onto
the CW Link, which is unrealistic given the amount of traffic on these roads now.

8. |am appalled that the Sydney Motorway Corporation could seek approval to build complex interchanges under the
suburbs of Rozelle and Leichhardt on the basis of an EiS that is based on a concept design rather than detailed proposal
that includes engineering plans.

9. 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?

10. The increased amount of traffic the M4-M5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters Interchange will have a

4 heavy disruptive impact on the local transport routes, whether by vehicle, bus, or active transport (walking and cycling).

Other Comments

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

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

e  SMC have made it all but impossible for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The
Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. Monday and Wednesday: 10am to 7pm. Tuesday:
10am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am to Spm. Saturday and Sunday: 11am to 4pm. This restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair
community engagement.

e Given the high cost of the tolls and their anticipated annual increase it is also expected that there will be an increase on traffic generally on local
roads as motorists avoid the tollways. This can already be seen on Parramatta Rd immediately the new M4 tolls were activated. We expect
exactly the same effect in the roads around the interchange, including the Princes Highway, King St, Edgeware and Enmore Roads and through
the streets of Erskineville and Alexandria.

e  The EIS at 12-57 describes potentially serious problems where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key Sydney Water utility services that service
Sydney’s eastern and southern suburbs. Why is SMC proposing tunnelling within metres of these critical services when no accurate surveying
has been done? And when there is only limited information available about the strength of these water tunnels ? The community can have no
confidence in the EIS proposals that are incomplete and possibly negligent. The EIS proposals and application should not be approved till these
issues are definitively resolved and publicly published.

e There has been no independent consideration of alternatives, in particular of a major expansion of commuter rail transport. The Department
should reject this inadequate EIS and have a review of the flawed processes that have already led to massive expenditure on the inadequate
option of privatised toll roads. This proposal is out of step with contemporary urban planning.

e FEIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncertainties. “The EIS is based on the concept design developed for the
project. As such, it is to be expected that some uncertainties exist that will need to be resolved during detailed design and construction and
operational planning. As described in Chapter 1, construction contractors (for each stage of the project) would be engaged during detailed
design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction
methodology to be adopted. This may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in
this EIS. Any changes to the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant mitigation
measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval”. The EIS should not be approved till the bulk of these
‘uncertainties’ have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public comment.

. | object to the publication of this EIS only 14 days after the final date for submission of comments on the concept design. At the time this EIS
was approved for publication, there had been no public response to the public submissions on the design. it was not possible that the
community’s feedback was considered let alone assessed before the EIS model was finalised. The rushed process exposes the fundamental lack
of integrity in the feedback process and treats the community with contempt.

e  Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex, yet there are no detailed construction plans. It is not enough to say there will
be mitigation if negative impacts unfold. An EIS should assess risks and be able to predict whether they are worth risking and if so, what
mitigation should be necessary.

e  The assessment and solution to potentially serious problems described in the EIS at 12-57 (where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key
Sydney Water utility services that service Sydney’s eastern and southern suburbs) is “based on assumptions about the strength and stiffness of
the water tunnels given that limited information about the design and condition of these assets was available. Detailed surveys should be
undertaken to verify the levels and condition of these Sydney Water assets. A detailed assessment would be carried out in consultation with
Sydney Water to demonstrate that construction of the M4-MS5 Link tunnels would have negligible adverse settlement or vibration impacts on
these tunnels. A settlement monitoring program would also be implemented during construction to validate or reassess the predictions should it
be required.” The community can have no confidence in the EIS proposals that are incomplete and possibly negligent. The EIS proposals and
application should not be approved till these issues are definitively resolved and publicly published.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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Name:
Attention Director
Application Number: SSI 7485 Application | Signature: (

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Please include k(m ross out or circle) my personal information when publishing this
Department of Planning and Environment submission to your website.l HAVE NOT made reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Application Name: WestConnex M4-MS5 Link Postcode-

| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

= It is clear that the tunnel portals will be major sites for more traffic congestion. Some intersections
that are currently very congested will be just as bad in 2033.

= No road junction as large and complex as the extraordinary spaghetti junction proposed to go
underground has been built anywhere in the world. The feasibility is not tested. There are no
international or national standards for such a construction.

* The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-M5 link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney
Metro in the same area - in the Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an
unknown hazard to the soundness of the buildings above, and given that two different tunnelling
operations will take place quite close, the people in those buildings will struggle to get repairs and
compensation for loss because either contractor will no doubt blame the other.

* The €IS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is clear from more detailed reading
deep into the EIS (ie 12-57 Sydney Water Tunnels) that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may
vary very significantly, after further survey work has been done and construction methodology determined
by the construction contractor. The maps provided in the EIS are nothing more than ‘indicative’ and are
misleading the community. The €IS should be withdrawn, corrected and updated, and reissued for genuine
public comment based on ‘definitive’ information. .

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

= Are there other potentially serious problems with Sydney Water utility services (described at EIS 12-57)
or with other utilities in other suburbs or along the proposed M4-MS tunnel alignment ? If so, the €IS
proposals and application should not be approved till these are all disclosed, researched, surveyed and the
resolution publicly published.

* The increased amount of traffic the M4-MS Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters,
‘Haberfield and Rozelle Interchanges will disrupt local transport networks including bus and active
transport (walking and cycling). ‘

* I oppose the destruction of any more of Sydney’s heritage for WestCONnex. I am appalled that Sydney
Motorway Corporation is seeking approval to tunnel under hundreds of highly valued heritage buildings in
Newtown without any serious assessment of risk at all. This heritage belongs to all of Sydney.

s I strongly object to the privatisation of the WestConnex project that turns public monies into private
profit.

= The mechanical ventilation proposed depends on single direction tunnel construction, so how it can possibly
work for large curved tunnels on multiple levels is unknown.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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| object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS Submission to:
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.

Planning Services,
Name:......... I . . rcsies s4e st ses et asssrseresressssnasensinareenssans Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
SHEMALUIE .ot eee e e er e b e bbb sib s ea b et bR s b ersaees ser b bt ha b sha b ebarteb ehes
Attn: Director — Transport Assessments
Please include@mss out or circle) my personal information when )
publishing this submission to your website Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any Application Number: SSI 7485 Application
reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link
Address: ......

Suburb: ..... —Postcod-

e 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.

e 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.

e 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.

e Increased traffic congestion in areas around portals will increase pollution along roadsides, with predicted adverse impacts on
breathing and th'rough 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.

e 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.

e 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)

e 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.

e There has been no ‘meaningful’ consultation with the community. Some areas affected by M3/MS have not even been
letterboxed by SMC. These include St Peters and sections of Erskineville. The SMC received hundreds of submissions on its
concept design and failed to respond to any of these before lodging this EIS.

e 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.

e 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

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

Planning Services,

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

Aﬁn: Director — Transport Assessments

Application Number: SSI 7485

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Link

Suburb: ff&é‘e ......... Postcode..Z.Qﬁ.].

Vv 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 pliovided to individual homes
that are badly affected. The approval needs to
contain detail as to how this unacceptable
irﬁpact will be managed and minimised during
the construction period and, in particular, during
site establishment. | object to the selection of the
Darley Road site on the basis that the works
required (demolition and surface works) will
create unacceptable and unbearable noise and
vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS
indicates that at least 36 homes will basically be
unliveable during this period. In addition, the
planned 170 heavy and light vehicles will
considerably worsen the impact of construction

noise.

v 6bject to the proposal to the.Da'rIey 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.

Vv The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in

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

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

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
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Attention Directb‘r _
Application Number: S51 7485 Application

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website.
Department Of Planning and Environment | HAVE NOFmade reportable political donations in the last 2 years.
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 . | Address: / ' g

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Suburb:

| object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals for the following reasons: . Z i /7

1. We object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the project on
the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured that the -
land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this facility will forever

" prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users required to walk down a dark and
winding path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is to be located then it should be moved to
-the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual impact on residents.

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

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

A}

4. Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road.There are also a
number of childcare centres very close to the Darley Roadsite.

5. The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day at this site will create an unacceptable risk to students.
The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site. The alternative proposal which provides
that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the only proposal that should be considered.

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

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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Attention Director T e L W ...............................................................................
Application Number: SSI 7485 Application Signature: ' '
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Please include my personal information when publisl;ing.this submission to your website.
Department Of P/anning and Environment | HAVE NOT made reportable po/iti_cal donations in the last 2 years.
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 . | Address: 45~ A NG S
Application Name; WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Suburb: Postcode j_? '

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

1. The substation and water treatment plant should be moved to the north end of the site near the City West link.
This will mean that the site is less visible to residents and most pedestrian access is at this end. There are no
homes that will have direct line of site of the fécility 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 sfop.

2. The site should be returned to the community as compensation for the imposition of this construction site in our
neighbourhood for a 5 year period. If the substation and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site,
then the lower 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 fécility.

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

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

4. Al of the streets abutting Darley Road iaentiﬁed as NCA 13 (James Street to falls Street) should have a
blanket prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These hoems are already suffering the
worst construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of iack of parking

" and additional qoise impacts. These streets are not constructed for heavy vehicle movements and on this basis
should also be ruled out. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements including parking) and worker '

parking on all of these streets.

5. The EIS needs to require that all workers are bussed in 6r use public transport such.as the light rail with no
~parking whatsoever permitted on local roads at the Darley Road site. This is justified because the site provides 11
car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a
strict requirement on workers to use public transpoﬁ or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in
place against parking on local streets. The EIS needs to require that this restriction is included in all- contracts

and in the relevant approval documentation.

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

Attention Director e e,
App/ication Number: S51 7485 Application Signature:
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website.
Department of Planning and Environment | HAVE NOT made reportable political donations in the last 2 years.
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address: '
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Suburb: W Postcode.

- . . 29—
| object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

1. The project directly affected five listed heritage items, including demolition of the stormwater canal at Rozelle.
Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or local heritage significant would be subject to indirect impacts
through vibration, settlement and visual setting. And directly affected nine individual buildings as assessed as
being potential local heritage items. It is unacceptable that heritage items are removed or potentially damaged and
the approval should prohibit such destruction.(Executive Summafy xviii)

2. The EIS states that ‘Impacts associated with property acquisition would be managed through a property acquisition
support service.” There is no reference as to how this support service will be more effective than that currently
offered. There were many upset residents and businesses who did not believe they were treated in a respectful‘and fair
manner in earlier stages. The EIS needs to include details as to lessons learned from earlier projects and how this will
be improved for the M4-MS5 impacted residents and businesses. (Executive Summary xviii)

3. The EIS states that investigation would be undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road bridge is a potential
roost site for microbats. There will be attempts to ‘manage potential impacts’ if confirmed. This is inadequate. The
project should not be permitted to impact on vulnerablespecies.

4. The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will occur during construction. However it does not propose to
address these negative impacts in the design of the project. This is unacceptable and the EIS needs to propose
walls,, plant and perimeter treatments and other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the impact on visual
amenity. (Executive Summary xviii)

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

6. The construction and operation of the project will result in 51 property acquisitions. We object to the project in its
entirety because of this impact. We note that a number of long-standing businesses have been acquired and that many
families and businesses in earlier stages have been forced to go to court to seek fair compensation. We object to the

~acquisition in particular of the Dan Murphys site. The business was substantially renovated and a new business
opened with full knowledge of the likely acquisition. We object to it being acquired and compensated in this
circumstances and call on the Government to investigate the circumstances which led to this occurring (Executive
Summary xvii) '

Campaign Mailing Lists :‘/ would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
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Attention Director
Application Number: SSI 7485

Infrastructure Projects, Planning
Services,

Department of Planning and
Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
Application Name:

WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Signature:

Address: 5

Nameg:—-
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Suburb:© %A’LW\A\ \/V

Please

mclude my persanal mformatwn when publishing this submission to your website. 1 HAVE NOT
made reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

P’@N SN

”"‘2-64*

1 submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals for the reasons stated below, and request the Minister
reject the application entirely, and cause the proponents to reissue an EIS that is based on a fully researched, developed,
" and budgeted concept design, and require the proponents to prepare a new business case against that design.

Rozelle Rail Yards and Rozelle Civil Site.lt 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.

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

Truck routes — Leichhardt: No trucks should be
permitted on Darley Road or local roads in

Leichhardt or Lilyfield. The EIS proposes that all
trucks will arrive at the Darley Road, civil and
tunnel site from Haberfield and travel along
Darley Road to the site, with a right-hand turn
now permitted into James Street. The proposed
route will result in a truck every 3-4 minutes for
5 years running directly by the small houses on
Darley Road. These homes will not be habitable
during the five-year construction period due to
the unacceptable noise impacts. The truck
noise will be worsened by their need to travel up
a steep hill to return to the City West. Link, so
the noise impacts will affect not just those
homes on or immediately adjacent to Darley
Road. The proposal to run trucks so close to
homes is dangerous and there have been two
fatalities on Darley Road at the proposed site
location. The EIS does not propose any noise
or safety barriers to address this. Despite the
unacceptable impact to nearby homes, there is
no proposal for noise walls, nor any mitigation
to individual homes.

At the western end of Bignell Lane near
Pyrmont Bridge Road existing flood depth was
identified up to one metre in the 100 year ARI.
The NSW Government Floodplain
Development Manual (2005) identifies this
location as a high flood hazard area.
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" ] object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application  Submission to:

. #SS17485, for the reasons set out below. : t-

Planning Services,
Name: L-. L/ S (/t be D Q. ;\4 K Department of Planning and
............................................................................................................................. Environment
Slgnature..........% ...... .

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.. Application Number:‘SS! 7485
* - ‘Application
Address: ... /, fy .......... [a. ........ ‘O/S+ ...........................
@ . C Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Suburb: .oveoecereeeeen L V\O\'(/\AO\( ....................... Postcode...?:?.}.g.. Link

o The project directly affected five listed heritage items, including demolition of the stormwater canal at Rozelle.
Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or local heritage significant would be subject to indirect impacts
through vibration, settlement and visual setting. And directly affected nine individual buildings as assessed as
bein'g potential local heritage items. It is unacceptable that heritage items are removed or potentially damaged and
the approval should prohibit such destruction.(Executive Sumnﬁary XVviii)

o The EIS states that ‘Impacts associated with property acquisition would be managed through a property acquisition
support service.” There is no reference as to how this support service will be more effective than that currently
offered. There were many upset residents and businesses who did not believe they were treated in a respectful and fair
manner in earlier stages. The EIS needs to include details as to lessons learned from earlier projects and how this will
be improved for the M4-MS5 impacted residents and businesses. (Executive Summary xviii) .

o The EIS states that investigation would be undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road bridge is a potential
roost site for microbats. There will be attempts to ‘manage potential impacts’ if confirmed. This is inadequate. The
project should not be permitted to impact on vulnerablespecies.

o The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will occur during construction. However it does not propose to
address these negative impacts in the design of the project. This is unaccéptab]e and the EIS needs to propose
walls,, plant and perimeter treatments and other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the impact on visual
amenity. (Executive Summary xviii)

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

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

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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o The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed
and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the
design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed
design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.” Therefore this entire
process is a sham as the extent to which concerns are taken into account is not known as the contractor
can simply make further changes. As the contractor is not bound to take into account community impacts -
outside of the strict requirements and as the contractor will be trying to deliver the project as quickly and
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the additional measure proposed with respect to construction noise
mitigation for (example) will not be adopted. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not
provide a reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with
a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the
Government to provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of
project delivery. The additional effect of this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the
Council will be unable to undertake compliarice activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack
any substantial detail. ‘

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

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

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

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

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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. o The substation and water treatment plant should be moved to the north end of the site near the City Wesf link.

This will mean that the site is less visible to residents and most pedeétrian access is at this end. There are no

" homes that will have direct line of site of the facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access
to the light rail without the need to use the winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and
adds to the time required to access the light rail stop.

o The Asite 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.

o The EIS currently permits trucks to access local roads in ‘exceptional circumstances’s which includes queuing at the
site. Given the constraints of the site (and based on experience with cars -accessing the site for Dan Mufphy's),
queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS -needs 1o be amended to rule our

queuing as an excepiional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads.

o All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to falls Street) should have a
blanket prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These hoems are already suffering the
worst construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking
and additional noise impacts. These streets are not' constructed for heavy vehicle movements and on this basis
should also be ruled out. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements including parking) and worker
parking on all of these streets.

o The EIS needs to require that all workers are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail with- no
parking whatsoever permitted on local roads at the Darley Road site. This is just:ified because the site provides 11
car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day on site. The project cannot be approveé on this basis without a
strict requirement on workers to use public transport or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in
place against parking on local streets. The EIS needs to require that this restriction is included in_all contracts

and in the relevant approval documentation.

o The Darley Road site should be rejected because it involves acquiring Dan Murphy's. This business was rennovated

and opened with full knowledge that it was to be acquired. The lessee and sub-lessees should not be permitted
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removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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compensation in these circumstances. The demolition of the entire building (which the EIS confirms will occur) is

wasteful and represents mismanagement of public resources.

N
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o TheElSstates that property damage due to ground movement may occur. We object to the projectinits entirety on
this basis. The EIS states that ‘settlement, induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in
some areas along the tunnel alignment’. The risk of ground movement is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35
metres. However, some tunnellingis atless than 10 metres. This proposed tunnelalignment creates an unacceptable
risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS states that there are a number of discrete areas to the north and
northwest of the Rozelle Rail Yards, to the north of Campbeli 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 There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states that ‘the S
ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel and are predicted to have
negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the impacts on air
quality need to be provided so that‘the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the impaét.

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

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

o Theproposal fora permanentwater treatment plantand substation to the south of the site on Darley Road will prevent
direct pedestrian access to the IigHt rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the projectis completed.
The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the
area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct
line of sight to the facility. It should not be permitted on this site.

o TheEISdoesnot mention theimpact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels identified are
misleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts it will have on
surrounding homes and businesses.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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o 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 E!S 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 establishmeht. | object to the
selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that the works required (demolition and surface works) will
create unacceptable and unbearable noise and vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates that
“at least 36 homes will basically be unliveable during this period. In addition, the planned 170 heavy and light
vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction - noise.

o | 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.

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

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

o The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels

identified are misleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise
impacts it.will have on surrounding homes and businesses.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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SUBMISSION: WESTCUNNEX M4-M5 LINK LA

MARRICKVILLE NSW 2204

The Hon. Anthony Roberts,
Minister for Planning
GPO Box 5341, Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Minister,

I make the following submission in response to the Environmental Impact Statement for the M4-M5
WestConnex Link. | write to raise my strong objections and concerns about this project, namely:

- EXTENDED CONSTRUCTION: Construction in Haberfield and Ashfield will continue until at least 2022,
with 24/7 tunnelling set to continue for years. This is a breach of faith with our local community, which was
promised that construction for WestConnex would end in 2019;

- CONSTRUCTION SITES: Both the construction options spelled out in the EIS are unacceptable. Our
community has lived through years of noise, dust and disruption, with very little enforcement of the
Government's weak and ineffective conditions of approval. At minimum, construction times must be
significantly reduced and there must be proper intra-agency coordination to ensure minimal impact for
affected residents;

- TRAFFIC AND PARKING: This project will significantly increase local traffic in Haberfield and

Ashfield, including heavy trucks for further spoil movements. Light vehicle movements will

dramatically increase as workers use parking lots proposed in the EIS. | am also very concerned about the
proposal for Liverpool Rd/Hume Hwy Ashfield to be used as a spoil route;

- EXHAUST STACKS: | strongly oppose unfiltered exhaust stacks in our local community and am
concerned about the lack of data on the cumulative impacts on air quality of both the M4 East and
proposed M4-M5 Link; Unfiltered stacks proposed for St Peters and Rozelle are entirely unacceptable;

- LACK OF CERTAINTY: The "indicative" aspects of the EIS provide little certainty as to how the project
will impact affected communities. | object to the fact the EIS has been released only weeks after closing
submissions for the design concept plans. The subsequent Preferred Infrastructure Report must be be
made available for public scrutiny and feedback;

- ROUTE: | urge you to investigate'alternatives that mitigate the disaster that is the first two stages of
WestConnex without further impacting inner west communities.
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Yours sincerely,
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Authorised by Jo Haylen MP, 299 Marrickville Rd, Marrickville 2204. Printed by Phone: I/\.\M, q&t

Jeffries Printing, 5/71A Milperra Rd, Revesby NSW 2122 using parliamentary
entittements. October 2017.
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| submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, for
the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application and require preparation of a

enuine, not indicative, EIS _
roa. Loz eses

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.

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Suburb: .. WALA UA

(o]

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

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 heaith 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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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

Alternative truck movement proposal - Leichhardt:
4. The EIS states that an alternative truck movement is proposed which involves use of the City West

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

to be used.

Noise impacts - Leichhardt:
5. The EIS indicates that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at the

Darley road construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in
the leichhardt or St Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise
on the amenity of nearby residents and businesses. The noise impacts of construction are not able
to be mitigated to an acceptable level and the EIS should not be approved on this basis.

Alternative truck movement proposal —~ Leichhardt:
6. We object to the selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that it provides for daily movements

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

Parking - Leichhardt:
7. No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets.

Parking is at a premium in this area and many residents to not have off-street parking. The removal
of 20 car spaces for five years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the
removal of ‘kiss and ride facilities’ at the light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on
William Street which is not taken into account in the EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The

EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on local streets.
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| submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, for
the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application and require preparation of a

enuine, not indicative, EIS

O The EIS states that ‘settlement, induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in some areas.._
along the tunnel alignment). The risk of ground movement is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 metres.
However, it is proposed to tunnel at 29 metres under hawthorne Parade Haberfield and only 35 metres at Elswick
Street North. This proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable risk of ground movement. (Executive
Summary, xvii). The EIS states that damage will be rectified at no cost to residents with no detail as to how this will
occur or the likely extent of property damage. The project should not be approved on the basis that it creates a risk of
property damage that cannot be mitigated against so as to bring the risk to an acceptable level.

O The Hawthorne canal, which is the closest waterway to the Darley Road site, is described in the EIS as a “sensitive
receiving environment’. (Executive Summary, xix). Darley Road is a contaminated site with asbestos and the water
treatment plant to be established during construction proposes running water from the treatment plant directly into
the waterways. The permanent water treatment plant will involve water from the tunnel discharged to local
stormwater systems and waterways, therefore this is a permanent impact. This proposal will further compromise the

quality of the waterway and impact on the four rowing clubs in close vicinity.

O The EIS states that there may be impacts from flooding which, amongst other things, may disrupt drainage systems. There is
no detail as to how the issues with flooding at Darley Road will be managed and on their potential impact on the area.

(Executive Summary, xxi)

O The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the site which includes a mature tree. I object to the removal of
the tree which creates a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the tree is removed it must

be replaced with a mature tree as soon as the remediation of the sitecommences.

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

O 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.
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| submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS application # SS| 7485, for
the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application and require preparation of a

enuine, not indicativeEIS
o Thepsite 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 g fenced facility.

o The EIS currently permits trucks to access local roads in ‘exceptional circuinsta.nces’,
which includes queuing at the site. Given the constraints of the site (and based on
experience with cars accessing the site for Dan Murphy's), queuing will be the norm
and not the exception. The EIS needs to be amended to rule our queuing as an
exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads.

o All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to falls
Street) should have a blanket prohibition on any truck movements and worker
contractor parking. These 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 im pacts. These streets are not constructed for heavy
vehicle movements and on this basis should also be ruled out. The EIS needs to
prohibit outright truck movements including parking) and worker parking on all of

these streets.

o The EIS needs to require that all workers are bussed in or use public transport such as
the light rail with no parking whatsoever permitted on local roads at the darley Road
site. This is justified because the site provides 11 car spacers for an estimated 100
workers a day on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a strict
requirement on workers to use public transport or project provided transport and a
prohibition needs to be in place against parking on local streets. The EIS needs to
require that this restriction is included in all contracts and in the relevant approval

documentation.
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| submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, for
the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application and require preparation of a

enuine, not indicative, EIS

- | Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Installation of a permanent motorway operations complex - Leichhardt:
. 1objecttothe location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the

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

impact onresidents.

. Tunnel depths-Leichhardt:
Il.  Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of

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

Ventilation facilities:
I1l. The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory

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

Impact on safe walking and riding to schools - Leichhardt:

V. Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road.There are
also a number of childcare centres very close to the Darley Road site.The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle
movements a day at this site will create an unacceptable risk to students. The EIS should not permit any truck
movements near the Darley Road site. The alternative proposal which provides that all spoil trucks enter and leave
from the City West link is the only proposal that should be considered.
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| submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS application # SS| 7485, for
the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application and require preparation of a

genuine, not indicative, EIS

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

development.

o The EIS provides that Darley Road traffic will increase by 4% following the completion of the project in 2022. There is

no benefit for residents flowing from this project. It is unacceptable that Leichhardt residents, particularly those close
to Darley Road, will be forced to endure years of highly intrusive construction impacts and then derive no benefit from
the project.The EIS states that the road network will improve once the Western Harbour Tunnel and Beaches Link
opens, which means that residents will have to endure worsened traffic conditions for up to 10 years. While the traffic
on the City West Link is forecast to decrease by up to 40 per cent once the project is completed, this is based on
commuters electing to use the tollways. There is limited evidence to support these statistics and it is likely that many
people will choose to use local roads to avoid the toll which will result in significant rat-running. There is no plan in

the EIS to manage this issue.

The EIS states that ‘some surface works’ would need to be carried out out-of-hours to minimise traffic disruptions or
for safety or operational reasons’. Given that Darley Road is a known accident black spot and is highly congested,
particularly at peak periods, it is likely that there will be frequent out-of-hours work. This will create an unacceptable
impact on those living close to the site. There are an estimated 36 homes that will suffer severe noise impacts and out
of hours work will adversely affect their amenity of life. In addition, it is likely to lead to additional road closures and
diversions, placing pressure on the local traffic network. No out-of-hours work should be permitted except in the case
of a true emergency. The EIS as drafted effectively permits out of hours to be undertaken whenever this is convenient to

the contractor (Executive Summary xiv).

The EIS states that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation. Activities
identified include earthworks, demolition of existing structures and site establishment and utility adjustments. The
Darley Road site will suffer unacceptable construction impacts due to the need to demolish the large Dan Murphy’s
building and the EIS notes that 10 weeks of demolition and road adjustment works will be needed. There are no
additional mitigation measures proposed for resi%ents during this period such as temporary relocation, noise walls or
treatments for individual homes. The approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact will be
managed and minimised during the construction period and, in particular, during site establishment. (Executive
Summary, xiv) We object to the selection of this site on the basis that the works required (demolition and surface
works) will create unbearable noise and vibration impacts and make over 30 homes unlivable and there are NO

additional mitigation plans for these residents.
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| submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, for
the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application and require preparation of a
genuine, not indicative, EIS

Local roads - prohibited truck movements — Leichhardt:

01. 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.

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. I object to the selection of the
Dérley Road site on the basis that the works required (demolition and surface works) will create
unacceptable and unbearable noise and vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates
that at least 36 homes will basically be unlivable during this period. In addition, the planned 170
heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction noise.

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. I 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. I 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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From: Elisabeth Dark <campaigns@good.do>

Sent: Monday, 16 October 2017 2:31 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. NSW Planning must require the Proponent to properly address the impacts set out below which are not
adequately addressed in the EIS.

[ also urge an independent review of WestConnex before more billions are spent and more residents' lives are
damaged. Residents all over Sydney, experts, Councillors and even potential investors have all queried the
information supplied by the Sydney Motorway Corporation and NSW Roads and Maritime Services.

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.’ It is not
acceptable for the community to have no opportunity to comment on the Preferred Infrastructure Report which forms
the basis of the approval conditions.

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 which has been ignored in the EIS. The SMC should be required to fully consider
this plan.

[ completely reject the notion that unfiltered pollution stacks should be built anywhere in Sydney, let alone three or
four in a single area, as is the case with Rozelle. I am particularly concerned that at least 5 schools would be near such
unfiltered stacks. The government needs to urgently review its policy of support for unfiltered pollution stacks, a
policy whish is completely out of step with overseas practice. I reject an approach to transport planning which allows
a government authority to approve a project knowing that it will place some residents at more risk of life threatening
conditions.

The EIS shows that traffic on the City West Link, Johnston St, the Crescent, Catherine St and Ross street would
greatly increase during the construction period and also be greatly increased if Stage 3 were ever completed. It states
that Stage 3 would do nothing to improve traffic congestion in the area, in fact it will actually add to the problem.
Many of these areas are already congested at peak times. The project will also add to congestion on local roads in the
Alexandria, Newtown, Enmore and Erskineville areas.

[ object to the use of Darley Rd, Leichhardt, as a dive site. The site cannot accommodate the projected traffic
movements without jeopardising the road network. Darley Road is a critical access road for the residents of the inner
west to access and cross the City West Link.

When measuring the impacts in the EIS, 1 urge you to bear in mind the mismanagement of the project so far. [ have
little confidence that any measures set out in the approval document will be complied with. SMC has failed to comply
with the environmental protection licence that it was granted as part of previous approvals. NSW Planning has shown
that it does not have the powers to enforce compliance. In this situation conditions are meaningless.

The EIS identifies a significant risk of leaks of contaminated water into Rozelle Bay and Alexandria Canal. Such risks
to health of Sydney's waterways is not acceptable to me.The Sydney Motorway Corporation through its conduct at St
Peters has shown that it cannot be trusted to manage contamination risks.



[ 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. I submitted questions at a
Camperdown session and have not received a reply.

All these objections are about conditions thst directly affect me. I urge the Secretary of NSW Planning to advise the
Minister to reject this EIS and to provide a written response to each of the objections I have raised.

Yours sincerely, Elisabeth Dark 75 Taylor St, Annandale NSW 2038, Australia

This email was sent by Elisabeth Dark 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 Elisabeth provided an
email address (elisabethdark@iinet.net.au) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Elisabeth Dark at elisabethdark@jiinet.net.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
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Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

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

1. Leichhardt Environmental issues - Substation and water treatment plant
The EIS proposes that ‘treated’ water from the tunnel will be directly discharged into the
stormwater drain at Blackmore oval. There are four long-standing rowing clubs in the vicinity
of this location. This plan will jeopardise the integrity of our waterway and compromise the use
of the bay for recreational activities for boat and other users. We object in the strongest terms
to this proposal on environmental and health reasons.
2. Presence of Substation and water treatment plant - Leichhardt
There is no detail in the EIS about the impact of the ongoing Motorway maintenance activities
. during operation provided (noise, vibrations, hours of operation, workers on site etc). The
community therefore cannot comment on the impact that this permanent facility will have on
the amenity of the area. The erection of this facility should not be approved in the basis that
no information is provided and therefore impacts (on parking, safety, noise, amenity of the
area) are not known.
3. Out-of-hours and night work - Leichhardt
Because Darley Rd is highly congested during day time, it is likely there will be frequent out of
hours and night work. The EIS as drafted effectively permits out of hours to be undertaken
whenever this is convenient to the contractor. This will create an unacceptable impact on those
living close to the site. The approval conditions need to prohibit out of hours and night work except
in genuine exceptional circumstances (for example, a risk to life). It is unacceptable to not provide
limits and clear rules on such work.
4. Flooding — Leichhardt
The EIS states that there may be impacts from flooding which, amongst other things, may disrupt
drainage systems. Darley Road is in a flood zone and there have been ongoing issued with flooding
requiring remedial work. This proposal creates an unacceptable risk of flooding and associated
damage and a major tunnelling site should not be permitted on this site on this ground. There is no
detail as to how the issues with flooding at Darley Road will be managed and on their potential
impact on the area. '
Disruption to road network — Leichhardt
5. Disruption to road network
The EIS states that there will be ‘impacts’ ‘that would affect the efficiency of the road network.” No
detail is provided in the EIS as to how cars will be able to access and cross the City West Link
once 170 vehicles (heavy and light) access the site on a daily basis. it belies common sense how
this can even be considered, given its impact on commuter times.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/br 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




004110-M00001

a
-

Attention D|rector. ,. ) Name: M AN /ULOLA.)/‘HQ?
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment Address: _
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 o9 BpimpiN Rop L LE A CHHPR O T
Application Number: SS| 7485 ' Suburb: ¢ ¢tN CHHACEOT Postcode 2CF#¢) -
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Signature: ;\\\.9«(”( ___A4A

Please INCLUDE my personal information when pﬂis\\@s submission to your website

Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable politicahdonations in the last 2 years.

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

contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1.

Traffic diversions — Leichhardt. The EIS states that ‘temporary diversions along Darley Road may be
required during construction’ (8-65). No detail is provided as to when these diversions would occur;
there is no provision for consultation with the community; no detail as to how long the diversions will be
in place and no comment on the impact of diversions on local roads or the amenity of residents. Will
diversions occur at night? If so, down what streets? Diverting the arterial traffic from Darley Road down
local streets (which are not designed for heavy vehicle volumes) will result in damage to streets, sleep
disturbances for residents and create safety issues. There is also childcare centre and a school near
the William Street/Elswick Street intersection which will be impacted by diverting vehicles onto local
roads. It is unacceptable for proposed road diversions not to be detailed whatsoever in the EIS. The
EIS should not be approved without setting out the impacts of road diversions on residents and
businesses.

Permanent water treatment plant and substation — Leichhardt The proposal to locate this permanent
structure in a residential setting is opposed. The site will have a negative visual impact on the area and is in
direct line of sight of a number of homes. If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the site
further from homes. ) :

Discharge of water into storm water at Blackmore Oval — Leichhardt The permanent substation and
water treatment plant proposed for the Darley Road site facility should not be approved as part of the EIS. It
proposes discharging v&ater from the tunnels into the storm water canal near Blackmore Oval. This will
devastate our waterways and impact negatively on the amenity of the bay which has four rowing clubs in
close proximity. In addition, the environmental impacts of this discharge are not properly set out in the EIS.
Impacts not provided — Permanent water treatment plant and substation — The EIS states that
there will be an office, worker parking and buildings to accommodate this facility on a permanent basis.
it does not provide any detail as to — noise impacts, numbers of workers on site, any health risks
associated with the facility. This is simply inadequate and the decision to locate this facility should be
subject to a thorough assessment and approval process. It should not be approved as part of this EIS
as there is simply no detail provided about the impact of this facility on the amenity of the area.
Removal of vegetation — Leichhardt. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the Darley
Road site. There are several mature trees located on the north of the site. None of these trees should be
removed as they provide precious greenery. They also act as a visual and noise screen for residents from
the City West Link traffic. All efforts should be taken to retain the trees and the EIS should not simply permit'
these trees to be removed without proper investigations being undertaken as to how they can be retained. If
they are removed 9followign a proper investigation and consideration of all options) then the approval needs
to specify that all streets are replaced with mature, native trees at the conclusion of the construction at the
site. ‘

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

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

1. "No need for ‘dive’ site — Leichhardt. There is no need for the Darley Road site, other than a time saving
(tunneling) of several months. It is unacceptable that the community should be forced to endure 5 years of
severe disruption to accommodate the timetable of the private contractors. The EIS should not be approved
on the basis that it contains provision for the Darley Road site without any proper justification as for its need.

2. Truck routes — Leichhardt: No trucks should be permitted on Darley Road or local roads in Leichhardt
or Lilyfield. The EIS proposes that all trucks will arrive at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site from
Haberfield and travel along Darley Road to the site, with a right-hand turn now permitted into James
Street. The proposed route will result in a truck every 3-4 minutes for 5 years running directly by the
small houses on Darley Road. These homes will not be habitable during the five-year construction
period due to the unacceptable noise impacts. The truck noise will be worsened by their need to travel
up a steep hill to return to the City West Link, so the noise impacts will affect not just those homes on
or immediately adjacent to Darley Road. The proposal to run trucks so close to homes is dangerous
and there have been two fatalities on Darley Road at the proposed site location. The EIS does not
propose any noise or safety barriers to address this. Despite the unacceptable impact to nearby homes,
there is no proposal for noise walls, nor any mitigation to individual homes.

3. Alternative access route for trucks — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there are ‘investigations’
occurring into alternative access to the Darley Road site. The EIS does not provide any detail on which
residents can comment about alternative access which would keep trucks off Darley Road. The plans
for alternative access should be expedited. It should be a condition of approval that the alternative
access is confirmed and that no spoil trucks are permitted to access Darley Road due to the
unacceptable noise, safety and traffic issues that the current proposal creates.

4. Vegetation: Leichhardt. The mature trees on the Darley Road site should be preserved. If any trees are
removed during construction it should be a condition of approval that they are replaced with mature trees.

5. Permanent substation and water treatment plant — Leichhardt: | object to the location of this facility in

our neighbourhood as out of step with the surroundings. If it is retained, then it should be moved to the north

of the site, out of view from homes. The residual land should be returneq for community purposes such as
parkland.

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

Name Email Mobile
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object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as

contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1.

Construction hours — Leichhardt. The EIS states that works affecting parts of the surface road network
‘subject to high traffic volumes’ will occur out of hours. As Darley Road falls into this category it is likely
residents will be subjected to regular out of hours works. This is an unacceptable irﬁpact given the EIS
provides for 10 weeks of surface works. Any approval conditions need to place a reasonable.and enforceable
limit on the number of nights of out of hours work.

EIS is ‘indicative only’ The EIS states that the EIS is indicative only and can be subject to change by the
contractor. In addition, the community will have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs, nor on
the preferred Infrastructure Report. The EIS should not be approved as it does not give the community a
meaningful opportunity to comment on the impacts to which it will be subject to as a result of this project.
Lack of information The EIS sets out the ‘consuitation’ which has occurred with the community over the
past 12 months. However, these consultation sessions have not provided any meaningful information. And
in the EIS no detail is provided as to how impacts will be managed. For example, the traffic will be subject to
a traffic management plan. What is traffic cannot be managed to an acceptable level at Darley Road? The
EIS does not provide any assurance that impacts such as congestion caused by the addition of 170 vehicle
movements a day at the Darley Road site, will be managed to an acceptable level.

Blackmore oval. The EIS states that Blackmore Oval was not taken for this project as a result of feedback
from the community. | understand that the site was unsuitable for tunneling as it suffered from flooding and
was ruled out on this basis. The EIS should not contain misrepresentations such as this.

Flooding — Leichhardt. Darley Road and adjacent streets such as Hubert St are exposed to flood. The flood
impact could be exacerbated by the disruption or blockage of existing drainage networks, which are risks
identified in the EIS. The EIS has not assessed whether the identified risk to the existing drainage network
will cause increased risk of flood damage to flood lots and it fails to take account of the Inner West Council’s
Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan which contains recommended flood modification options. The
EIS has not assessed whether its drainage infrastructure will impede the Inner West Council’s Leichhardt
Floodplain Risk Management Plan option HC_FM3 to lay additional pipes/culverts from Elswick Street to
Hawthorne Canal (via Regent Street and Darley Road). RMS has not assessed whether its drainage
infrastructure will impede Inner West Council’s Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan option
HC_FM4 to lay additional pipes/.culverts from William Street to Hawthorne Canal via Hubert Street and
‘Darley Road. The EIS should not be approved as it has not properly explained or assessed these impacts.
Leichhardt North Light Rail — The presence of hundreds of trucks and heavy machinery at the Darley Road
site will make it difficult and hazardous for pedestrians to access the light rail. There is no detail in the EIS
as to how this impact will be managed and the EIS should not be approved without properly identifying
management strategies for this risk.

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

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

1. Acquisition and demolition of Dan Murphys — | object to the acquisition of this site on the basis that Dan
Murphys rencvated and started a new business in December 2016, in full knowledge that they were to be
acquired, with the acquisition process commencing early November 2016. This is maladministration of public
money and the tax payer should not be left to foot the compensation bill in these circumstances. It is also
wasteful that several million dollars was spent on renovations, for the entire structure to de demolished less
than 18 months later. )

2. Night works — Leichhardt. The EIS states that to minimize disruptions to traffic on the existing road network
(including in peak hours) there will be night works where appropriate. Given the congested nature of Darley
Road, it is likely there will be frequent night work (EIS, 6.4). This will create an unacceptable impact in
residents. It is unacceptable that a highly unsuitable site has been selected. And, instead of a proper plan to
manage traffic, the EIS contemplate work simply occurring at night. This is objected to in the strongest terms.

3. Additional facilities. The EIS states that the contractor may decide upon additional ‘construction ancillary
facilities’ to the 12 identified in the EIS. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be more
unidentified sites taken, as residents will have no opportunity to comment on their impacts. The approval
condition should limit any construction facilities to those already notified and detailed in the EIS.

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

5. Noise mitigation — Leichhardt. The noise mitigation proposed in the EIS is unacceptable. No detail of
noise walls is provided, giving residents no opportunity to comment on whether final impacts are acceptable.
This is despite the fact 36 homes are identified in the EIS as severely affected by construction noise. The
acoustic shed proposed is of the lowest grade and does not cover the entire site, resulting in noise impacts
from the movement of trucks in and out of the tunnel access point. The highest grade acoustic shed should
be provided, with the shed covering the entire site. The additional noise mitigation such as noise walls, need
to be set out in detail so that residents can properly comment on the impacts.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must
be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other
parties
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Please include my personal information when publismg this submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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




Altantion.:

200/

Subsmisstor i nelation t. Aaplication. Number - $S/ 7985

Agplication name - WestCornnex M7-MS5 Link

004111-M00001

Director. Injrasiructins Projects. Phlm(lrf Services Depariment of Planning and Envivonment, 6PO Eox 39. Sydney. NSH.

pdhess S Arasioprtl Street /) s (o'l fredof PostCote 'O 0
¥
[ 74
mmwwwmwmmmmwmwwwmm@/ﬂo
Declaration.’ / have not made any repordable political dovations i the last 2 years.
/ 0bgect t> the WestConnex M-M5 Link progosals as contained in the E1S application. #SS1 7985 fon. the neasonss) et out betow.
Pedestnian and oyolist movements / obgect & the fact that / am dented the o U addess the impacis of ol
/b o kl04 Jats s ’ aations. / 0bject b the fact that / witt fiave no right on g b have
. 0 to the 1S because & fauts to dedcribe the temporany changes to it inlo delatled deaign following the appovitment of o design and conatuction
poﬁzaumamzemmmmmmwmy mww contuactav. ¢ ¥
be nequined in nelation to the D Rd atte and instead allows for the
finat ptar. b be decided by the contractan. Light nail acceds
The £ atates 10 6.5.8 Dantey Road cintt and tunnel st (C9) that: * /oljest i the EIS beeause & dpes ot tat the accoss b the

e o D Road to enable access to and the
okt g e ot Tioss g s g it
provide a temponany lirning lane for condbucclion and
dpvensiond. bo Ve pedestrian path on the nordlern side of Dantey Read. These
waa[déewz/lmwddm;a’etadeddedgn/o(low@mwomw#a
and consbucclion conluactar, and in condidenalion of the and
of the noad nelwonk, accedd & the Lelchhandt Nowth light

natl dtop and providing for continued pedestrian and. cyelist movement.

1 (8 not elean how continued accesd, pedestniarn and movement witl be
and | am concerned that the impacts fave not been cornectly identified
and asdedsed by the proponent.

€xicting Infractrosture MAME Link
ELRT-E T
& uore i 2ee EDPriec: foopar: MERMIrAe Wont'
TRAnctary ity E2TTeroorary acces: tean
C23urace werts

Fiqure 8.4 Projoct oM - A0 2

» nstation of s3tely and eriroamental Conots.

Letohfiandt NMonth light nadl stop would be maintained at atl timed. Fig 6-9
indicates that onty the eadtenn, accesd witl be maintained. This
duadv eldenty and disabled who Aave to wath up a dtegn kil to the
eastern accedd. (f the proponent tg wlee acceds & the Letehtardt
Noveth natl ston the foinls o porls thal are
it o i Dt ot Lol et st ot
abandoned. The proponent should be dinccted t find a stte whene ts quenations
will not tmpact on udens of the Light Ratt.

il
L

X,
!

A ot

S N ALNCS Rl
~t

Tovm-—3 =

NDOIry pecesinon and

13



004111-M00002

Attention Director

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
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GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
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i .
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Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature:

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

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

application, for the following reasons:

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

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

third most dangerous in the inner west. '

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

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

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

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

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

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

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

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

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

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

‘5. 1object to the number of truck movements proposed at the Darley Road site. The EIS states that there will be daily
movements of 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on
Darley Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The selection
of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, as is currently provided.

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

AN

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

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

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

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

4. Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of
damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and
less this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be repaired
at the Government’s expense. However, no details or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project
should not be approved with such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of damage and
how and when it will be repaired. It will lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage
structural engineers and lawyers to prove that the damage was linked to WestConnex works, with no assurance that
this property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed. 3\

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

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

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

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, /.g/é Aﬂé’
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Application Number: SSI1 7485 - Suburb: L&’Zyﬁ”(p(” Postcode 20(/()

AL .
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: ,
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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of gases being emdtted from the buck exhaust system. guving o ‘mackine gun’

/oé/eothmﬁm@idméwwojmwdojmmmmmm(l
cause.
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Declaration. / have not made any repordable poliiieal donalions tn the laat 2 yeard.

st S~ A pSrTh  Sreo - s (4 Ly %‘/_é&( PoutCode 2OQ
Signatune: . ’ \J
mmwmﬁwmwmwwmwmbwwm@/m

/ obgect b the WestConnex M7-M5 Link propodals as conlatned in Ve £1S application #SS/ 7485 for, the neasonts) set out befow.

Non-compliance with SEARS

/ 0bgest b the proposat becanse & does riot comply with the SEARS nequinements. The
&S must include. but not be lmdted to, & dedcriplion of, the profect and all
components and astivities (¢ componerts and activities)
negquined o consbuct and operate &, e and openational
hegquinements of condiuclion anctflary factlities and. acceds.

180 fan aa & descrtbes the Danley Road cuvit and tunnel site (C9) at Letchhandt the
£18 does not meet thid requinement becaude & does nol dedenibe. the components and
activdlies that have been descnibed b the communtly elthen in meelings with LAW
(Lesetfandt Againat Westlonnex) o at the WeatConnex Communtly Reference Group
established by Sydney Motwuvay Conponation.

The 18 has been reteased beforne Yie proponent & able b descrtbe how & actiatly
plans b carry oul consbuclion. aclivities at Dantey Road, Letchhard, in panticular the

alar fon staging the avuvat of quolt buscks.

7he proponent via, ds agent Syalvey Motoruvay Corponation's Peter, Jones has
advised on several occasions Yiat dpotl Aaulage buicks will be slaged from the Sydney
Ponts, tand on Glebe laland via James Chatg Re. This 4 to avoid the sdluation ot
Haberfield whene buwcks conele the Nowtheole St stte as they ane not able bo queus to
enter, & crealing congeslion and notse impacts as they dhive slowly into Walttle St and.
Ramaay St before making a second rurn at. the Nortieote St alte from e Pamamatia
Road entrarnce.

Wo detatts of ths staged saont haulage proposal at Dantey Road. Letohandt: ane
mummm o atho access. the Dantey Road et
and tuel alte. (C9) at Letchhard? via the weatbound tares of Clly Wedl Link’.

Peter Sones from Sydhney Motoruway Conporalion as advised thal Ae & i the process
of finalising an agreement with, Sydnay. Ports wlich witl enable him lo stage tucks

a location. on Glebe laland via James Cralg RE. The E/S should not fave been
neleaded before this plan was finalised. Peler Jones kas advised that fe ta
nequined t descrtbe the ‘wonal case scenanto’ in the E1S, whick i Ducks anniving ad
Aoc via the eastbound tanes of Clty West Link. The EIS dfiould descrtbe what the
proponent actually plans bo ds ad well as the wondt cade deenanidp so that the impacts of
atl optiond being considenad can be asdessed and conunented on.

.memammmc@ Wedt Link
/ A

4 t4 ot clean from. the E1S bow Uhe alternative plare o the alaged annival of aotl
tuecks frome Sydney. Ponts witt be documented and how stakeholders witl bave an

& assess ds irpacts. The E1S does nol qpecifically state that this staged
a}WaAZZLw(/MeWmeMe CTAMP. MeAmllm#facMeaMa/w;mww

Play on, the Preferned nfrastuctune Repont.
/ obyect to the £1S on the grounds that & does not comply with the SEARS.
Conatrustion vehicte dafely impaocts

/ obyeot s the £1S becare the proposal i nefalior to the Dantey Road covtt and.
lunnel atte (CF) at Letehhandt stated therein, that “feavy vehicled adsoctated with 4noll
mjaomﬂgﬁtm Dantley Road.
' aresent eutnble safely and wrendy inpacts.
The corner. of Danley Re (actually James ) and the Cily West Link i o pedestrion
gone fon:

- Pupils of Onange Grove Public. Sefoot who tive in Letchhiandt

- Students of Sydnay Seconduany College. Leichfmndt Campus who alipht ot
Zewbia/wé; onth Ught nadl stop

- Students of other ackoots atong the light nadl who board at Leiwhfiand?
Nonth, light nadl stop

- Comuudens who board at Leichhands Nonth light nail sion

- PWWM&(WMPMMM&CMWW

duorling facilities
- pmwmgwmowcmmmmgmw

7he proporents plan brings pededtnians and schoot ofidddhen i panticulan directly into
e path of qpotl Duccks at an intendection found to be the third most

dangeroud accordling bo Trandpont fore NSW figuned.

A funthen irpact will be b discounage people from walking (n this area leading to
greaten car ude for bocal Duias.

/oé/sotto(rie0m(ey?oadwdmd&wwtade/04/aﬂe&dﬁmdmmaéom
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Agplication name - WestConnex M7-M5 Link
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Declanation. / have not made any repontable political denationd in the last 2 yeard.

v -
Plense include my pensonal information when publisking mwmmwww/ﬂo

/ obfect to the WeatConnesx M7-#5 Link praposals as contained tn the £1S agntication #$S/ 7985 fon the reasonls) set out below.

HNotse tmpaots

/ ofject b the Danley Road eont and tunnel stte (C9) at Letchhard because engine nolte
the buwcks agaroacking Ve intendection up the would be a condlant sowrce
of annoyance to nesidents, of Danley Road down. to &4 intensection. with Chantes Street.

The indeaendent the thren Weat Council Jum Holt also eame. to
this conclusdon. in his nepont & the Council. SHMC Aave not necogrised this trpact in the

LS. They sent a neqponde to the Councit as follows.

‘Response. Motae from consbuction the public noad netwonk (4 addessed
unden, the Roads and Manttine Nodse Critenta, Guideline INCG). which docwments
Roads and Mandime's approach to the Road Notse Policy (RWP). Under
Ue NCG. an tuttial lesl 4 carvied oul to delermine whethen notse levels
would increade by move than two dectbels (dlBA). This rearesents an increase in the
nuumber. of v ) memmamwma
tem,aww;ﬁnywuteafw&)anoad dune. Whene tnereaded are 2dBA o leds, then
funthen assosument & nequined as notse level changes would moat notbe
fperequlible to modt people. Whene noise levels vuenease by mone thon ZelBA (ie. 2./
dBA ot ghenten) funthien assessment & nequined wsing erllenia presented in. the HCG.

O Road ts curnently being used Aeary vehictes and comumencial velicles
st deveny o) he bt 55 M%mﬂmmmgm
notse inereade (d5A) at the Dantey Road 4tte i anound 0.5484."

You do not need to be an acoustte o know that ucck and e very ro
and that local nesidents witl be impacted . eqpecially those o where
Quecks witl be accelenating and . Danley Road, Leichfiands ta not
%WWWWWMWWWWW&W{/@
and an. n (b, m ber, of Durck s withir off peak
condbution Aours. This & a movement every 3-9 miules duning peak.

that they witl vnerease buick U duning off peak nesidents can expect
a buwck everny 2-3 minutes. We do not need o ledt ot addedarment to tell ud
that hedidents with be subfected to extheme levels of tuuck nolse.

SMC’s nedponse does not acknowledge this and does not hefute Jur Holt's concliusion
that nealdents witl be vnpacted. SMC's neqnonae ke the proy L4 ES fatls bo
acknowledge the bute irpact of the Dantey Road cvit and tunnet sdte. (C9) at
Letehhand.

The nesident’s of Danley R, Francis. Hubent and Chantes St have bittle acoustio
protection againdt the nolde of buick eng Aaust and brakes and nor &4
contemplated i the £1S.

/ owwmom@pomcmmamezm/waumm becaude the uwk
nolde fore residerts will be too fon the extended pentod of conalhuuction
twotved and the Danley Road coril and tunnel stte (C9) at Letehhandt should be

ngfectod on this badts.
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Attention Director Name: / %
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, ) @é ;/”
; Department of Planning and Environment \
Address: WI% f
| GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 ress: 4~ /47/IJ
Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburbzb /y%i e/q/ Postcode Zaw

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

8. The broposal for a permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road will prevent
direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the project is completed.
The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and detractsfrom the visualamenity of the
area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for pedestrlans bike users and the homes that have direct
line of sight to the facility. It should not be permitted to belocated on this site.

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

Name Email ' Mobile
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Declaration. / have not made WWM@WW&M%MBW?W

/ obpest to the WestConne MA-M5 Link propuosats as contaned v the E1S agutication. #SS/ 7485 fon the neasonls) set out betow.

Houks of operalion
/ obfect to the £IS because & ts effectively a 24 fioun operation desarte the oot
MaL/Z:,t_ yaonent hea/ ‘Md,ao(le# £ from. LA sdte would ondy ocowss
within standand condbucelion Aours.

The £1€ atates in 6.5.8 Dantey Road eat and tunnel atte (C9):

Spoit handling assoclated with tunnelling sugponted by the D Road ewit
and tunnel sdte would ocour 29 Aouns a day. deven ya,weeé. would be
Adandled below ground wheneven practicable b nedice e potential for amently
rpacts i agjacent aneas. Spodt handing al the sunface owlside standend
mmmmwu;dmwmmmmmw ,aogf’tad
amently impacts. Spott nemoval from s sdle would ondy occur within standand
condtuselion houns. between 7.00 am and 6.00 pm Monday to Friday, and
betweer 8.00 am and /.00 pume on Saturdays.’

The £1S allows fove the posatbildly of 4aolt above gnound 24 howns 7
days a week. The EIS fails to assess on explain the mpacts of this on the
hesidents in neanly stneels. Thede impacts could include constuction notde. Ught
and feavy vehiles (other than dpodl uscks). workers arniving fon Sifls and
learing ahifls. 1tis not clean to what extent the acoudtlc dhed witl contain
notse. The Jim Holt neaovd dlated that the acouslic shed would not operate

die lo tls location on Uhe adle. 1tia not clean whether the proponent
will mandate the contuacton to the tevel of acoustic protection
rathen thar what & feastbte. ety e et d

/ obgeot o the £IS and the Danley R consbuection adte. The praponent shoutd
be to abandon dsplan for. & dive site a4 & & clear inpacts are too great
for the communtly. AL the veny teast the alle showuld be nestucted to standand
consbuuction Aours for alt qpenations above and thene sfowld be no difls
comumenclng o ending oulside of slandand consbuclion kowrs. The progonent
doutd be dinecled to find a stte whene s openalions witl not bmpact on hesidents
oulaide of standard cordbuwction hours.

/ obgect t the £1S because & i effectively o 24 kour qpenation desatte the fact

ke proponent repredents thal daod hemoval, s adte would onfy occur
within dtardand constuction Aowns. The E1S states in 6.5.8 Dantey Road cant
and tuwnet site (C9):

‘Reasonable and feastble wonk practices and. meadunes would be
mmmwmmmmmwmammwazm
Dantey Road covll and tunel sdle. Local hedtdents. businesdes and the NSW EPA
wouldd be kept informed about works oulside slandand day time consbuelion
Aowrs al e ddte. :

The E1S allows for tie, of deoll above 24 hours 7
days @ week. }IZ[@WM&/ mmm%mm%mm
teddolents in. neandy stheels. These urpacts could include condtusction notse. lght
and heary velicles (othen tharn suott buwcks). wotkens arnaving for shifls and
leaving after shifls. 1 is not clear to what extent the acoustio shed witl contain
notse. The Jun Holt repord stated that the acoustio dhed would not operale

ey due lo ts. bocalion, on the aite. 1t not clean whethen the proponent
will mandate the contracton lo employ the Aighest level of acoualic protection
krathen than what & fensibte. -

/ obfeot to the £1S becaude the praponent/ontraston would onfy Aave to koga
tocal redidents. budinessed and the NSW EPA about works owlside
stondard day tme consbuielion Aourd at the site. Local nesidents. budinesdes
and the NSW EPA would have no to(l/mwmmwda/zddaym
condtuction fiound al the adte. A we have deem with, other stages of WeatConnex.
this beads lo deve impacts fon redidents who mudl endure

aeniods of expodune lo out of founs wonks which vwobve node. and
distunbance.

/ 0bgect to the £1€ and the Danley R constuuction adte. The phoponent shoutel
be dinected t abandon ds plar foiy & dive sdte a8 & i cloan impacts are oo gheat
for the commundly. AL the very least the adte should be nestricted to standend
constucction Aowns fon all operations above grownd and there should be no shifls
comvmencing ot ending oulside of slandand condbuiction Aouns. The proponent
dhowdld be directed to find a site whene is operations will not inpact o hedldents
outdlde of slandand condbuction hours.
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Declanation. / Aave not made any heponlable political donalions i the last 2 yeard.

/ objest ts the WestConnex MA-M5 Lk praposats as contaned. i the EIS agplication #SS/ 7485 fon the neasontt set out betow.

HNotse impaocts

/ obyect io the £IS because the praponent fas not provided detaits of e notte
meaduned funoposed & nelation to the Danley. Road el and tunnel stte
(0F) at Letehhandt. As o nesutt & notpodaible to addess te nolde ompacts of
the Dantey Road cot and tunet sdte (CF) at Letchhiandt, £ ts unacegatabte for
the proponent b eslablish o magove constuselion site in the middle of a nesidentiol
area without @ clear plan for mitigating rotse tmpacts.

The £18 states in 6.5.8 Danley Road cut and tinnet stte (C9) that:

‘Acouslic barniens and devices. ot the accesd Lunnel entrarnces would be
consldened and implemented whene neasonable and feasibte to minimise
polential notae impacts asdociated with out-of-houna wonks witkin the tunnets. in
addition. tempanany nolie miigalion meadines tlude notse barriens and
other dueclunes duch as dlle budldings. which would be provided t
minimide nodde trpacts on durnownding propernties.’

Danley Road civil and tunnel site (CF) witt eneale o (ewlo//waelm,aad
o nesidents yot the proponent Aas not given, detalts of the
s ompact. The measured will be implemented onfy mow&a/zd/audé
which & a auewmtmda’oeaaotda[e&mie&im witl be
asseaded as neasonalle from e standpotnt of the proponent on the restdents.
What the proponent thinks & neadonable not imeet the heatdents expectalion
ad lo what & n ble. The measures appear to be optional as the proponent
dtntes that that may inclide nolie banniens and othen lemporany stutctired

mmmémw

/ oé/actto&ie[&’éecwe&iemmmtdum&mu{dedampm/m
meadunes that witl be laken by minimide notde work within and
ouldide of dtandand conabnuclion fowrs al the Dantey Road cont and tuwnel sdte
(C9) at Leichhrandt.

/o4 mmﬂeémmwmwammo;m,fw
the demolition of 7 Davley Road, Letchhandt will remove &

bannter to traffic notse from the Clly West Link. Mawwmemmmwl

nolde urpacts b the nesidents of Dantey Rd, Francis Se, Hubent St and Chantes

St

/ odyect to the £1S becatuse the praponent fas falled b take account of the notse
impact o tladen dpodl buscks, the D, Road coilt and
tunnel alte (C9) at Leichfiandt dhiving up the very dtegn blind tunn at the
telensection with the Cily West Link.” The RHS should inatall notse

equipment and, camenad at s bocalion lo measwe noie from feavy
veticles and tdentify velictes whose notse that exceeds the applicable Australion
dlandand,

/ oé/ectto&ie[&’éecame&ie,ammm
j Amﬁe using auy brakes on the descent down O
o,,’/bfe Gy West L #wyveﬁ@(ea?:ﬁmdoaldwodwm

ston oy Jake’ brakes nean hesidential areas and rotde~senaltive ‘
aneas wch as and schools, unless a/zeaecmm#',’mm@
1eadond. pmmwwwwwm M redadorn

and dhould use noadside notse ‘camenad mmadb m,’mcmadaz
WwMWMomWMWWWm%

tota.éeaccomto/%eaoae
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Attention Director Name: ﬁ +
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, ' p&/ﬁ }/9/
Department of Planning and Environment \
; Address: )
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 | 7 \Y ‘4‘/” Wl ‘7&1 / J 9@7

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: b / 2}4 Postcode .
. . yfhol 2090

Application Namé: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

6. Despite the fact the EIS identifies over 30 homes with severe noise impacts, no mitigation is mandated. While the

possibility of noise walls is flagged, along with in-home treatments, none of this is a requirement. Nor is any detail
provided on which residents or business owners can comment. No noise barriers have been proposed. This is
unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary
xvii) :

i

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

Name Email ) Mobile
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‘Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to: Applicatioh Number - SSI 7485
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 L|nk

Name AMIE(LA PlSm @0
Address: LS (3 ANDEO R Syedem Suburb Neuwte AV NAY
Post Code 20919 .

Please include my personal information when publlshmg this submission to your
website e/ No

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

Signed: Afa~— S T Date 74 /,,7 /20 12

.
.
~
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| ob]ect to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI
7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Noise and disruption from construction

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

The reality for residents living with the Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex is night after nlght of

disruption and disturbance with no respite and no way of enforcing compliance. In addition,
the policy for mitigation entitlements such as noise protection or respite accommodation is
not transparent and is discretionary. Many residents especially the most vulnerable such
as those in rental propertles or in public housmg are unwilling to complain about their
situation.

In St Peters in mid-September 2017 the Stage 2 Joint venture’s contractors we're digging up
pipes all one weekend, resulting in two burst water mains. They worked through Saturday
night until after 17am on Sunday morning when they should have finished at 6pm on |
Saturday. Many of the residents were without water for much of the weekend. On Monday

. night at 8.30pm RMS turned up unannounced with concrete saws and jackhammers. On
Tuesday night, RMS were supposed to stop at 6pm but again the work until after midnight.
A resident whose bedroom was right next door to the work, posted a video of the deafening
concrete saws in use after midnight with the caption "It's impossible to live here at the
moment". Many local residents are unaware of the construction impacts and that there will
be months of construction work which will have to take place out of hours. The EIS does not
specify which works to establish the site will take place during standard construction hours.

004112
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The Department of Planning and Environment should oppose the approval of the

Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because alternatives are-
available which will have less impact on residents or which will impact fewer residents
during the construction phase. These alternatives should be assessed. If not suitable then
the proponent must do without a dive site. It is not acceptable to treat communities like this.
The mistakes of Stages 1 and 2 should not be repeated. ' ‘
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Name: Q%W (S @ ¥l

Submission to: Planning Services, Department Signatur 6
of Planning and Environment. GPO Box 39, tgnatire: QN
Sydney, NSW,2001 Please include/delete (cross out or circlg my personal

information when publishing this submission to your
. . website. Declaration: 1 have not made any reportable
Attention Directorj — Transport Assessments donations in the last two years.

Application Number: SSI 7485 | Address: 'lq/ C&”W/?\/

Application Nane: WestConnex M4-M5 Link : Q’?Ci <

' Suburb: %M% ‘ Postcode:

This document is vague, lacking in detail confusing and confused. Here are my objections: -

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

© 2. Also, the widening of the Crescent between the city West Link and Johnston street with an extra lane

being constructed will lead to heavy traffic congestion on a road that has 3 Primary/Infants schools.

. 3. The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement "may occur, further stating that.
"settlement induced by tunnel excavation and groundwater drawdown may occur in some areas along the
tunnel alignment". The risk of ground movement and subsidence is lessened where tunnelling is more

_ than 35 metres underground. (Vol 2B Appendix E p 1) The planned Inner West Interchange proposes
tunnels which are astonishingly shallow eg John St at 22metres Hill St at 28metres Moore St 27
metres.(Vol 2B Appendix E Part 2) Catherine St at 28metres(Vol 2B Appendix E Part 1). At these shallow
depths, the homes above would sustain serious structural damage and cracking.

5. Rozelle Rail Yards will have 400 car parking spaces provided for workers(EIS). The daily workforce for

these sites is stated to be approximately 550. This means that 150 vehicles will need to park in nearby local

streets which are already over-subscribed during weekdays by commuters taking the light rail.

6.The removal of spoil from the Rozelle Rail Yards will lead to the largest number of spoil truck

movements on the entire Stage 3 project: 517 Heavy truck movements a day, of which 46 are stated to take

place during peak hours.

7. The removal of Buruwan Park between The Crescent and Bayv1ew Crescent/Railway Parade, Annandale

to accommodate the Wldenmg realignment of the Crescent would be a direct loss of much-needed parkland

in this inner city area.

8. The proposed building of a park in 1 the area of the Goods Yard right in the middle of a large number of

exit portals and poisonous smoke stacks borders on being criminally neghgent This new ““recreational

area’ children will be unaware that they are being poisoned. o

9.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 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 designand.

construction methodologies. The community would have no say in this process.
' /
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Submission to: - ‘ Name: SSVWGEQ/ 3.
Planning Services
Department of Planning and Environment * | Signature:
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW 2001 Please include / delete (crq’ss out or circle) my personal
: information when publishing this submission to your website.
Attention: Director — Transport Declaration: | HAVE NOT made any reportable political
Assessments donations in the Igfe 2 years. o
Address: | Sl
Application Number: SSI 7485 Application . : ”745 =~
Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Suburb: SA\/ Postcode: & B

After studying the massive EIS document I wish to register my strong objections to this entire project for
numerous reasons.

1. The EIS was released just 12 days after the closing date for submissions to the Concept Design. This proves
the Concept Design and the submissions were a sham. There were hundreds of posts on the interactive map
and there were over thousand written submissions. There is no way these submissions could have been read,
evaluated, their points integrated, and the 7500 page EIS edited, printed, checked and distributed in 12 days.
The EIS was obviously prepared prior to the closing of submission to the Concept Design. This is a total abuse
of the NSW Planning Laws.

2.The original stated objective of Westconnex had as its fundamental objective the .connecting to Port Botany.
The original objective was the improvement of freight access to the Airport and Port Botany. Stage 1, 2 and 3 ;
do not achieve this goal and this is not addressed in the EIS.

3.Itis stated that the hugely expensive Stage 3 M4/MS5 link is required as a link between the two motorways.
This is totally untrue. The A3 is the primary eastern link between the two motorways and it is described in the
‘State Road network system as the M4- M5 Connector.

4.The introduction of the EIS clearly states that the information in the EIS is * indicative” of the final design

only. The reallty 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.

5.The most highly effected area of Stage 3 will be Rozelle with the massive and complex interchange. Nothing
like this has been built anywhere else in the World and it is highly questionable as to whether it can be built at
all in the form outlined in the EIS. The EIS does not show any detailed plans as to how this will be achieved.
There are no constructional details at all, what is shown is a concept only, this is totally unaccepmble.

6.Rozelle Rail Yards will have 400 car parking spaces provided for site workers(EIS). The daily workforce for
these sites is shown to be approximately 550. This means that 150 vehicles will need to park in nearby local
. streets which are already at full capacity during weekdays from commuters parking and taking the light rail.

7.There will be 517 Heavy truck movements a day, of which 46 are stated to take place during peak hours from
the Rozelle Rail Yard the largest amount of spoil truck movement on the whole of Stage 3. This will lead to a
vast amount of extra noise and air pollution in this area. There will also be disturbance of soil in the old Rozelle
Goods Yard which will be heavily contaminated with toxic substances. It is highly probable that there will be
lead and asbestos. (as was the case in St Peters) You made no provision for the safe removal of these toxic
substances in St Peters and the EIS makes no provision for their safe removal in this area.

8.The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement "may occur. It states that

subsidence may occur along tunnel paths due to tunnel excavation and water drawdown. The risk of ground
movement and subsidence is greater where tunnels are less than 35 metres underground The planned Inner
West Interchange proposes tunnels in that area which are a great deal less than 35metres. The same is true for
areas of Rozelle where layers of tunnels are proposed. This will definitely lead to structural damage and
cracking to homes above. Without provision for full compensation for damage there would be no incentive for
contractors or Roads and Maritime Services to minimise this damage. This is not acceptable
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box
39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 .

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

Name:. \\Wﬂ’ FETW

Address: W03 roacrs, S+ LEN W’LWDV/ Suburb 2040 Post Code
. \ \\k/ N~
Signature: N\

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website CY//es7No

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

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

Noise impacts

s | object to the EIS because the proponent has not provided details of the noise mitigation measures proposed in relation to the
Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. As a result itis not possible to assess the noise impacts of the Darley
Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. It is unacceptable for the proponent to establish a major construction site in the
middle of a residential area without a clear plan for mitigating noise impacts.

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

‘Acoustic barriers and devices at the access tunnel entrances would be considered and implemented where reasonable and
feasible to minimise potential noise impacts associated with out-of-hours works within the tunnels. In addition, temporary noise
mitigation measures may include noise barriers and other temporary structures such as site buildings, which would be provided
to minimise noise impacts on surrounding properties.’

Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) will create a high level of noise impact for residents yet the proponent has not given
details of the plan for mitigating this impact. The measures will be implemented only if ‘reasonable and feasible’ which is a
subjective assessment as it does not states whether they will be assessed as reasonable from the standpoint of the proponent
or the residents. What the proponent thinks is reasonable may not meet the residents expectation as to what is reasonable.
The measures appear to be optional as the proponent only states that that ‘'may include noise barriers and other temporary
structures such as site buildings’. ;

o 1 object to the EIS because the proponent has not provided a clear plan for measures that wiI'I be taken to minimise noise
impacts from work within and outside of standard construction hours at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt.

+ | object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the fact that the demolition of 7 Darley Road, .
Leichhardt will remove a significant noise barrier to traffic noise from the City West Link. This will mean increased traffic noise
impacts to the residents of Darley Rd, Francis St, Hubert St and Charles St. .

« | object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the noise impact of fully laden spoil haulage trucks
exiting the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt driving up the very steep blind turn at the intersection with the

¢ City West Link. The RMS should install noise measuring equipment and monitoring cameras at this location to measure noise
from heavy vehicles and identify vehicles whose noise that exceeds the applicable Australian standard.

+ | object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the noise impact of spoil haulage trucks using air
brakes on the descent down Darley Rd off the City West Link. Heavy vehicle drivers should avoid using exhaust brakes,
engine compression or 'jake’ brakes near residential areas and noise-sensitive areas such as hospitals and schools, unless
they are necessary for safety reasons. RMS should implement noise limits from engine compression brakes and should use
roadside noise 'cameras' as an aid to enforcement at every location where WestConnex vehicles emiting engine compression
brake noise might affect nearby communities.



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

Submission in relation to:” Application Number - SSI 7485

’ Application name - West nex -M5 Link
Name:

Address: Suburb -

Please include myal information when publishing this submission to your -

website Yes

Declaratio le political donations in the last 2 years

Signed Date
| object to the ink proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI

7485 for the reason

¢ Air quality — exhaust emissions

(s) set out below.

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

In 9.3 ‘Construction assessment methodology’ of the EIS the proponent states that one of
the main air pollution and amenity considerations at demolition/construction sites is
increased concentrations of airborne particles and NO2 due to exhaust emissions from on-
. site diesel-powered vehicles and construction equipment. In 9.3 the proponent also states -

- that ‘Exhaust emissions from on-site plant and site traffic are unlikely to have a
significant impact on local air quality, and in the majority of cases they would not
need to be quantitatively assessed.’ .

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

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

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

The Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site in Leichhardt should not be allowed to
proceed because of the health impacts from diesel exhaust.
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Attention:, Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Envirénment, GPO Box 39,

Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to:  Application Number - SSI 7485
Application name - WestConnex M4-M35 Link

Suburb

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in The{ast 2 years.
T

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

Truck routes

L

I object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation to the Darley Rd site, which
SMC have on many occasions told the community they are contemplating as alternatives. ’

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that ‘It is anticipated that the majority of construction traffic would enter the
site from the southern (westbound) carriageway of Darley Road, Leichhardt via new driveways. Heavy vehicles associated with spoil
haulage would travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt. A temporary right turning lane at the
intersection of City West Link and Darley Road, Leichhardt would be provided for use by construction vehicles. Heavy vehicles would exit
the site by turning left onto Darley Road, Leichhardt before turning left onto City West Link. .

‘Construction traffic may also access the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) via the westbound lanes of City West Link.’

‘Temporary traffic management measures would be established to enable access and egress arrangements. These would be detailed in a
CTAMP, which would be prepared to manage construction traffic associated with the project.’

1 object to the EIS because it suggests that no local roads would be used by heavy vehicles during works yet at the same time acknowledges
that spoil trucks may use local roads in exceptional circumstances which include when there is queuing to get into the site. Darley Rd is
highly congested with traffic queues forming during much of the day which will lead to queues to enter the site. Queuing will not therefore
be an exceptional circumstance and the result will be that spoil trucks are able to use local roads without being in breach, which will be
often. This is unacceptable to residents of Francis, Hubert, William and Charles St and I object to the EIS on this basis. As queuing cannot
be avoided on Darley Rd this clearly shows why this location is inappropriate. The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find
a location directly on the City West Link where spoil trucks will never use local roads. Why should residents’ lives be put at risk because
the project must be delivered as soon as possible?

1 object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation to the Darley Rd site and instead
allows for the final plan to be detailed in the CTAMP, Preferred Infrastructure Report or Ancillary Facilities Management Plan.

Peter Jones of SMC has on many occasions made representations to the community that his plan is to stage trucks from the port and
eventually when possible to have them arrive and depart from the site underground when a tunnel is established between Leichhardt and the
M4 East. He has also said that loading of spoil would take place underground at this time. He has recently told us of his plan to load trucks
from a ramp off the city west link by means of a hopper conveyor which would pass over the Light rail station delivering spoil into silos
below which trucks would pull up to receive their load. The laden trucks would then travel west bound along the city west link. None of
this plan is detailed in the EIS.

I object to the fact that I am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. I object to the fact that I will have no right or
opportunity to have input into the CTAMP, PIR or AFMP on matters which will have a devastating impact to me and to residents near 7
Darley Rd.

T object to the proposal for vehicles associated with spoil haulage to travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley Rd.
This proposal is dangerous and the impacts and Yisks are too great. Darley Rd is acknowledged by RMS to be a sub-standard road in terms
of its construction. The intersection from the city west link is a steep blind turn even for traffic coming across from James St. This is
followed by immediate left hand turns into both Francis St and Hubert St. A number of properties on Darley Rd would be at risk of
destruction from spoil haulage trucks in the event of a truck having to brake suddenly to avoid stationary vehicles.

The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find a location directly on the City West Link where spoil trucks will never use
local roads. Why should residents lives be put at risk because the project must be delivered as soon as possible?
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39,
Sydney, NSW 2001

Submission in relation to:  Application Number - SSI 7485
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link , 7

Address: uburb L Post Code

Signature:

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

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

1 object to the WestConnex M4-M35 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Noise impacts

1. Iobject tothe EIS because the proponent has not provided a clear plan for measures that will be taken to minimise noise impacts from
work within and outside of standard construction hours at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt.

2. 1object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the fact that the demolition of 7 Darley Road, Leichhardt will
remove a significant noise barrier to traffic noise from the City West Link. This will mean increased traffic noise impacts to the residents of
Darley Rd, Francis St, Hubert St and Charles St.

3. I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the noise impact of fully laden spoil haulage trucks exiting the
Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt driving up the very steep blind turn at the intersection with the City West Link. The
RMS should install noise measuring equipment and monitoring cameras at this location to measure noise from heavy vehicles and identify
vehicles whose noise that exceeds the applicable Australian standard.

4. 1object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the noise impact of spoil haulage trucks using air brakes on the
descent down Darley Rd off the City West Link. Heavy vehicle drivers should avoid using exhaust brakes, engine compression or 'jake'
brakes near residential areas and noise-sensitive areas such as hospitals and schools, unless they are necessary for safety reasons. RMS
should implement noise limits from engine compression brakes and should use roadside noise 'cameras’ as an aid to enforcement at every
location where WestConnex vehicles emitting engine compression brake noise might affect nearby communities.

Non-compliance with SEARS

1. 1object to the proposal because it does not comply with the SEARS requirements. The EIS must include, but not necessarily be limited to,
a description of the project and all components and activities (including ancillary components and activities) required to construct and
operate it, including the location and operational requirements of construction ancillary facilities and access.

. 2. Inso far as it describes the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt the EIS does not meet this requirement because it does not
describe the components and activities that have been described to the community either in meetings with LAW (Leichhardt Agamst

~ WestConnex) or at the WestConnex Community Reference Group established by Sydney Motorway Corporation.

3. The EIS has been released before the proponent is able to describe how it actually plans to carry out construction activities at Darley Road,
Leichhardt, in particular the plan for staging the arrival of spoil trucks.

4. The proponent via its agent Sydney Motorway Corporation’s employee Peter Jones has advised on several occasions that spoil haulage
trucks will be staged from the Sydney Ports land on Glebe Island via James Craig Rd. This is to avoid the situation at Haberfield where
trucks circle the Northcote St site as they are not able to queue to enter it creating congestion and noise impacts as they drive slowly into
Wattle St and Ramsay St. before making a second run at the Northcote St site from the Parramatta Road entrance.

5. No details of this staged spoil haulage proposal at Darley Road, Leichhardt are provided other than that ‘construction traffic may also

. access the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt via the westbound lanes of City West Link’.

6. Peter Jones from Sydney Motorway Corporation has advised that he is in the process of finalising an agreement with Sydney Ports which
will enable him to stage trucks from a location on Glebe Island via James Craig Rd. The EIS should not have been released before this plan
was finalised. Peter Jones has advised that he is only required to describe the ‘worst case scenario’ in the EIS, which is trucks arriving ad
hoc via the eastbound lanes of City West Link. The EIS should describe what the proponent actually plans to do as well as the worst case
scenario so that the impacts of all options being considered can be assessed and commented on.

7. It is not clear from the EIS how the alternative plan for the staged arrival of spoil trucks from Sydney Ports will be documented and how
stakeholders will have an opportunity to assess its impacts. The EIS does not specifically state that this staged arrival plan will be
documented in the CTAMP, the Ancillary Facilities Management Plan or the Preferred Infrastructure Report.

8. T object to the EIS on the grounds that it does not comply with the SEARS.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to Appllcatlon Number - SSI 7485

- Link
Name:

Address: Suburb
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website Yes( No
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oposals as contained in the EIS 'application #SS|

| object to the
7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

¢ Contaminated site

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

7 Darley Road is a site which has been reported to the NSW EPA under section 60 of the
CLM Act. Although NSW EPA assessed the site as not requiring regulation under the CLM
Act in 16.2.14 of the EIS the proponent sets out in Table 16-15 the contaminants of
potential concern that are present at Darley Rd. These are metals, polycyclic aromatic
hydrocarbons, total recoverable hydrocarbons, asbestos and Volatile Organic
Hydrocarbons (SVOCs)

The proponent’s plan for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Lelchhardt
involves demolition, earthworks, construction and track-out (the transport of dust and dirt
from the construction/demolition site onto the public road network on construction
vehicles).

| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of
the impact that disturbance of contaminants will have on health and on property. The
community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary.

e Asbestos contaminated site

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

Appendix R, 4.7.8 Areas and contaminants of concern the proponent states that ‘There is
also potential for asbestos to be present in the fill from potential uncontrolled filling and
demolition of former buildings.’




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

| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of
- the impact that disturbance of asbestos will have on health and on property. The
community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39 Sydney, NSW, 2001

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

Name:

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

Declaratiofi: any reportable political donations in the |ast2years

Date 707 /Or/ ]

| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contalned in the EIS ap()llcatlon #SSI
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. . /

Noise and disruption from construction ”

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

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

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

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

_concrete saws in use after midnight with the caption "It's impossible to live here at the

moment".

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

' ' - : 004115-M00004



The Department of Planning and Environment should ensure that the conditions of any -
approval are stringent and prohibit out of hours work at the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel
Construction site at Leichhardt for more than 2 nights in a row and in any two-week period.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39,
Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to:  Application Number - SSI 7485
Application name - WestConnex M4-MS5 Link

Address:

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donatidns in the last 2 years.

I object to the WestConnex M4-MS35 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Pedestrian and cyclist movements

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

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

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

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

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

Light rail access

2. I object to the EIS because it does not guarantee that the existing access to the Leichhardt North light rail stop would be maintained at all
times. Fig 6-4 indicates that only the eastern access will be maintained. This greatly disadvantages the elderly and disabled who have to
walk up a steep hill to the eastern access. If the proponent cannot guarantee access to the Leichhardt North light rail stop from the existing
entry points or from points that are accessible to all then the Darley Road, Leichhardt construction site should be abandoned. The proponent
should be directed to find a site where its operations will not impact on users of the Light Rail.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39,
' Sydney, NSW, 2001 v ‘ "
Submission in relation to:  Application Number - SSI 7485 -

Application name - WestConnex M4-MS5 Link

Suburb

1shing tiNs submission to your website Yes / No

Signature:

Please include my personal 1

N\,
Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donationsdn the last 2 years.

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

Noise impacts from trucks

1. Tobject to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt because engir{e noise from the trucks approaching the intersection up
the grade would be a constant source of annoyance to residents of Darley Road down to its intersection with Charles Street.

2. The independent engineer engaged by the Inner West Council Jim Holt also came to this conclusion in his report to the Council. SMC have

not recognised this impact in the EIS. They sent a response to the Council as follows:
‘Response: Noise from construction traffic using the public road network is assessed under the Roads and Maritime Noise Criteria
Guideline (NCG), which documents Roads and Maritime’s approach to implementing the Road Noise Policy (RNP). Under the NCG, an
initial screening test is carried out to determine whether noise levels would increase by more than two decibels (dBA). This represents an

-~ increase in the number of vehicles of approximately 60 per cent due to construction traffic or a temporary reroute due to a road closure.
Where increases are 2dBA or less, then further assessment is required as noise level changes would most likely not be perceptible to most
people. Where noise levels increase by more than 2dBA (i.e. 2.1 dBA or greater) further assessment is requnred using criteria presented in
the NCG.
Darley Road is currently being used by heavy vehicles and llght commercial vehicles (construction, delivery etc) that contribute to
background noises. The predicted traffic noise increase (dBA) at the Darley Road site is around 0.5dBA.” . .

3. You do not need to be an acoustic engineer to know that truck and dogs are very noisy and that local residents will be impacted greatly,
especially those close to where trucks will be acce]erating and decelerating. Darley Road, Leichhardt is not currently experiencing 14 truck
and dog movements an hour during peak time stated in the EIS and an unknown (but presumably greater) number of truck movements
within off peak construction hours. This is a truck movement every 3-4 minufes during peak. Assuming that they will increase truck
movements during off peak residents can expect a truck every 2-3 minutes. We do not need a screening test or assessment to tell us that
residents will be subjected to extreme levels of truck noise.

4. SMC’s response does not acknowledge this and does not refute Jim Holt’s conclusion that residents will be 1mpacted SMC’s response like
the proponent’s EIS fails to acknowledge the true impact of the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt.

5. The resident’s of Darley Rd, Francis, Hubert and Charles St have little acoustic protection against the noise of truck engines, exhaust and :
brakes and non is contemplated in the EIS. . .

6. Commercial trucks are very loud; a standard diesel engine produces approximately 100 decibels (dB) of noise. Engine braking noise can be *
disturbing both because it is loud and also as it has a distinctive characteristic modulation. Engine braking noise is caused by pulses of
gases being emitted from the truck exhaust system, giving a 'machine gun' sound.

7. 1object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt because the truck noise impacts for residents will be too great for the
extended period of construction involved and the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt should be rejected on this basis.

8. I object to the EIS because the proponent incorrectly asserts construction traffic is unlikely to result in a noticeable increase in LAeq noise
levels at receivers along the proposed construction traffic routes (Darley Road, Leichhardt and City West Link). This does not take account
of the impact of vehicle noise from fully laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep incline from Darley Rd to the City West Link. It does
not take account of the noise impact of vehicles using air brakes down the same incline and braking to enter the site. The impact of these
will be substantial. : N

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

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

Address: ) Suburb

Signature:

Please include my pe [ 15 submission to your website Yes /No

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

1 object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SS1 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Hours of operation

1. Tobject to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its plan for a dive site as it is clear
impacts are too great for the community. At the very least the site should be restricted to standard construction hours for all operations
above ground and there should be no shifts commencing or ending outside of standard construction hours. The proponent should be directed
to find a site where its operations will not impact on residents outside of standard construction hours. -

2. 1 object to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the proponent represents that spoil removal from this
site would only occur within standard construction hours.
[N

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

‘Spoil handling associated with tunnelling supported by the Darley Road civil and tunnel site would occur 24 hours a day, seven days a
week. Spoil would be handled below ground wherever practicable to reduce the potential for amenity impacts in adjacent areas. Spoil
handing at the surface outside-standard day time construction hours would occur within an acoustic shed to manage potential amenity
impacts. Spoil removal from this site would only occur within standard construction hours, between 7.00 am and 6.00 pm Monday to
Friday, and between 8.00 am and 1.00 pm on Saturdays.’

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to assess or explain the impacts of
this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other than spoil trucks),
workers arriving for shifts and leaving after shifts. It is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain noise. The Jim Holt report
stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear whether the proponent will mandate
the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection rather than what is feasible.-

3. Iobject to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the proponent represents that spoil removal from this
site would only-occur within standard construction hours.

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

" ‘Reasonable and feasible work practices and mitigation measures would be implemented to minimise potential noise impacts due to
activities occurring at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site. Local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA would be kept informed about
works outside standard day time construction hours at the site.

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to assess or explain the impacts of
this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other than spoil trucks),
workers arriving for shifts and leaving after shifts. It is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain noise. The Jim Holt report
stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear whether the proponent will mandate
the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection rather than what is feasible.

4. 1object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its plan for a dive site as it is clear
impacts are too great for the community. At the very least the site should be restricted to standard construction hours for all operations
above ground and there should be no shifts commencing or ending outside of standard construction hours. The proponent should be directed
to find a site where its operations will not impact on residents outside of standard construction hours.

5. 1 object to the EIS because the proponent/contractor would only have to keep local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA informed about
works outside standard day time construction hours at the site. Local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA would have no right to limit
works outside standard day time construction hours at the site. As we have seem with other stages of WestConnex this leads to devastating
impacts for residents who must endure significant periods of exposure to out of hours works which involve noise, lights and disturbance.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Plannmg and Envnronment GPO Box 39,
Sydney, NSW, 2001

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

Address:

Signature:

Please include my personhl information when publishing this submission to your website Yes / No

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

I object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Noise impacts

1. The proponent has identified that the most affected receivers are residential receivers which adjoin the Darley Road civil and tunnel site
(C4) at Leichhardt on Darley Road between Norton Street and Falls Street. The most noise affected receivers are located between Charles
Street and Norton Street due to their proximity to the construction site.

The proponent has identified that the worst-case construction scenario will occur during
- Road adjustments works
- spoil handling works within the acoustic shed during all works periods
Highest construction noise impacts:
- Use of a rock breaker during the daytime period as part of the demolition works and
- Use of a road profiler during the night-time period as part of the road adjustment works

2. 1 objectto the EIS because the proponent provides that spoil handling works within the acoustic shed will take place for the duration of the
construction phase which could be up to two to three years’ duration, yet there is no clear plan for measures that will be taken to minimise
noise impacts.

3. Tobject to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on the basis that there is no clear plan in the EIS for measures that will
provide the maximum possible level of mitigation from noise impacts. I also object because there is no clear plan for remedies available to
residents who are impacted.

Noise impacts — highly affected receivers

4. I object to the EIS because the proponent’s assessment of who are Highly Noise Affected receivers in the area adjacent to the’Darley Road
civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt is incorrect and wrongly minimises the actual number of Highly Noise Affected receivers..
Many residents in Charles St and Hubert St were highly affected by noise from works conducted during the renovation of 7 Darley Rd in
2016. In Hubert St, residents at least as far as No 31 and No 32 Hubert St were affected. The affected propertles are not correctly reflected
in the EIS.

5. 1 object to the EIS because it underestimates the number of residents that will be highly affected by noise. It does not take account of the
impact of vehicle noise from fully laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep incline from Darley Rd to the City West Link. It does not
take account of the noise impact of vehicles using air brakes down the same incline and braking to enter the site.

6. lobject to the Darley Rd site because of the level of noise that the trucks will cause.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485

Address:k :
"Post Code

Please include my pegsenral information when publishing this submission to your
website . Yes T - o '

Declaration: political donations in the last 2 years.

A '
w1 /7 /i
| object to the WestConnex Ink proposals as contairted iff thé IS application #SSI
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. i

Signed:

. Asbestos contaminated site

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

The proponent in identifying the potential contamlnatlon |mpacts at Darley Road states
that:

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

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

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

- Incorrect handling or disposal of spaill

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

The proponent’'s assessment is defective as it fails to identify the risk to local residents

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



N

| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of
the impact that disturbance of asbestos and other contaminants will have on health and
on property. The community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary.
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Attention: . Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39,
Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to:  Application Number - SSI 7485
Application name - WestConnex M4-M35 Link

Address: Suburb l;ost Code

Signature:

Please include my personal't mission to your website Yes / No

Declaration: 1 have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

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

Noise |mpacts

1. T object to the EIS because the proponent has not provided details of the noise mitigation measures proposed in relation to the Darley Road
civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. As a result it is not possible to assess the noise lmpacts of the Darley Road civil and tunnel site
(C4) at Leichhardt. It is unacceptable for the proponent to establish a major construction site in the middle of a residential area without a
clear plan for mitigating noise impacts. ' )

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

‘Acoustic barriers and devices at the access tunnel entrances would be considered and implemented where reasonable and feasible to
minimise potential noise impacts associated with out-of-hours works within the tunnels. In addition, temporary noise mitigation measures
may include noise barriers and other temporary structures such as site buildings, which would be prov1ded to minimise noise impacts on
surrounding properties.’

Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) will créate a high level of noise impact for residents yet the proponent has not given details of the
plan for mitigating this impact. The measures will be implemented only if ‘reasonable and feasible’ which is a subjective assessment as it
does not states whether they will be assessed as reasonable from the standpoint of the proponent or the residents. What the proponent thinks
is reasonable may not meet the residents expectation as to what is reasonable. The measures appear to be optional as the proponent only
states that that ‘may include noise barriers and other temporary structures such as site buildings’.

Construction vehicle safety impacts

2. I object to the EIS because the proposal in relation to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt stated therein, that ‘heavy
vehicles associated with spoil haulage would travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt’ presents
unacceptable safety and amenity impacts. '

The corner of Darley Rd (actually James St) and the City West Link is a pedestrian zone for:

- Pupils of Orange Grove Public School who live in Leichhardt

- Students of Sydney Secondary College, Leichhardt Campus who alight at Leichhardt North light rail stop
- Students of other schools along the light rail who board at Leichhardt North light rail stop

- Commuters who board at Leichhardt North light rail stop

- Residents walking to Leichhardt Park Acquatic Centre and adjacent sporting facilities

- Residents walking to the Orange Grove markets on Saturdays

The proponents plan brings pedestrians and school children in particular directly into the path of sp011 haulage trucks at an intersection
found to be the third most dangerous according to Transport for NSW figures. N

A further impact will be to discourage people from walking in this area leading to greater car use for local trips.

‘I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on the above grounds.
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Atten}tion: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to Appllcatlon Number - SSI 7485
A

Address:

ease Inciluae my a inrormation when pu Is submission to your

website Yes /(No.

Declarati ’ t madg\any reportable political donations in the Iast2years

o bae ?///ﬁlzsﬁ

o Trafflc and transport - construction worker parking~ 7

| object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because it is
inevitable that workers will end up parking in streets near to the site and thls will impact on

- residents in a number of ways.

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

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

During the renovation of the Darley Rd site for the Dan Murphys in 2016 there were

instances of workers parking with engines idling first thing in the mormng disturbing
residents.

| object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because there
is no plan for worker parking and as a result the residents of Charles St, Hubert St, Darley

Rd and Francis St will not be able to park on thelr streets and will be adversely impacted.
by worker parking.

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

. Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which provide adequate worker parking and

the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why these alternatives have
not been included in the EIS.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of
‘ Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 -

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

Name:

Post Code - ' '

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

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

EuE Date 8/(0/1F

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

Noise and disruption from construction

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

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

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



|

The Department of Planning and Environment should oppose the approval of the
Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because alternatives are
available which will have less impact on residents or which will impact fewer residents
during the construction phase. These alternatives should be assessed. If not suitable then
the proponent must do without a dive site. It is not acceptable to treat communities like this.
The mistakes of Stages 1 and 2 should not be repeated.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box
39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

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

Signature:

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

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

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

Pedestrian and cyclist movements

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

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

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

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

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

Light rail access

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

- %3tk managemert Nt meacares
- cniuten of cafyty snd enionments: corous

Figore 84 Project Sxarve - Mas 2 1



o ‘ ' » ' 004116-M00002

Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Departme'n_t 6f
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

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

Name:

Address: . Suburb _
Pos )

Please include my psfgonal information when publishing this submission to your
website Yes ' ‘

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

Date g/10/1

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

Signed: -

e Contaminated site

| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the

. proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, that
the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air quality
impacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health and the
environment to the greatest extent practicable.

7 Darley Road is a site which has been reported to the NSW EPA under section 60 of the
CLM Act. Although NSW EPA assessed the site as not requiring regulation under the CLM
Act in 16.2.14 of the EIS the proponent sets out in Table 16-15 the contaminants of
potential concern that are present at Darley Rd. These are metals, polycyclic aromatic
hydrocarbons, total recoverable hydrocarbons, asbestos and Volatile Organic
Hydrocarbons (SVOCs). o :

The proponent’s plan for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Léichhardt
involves demolition, earthworks, construction and track-out (the transport of dust and dirt
from the construction/demolition site onto the public road network on construction
vehicles). /

| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of
the impact that disturbance of contaminants will have on health and on property. The
community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary.

° Asbestos contaminated site

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

- Appendix R, 4.7.8 Areas and contaminants of concern the proponent states that ‘There is
also potential for asbestos to be present in the fill from potential uncontrolled filling and
demolition of former buildings.’



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

the impact that disturbance of asbestos will have on health and on property. The
community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary. :
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box
39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

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

Address: Suburb Post Code
Signature: :

Please include my pérsonal information when publishing this submission to your website Yes

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

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

Cumulative impacts of aircraft emissions and spoil truck emissions )

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

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

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

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

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

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

The researchers at the University of Athens found that around half the participants (just under 45 per pent) were exposed to'
more than 55 decibels of daytime aircraft noise, while around one in four (just over 27 per cent ) were exposed to more than 45
decibels of night-time aircraft noise.

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

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

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

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SS| 7485
~ Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Name:

Address: subur [ o< Coce |

Please include my persdnal information when publishing this submission to your website Yes

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

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

Noise impacts

e The proponent has identified that the most affected receivers are residential receivers which adjoin the Darley Road civil and
tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on Darley Road between Norton Street and Falls Street. The most noise affected receivers are
located between Charles Street and Norton Street due to their proximity to the construction site. -

The proponent has identified that the worst case construction scenario will occur during

- Road adjustments works

- spoil handling works within the acoustic shed during all works periods
Highest construction noise impacts:

- Use of a rock breaker during the daytime period as part of the demolition works and

- Use of a road profiler during the night-time period as part of the road adjustment works
1 object to the EIS because the proponent provides that spoil handling works within the acoustic shed will take place for the
duration of the construction phase which could be up to two to three years’ duration, yet there is no clear plan for measures
that will be taken to minimise noise impacts.

| object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on the basis that there is no clear plan in the EIS for

measures that will provide the maximum possible leve! of mitigation from noise impacts. | also object because there is no clear

plan for remedies available to residents who are impacted.

+ | object to the EIS because the proponent’s assessment of who are Highly Noise Affected receivers in the area adjacent to the
Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt is incorrect and wrongly minimises the actual number of Highly Noise
Affected receivers.

e Many residents in Charles St and Hubert St were highly affected by noise from works conducted during the renovation of 7

Darley Rd in 2016. In Hubert St, residents at least as far as No 31 and No 32 Hubert St were affected. The affected properties

are not correctly reflected in the EIS.

| object to the EIS because it underestimates the number of residents that will be highly affected by noise. It does not take
account of the impact of vehicle noise from fully laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep incline from Darley Rd to the City
West Link. It does not take account of the noise impact of vehicles using air brakes down the same incline and braking to
enter the site.

* lobjectto the EIS because the proponent incorrectly asserts construction traffic is unlikely to result in a noticeable increase in
LAeq noise levels at receivers along the proposed construction traffic routes (Darley Road, Leichhardt and City West Link).
This does not take account of the impact of vehicle noise from fully laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep incline from
Darley Rd to the City West Link. It does not take account of the noise impact of vehicles usmg air brakes down the same
incline and braking to enter the site. The impact of these will be substantial.

Commercial trucks are very loud; a standard diesel engine produces approximately 100 decibels (dB) of noise.

Engine braking noise can be disturbing both because it is loud and also as it has a distinctive characteristic modulation. Engine
braking noise is caused by pulses of gases being emitted from the truck exhaust system, giving a 'machine gun' sound. -

| object to the Darley Rd site because of the level of noise that the trucks will cause.
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Signature:
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SS| 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Noise impacts

e | object to the EIS because the proponent has not provided details of the noise mitigation measures proposed in relation to the
Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. As a result it is not possible to assess the noise impacts of the Darley
Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. It is unacceptable for the proponent to establish a major construction site in the
middle of a residential area without a clear plan for mitigating noise impacts.

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

‘Acoustic barriers and devices at the access tunnel entrances would be considered and implemented where reasonable and
feasible to minimise potential noise impacts associated with out-of-hours works within the tunnels. In addition, temporary noise
mitigation measures may include noise barriers and other temporary structures such as site buildings, which would be provided
to minimise noise impacts on surrounding properties.’

Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) will create a high level of noise impact for residents yet the proponent has not given
details of the plan for mitigating this impact. The measures will be implemented only if ‘reasonable and feasible’ which is a
subjective assessment as it does not states whether they will be assessed as reasonable from the standpoint of the proponent
or the residents. What the proponent thinks is reasonable may not meet the residents expectation as to what is reasonable..
The measures appear to be optional as the proponent only states that that ‘may include noise barriers and other temporary
structures such as site buildings’.

e | object to the EIS because the proponent has not provided a clear plan for measures that will be taken to minimise noise
impacts from work within and outside of standard construction hours at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt.

e | object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the fact that the demolition of 7 Darley Road,
Leichhardt will remove a significant noise barrier to traffic noise from the City West Link. This will mean |ncreased traffic noise
|mpacts to the residents of Darley Rd, Francis St, Hubert St and Charles St.

+ | object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the noise impact of fully laden spoil haulage trucks
_exiting the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt driving up the very steep blind turn at the intersection with the
City West Link. The RMS should install noise measuring equipment and monitoring cameras at this.location to measure noise
from heavy vehicles and identify vehicles whose noise that exceeds the applicable Australian standard.

¢ | object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the noise impact of spoil haulage trucks using air
brakes on the descent down Darley Rd off the City West Link. Heavy vehicle drivers should avoid using exhaust brakes,
engine compression or 'jake' brakes near residential areas and noise-sensitive areas such as hospitals and schools, unless
they are necessary for safety reasons. RMS should implement noise limits from engine compression brakes and should use
roadside noise ‘cameras' as an aid to enforcement at every location where WestConnex vehicles emiting engine compression
brake noise might affect nearby communities.
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Attention: . Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSi 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Noise impacts

1 object to the the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt because engine noise from the trucks approaching the
intersection up the grade would be a constant source of annoyance to residents of Darley Road down to its intersection with
Charles Street.

The independent engineer engaged by the Inner West Council Jim Holt also came to this conclusion in his report to the Council.
SMC have not recognised this impact in the EIS. They sent a response to the Council as follows:

‘Response: Noise from construction traffic using the public road network is assessed under the Roads and Maritime Noise Criteria
Guideline (NCG), which documents Roads and Maritime’s approach to implementing the Road Noise Policy (RNP). Under the
NCG, an initial screening test is carried out to determine whether noise levels would increase by more than two decibels (dBA).
This represents an increase in the number of vehicles of approximately 60 per cent due to construction traffic or a temporary
reroute due to a road closure. Where increases are 2dBA or less, then further assessment is required as noise level changes would
most likely not be perceptible to most people. Where noise levels increase by more than 2dBA (i.e. 2.1 dBA or greater) further
assessment is required using criteria presented in the NCG.

Darley Road is currently being used by heavy vehicles and light commercial vehicles (constructlon delivery etc) that contrlbute to
background noises. The predicted traffic noise increase (dBA) at the Darley Road site is around 0.5dBA’

. You do not need to be an acoustic engineer to know that truck and dogs are very noisy and that local residents will be impacted ]

greatly, especially those close to where trucks will be accelerating and decelerating. Darley Road, Leichhardt is not currently
experiencing 14 truck and dog movements an hour during peak time stated in the EIS and an unknown (but presumably greater)
number of truck movements within off peak construction hours. This is a truck movement every 3-4 minutes during peak.
Assuming that they will increase truck movements during off peak residents can expect a truck every 2-3 minutes. We do not need
a screening test or assessment to tell us that residents will be subjected to extreme levels of truck noise.

SMC'’s response does not acknowledge this and does not refute Jim Holt's conclusion that résidents will be impacted. SMC’s
response like the proponent’s EIS fails to acknowledge the true impact of the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt.
The resident's of Darley Rd, Francis, Hubert and Charles St have little acoustic protection against the noise of truck engines,
exhaust and brakes and non is contemplated in the EIS.

.

| object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt because the truck noise impacts for residents will be too great
for the extended period of construction involved and the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt should be rejected on
this basis.
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Attention: "~ Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box
‘ ' 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

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

Address: . Suburb WM_

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Yes@
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Truck routes

o | object to the EIS because it suggests that no local roads would be used by heavy vehicles during works yet at the same time
acknowledges that spoil trucks may use local roads in exceptional circumstances which include when there is queuing to get
into the site. Darley Rd is highly congested with traffic queues forming during much of the day which will lead to queues to
enter the site. Queuing will not therefore be an exceptional circumstance and the result will be that spoil trucks are able to use
local roads without being in breach, which will be often. This is unacceptable to residents of Francis, Hubert, William and
Charles St and | object to the EIS on this basis. As queuing cannot be avoided on Darley Rd this clearly shows why this
location is inappropriate. The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find a location directly on the City West Link
where spoil trucks will never use local roads. Why should residents’ lives be put at risk because the project must be delivered .
as soon as possible?

e | objectto the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation to the Darley Rd
site, which SMC have on many occasions told the community they are contemplating as alternatives.

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that ‘It is anticipated that the majority of construction traffic would
.enter the site from the southern (westbound) carriageway of Darley Road, Leichhardt via new driveways. Heavy vehicles
associated with spoil haulage would trave! eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt. A
temporary right turning lane at the intersection of City West Link and Darley Road, Leichhardt would be provided for use by
construction vehicles. Heavy vehicles would exit the site by turning left onto Darley Road, Leichhardt before turning left onto
City West Link.

‘Construction traffic may also access the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) via the westbound lanes of City West Link.’

‘“Temporary traffic management measures would be established to enable access and egress arrangements These would be
detailed in a CTAMP, which would be prepared to manage construction traffic associated with the project.’

| object to the proposal for vehicles associated with spoil haulage to travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into
Darley Rd. This proposal is dangerous and the impacts and risks are too great. Darley Rd is acknowledged by RMS to be a
sub-standard road in terms of its construction. The intersection from the city west link is a steep blind turn even for traffic
coming across from James St. This is followed by immediate left hand turns into both Francis St and Hubert St. A number of
properties on Darley Rd would be at risk of destruction from spoil haulage trucks in the event of a truck having to brake
suddenly to avoid stationary vehicles.

The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find a location directly on the City West Link where spoil trucks will
never use local roads. Why should residents lives be put at risk because the project must be delivered as soon as possible?

« | object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation to the Darley Rd site
and instead allows for the final plan to be detailed in the CTAMP, Preferred Infrastructure Report or Ancillary Facilities
Management Plan.

Peter Jones of SMC has on many occasions made representations to the community that his plan is to stage trucks from the
port and eventually when possible to have them arrive and depart from the site underground when a tunnel is established
between Leichhardt and the M4 East. He has also said that loading of spoil would take place underground at this time. He
has recently told us of his plan to load trucks from a ramp off the city west link by means of a hopper conveyor which would
pass over the Light rail station delivering spoil into silos below which trucks would pull up to receive their load. The laden
trucks would then travel west bound along the city west link. None of this plan is detailed in the EIS.

I object to the fact that | am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. | object to the fact that | will have no
right or opportunity to have input into the CTAMP, PIR or AFMP on matters which will have a devastating impact to me and to
residents near 7 Darley Rd.
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| Impact of MOC1 on local area

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

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

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

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

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

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site
Leichhardt and the proposed Motorway Operations Centre 1. The proponent should
identify alternatives locations for water treatment and a substation including at the
alternative dive site locations. The proponent has not given an adequate explanation
as to why these alternatives have not been included in the EIS.
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| object to the Wes{Conbex M4-M5 L|nk proposals as contained in the EIS application #SS|

7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

e Asbestos contamlnated site.

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

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

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

- Direct contact, inhalation and ingestion risk to site workers from contaminated soil
or hazardous building materials via dust
- Discharge of contaminated surface water to the stormwater system and uItlmater
Hawthorne Canal and Iron Cove :
- Incorrect handling or disposal of spoil
- Disturbance of actual or potential acid sulphate soils at the western end of the
site which could impact local soil and water quality.

The proponent’s assessment is defective as it fails to identify the risk to local residents
and anyone else in the neighbourhood of excavated soil containing contaminants and -
asbestos being blown into nearby streets and into homes and gardens of adjoining

- properties. The proponent’s assessment is defective because having identified the
presence of asbestos on the site it fails to specifically |dent|fy the potentlal for inhalation
of asbestos either by workers or residents.




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

Non-compliance with SEARS

I object to the proposal because it does not comply with the SEARS requirements. The EIS must include, but not necessarily be
limited to, a description of the project and all components and activities (including ancillary components and activities) required to
construct and operate it, including the location and operational requirements of construction ancillary facilities and access.

In so far as it describes the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt the E!S does not meet this requirement because it
does not describe the components and activities that have been described to the community either in meetings with LAW
(Leichhardt Against WestConnex) or at the WestConnex Communlty Reference Group established by Sydney Motorway
Corporation. .

The EIS has been released before the proponent is able to describe how it actually plans to carry out construction activities at
Darley Road, Leichhardt, in particular the plan for staging the arrival of spoil trucks.

The proponent via its agent Sydney Motorway Corporation’s employee Peter Jones has advised on several occasions that spoil
haulage trucks will be staged from the Sydney Ports land on Glebe Island via James Craig Rd. This is to avoid the situation at
Haberfield where trucks circle the Northcote St site as they are not able to queue to enter it creating congestion and noise impacts
as they drive slowly into Wattle St and Ramsay St. before making a second run at the Northcote St site from the Parramatta Road
entrance. .

No details of this staged spoil haulage proposal at Darley Road, Leichhardt are provided other than that ‘constrﬁction traffic may
also access the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt via the westbound lanes of City West Link’.

Peter Jones from Sydney Motorway Corporation has advised that he is in the process of finalising an agreement with Sydney Ports
which will enable him to stage trucks from a location on Glebe Island via James Craig Rd. The EIS should not have been released
before this plan was finalised. . Peter Jones has advised that he is only required to describe the ‘worst case scenario’ in the EIS,
which is trucks arriving ad hoc via the eastbound lanes of City West Link. The EIS should describe what the proponent actually
plans to do as well as the worst case scenario so that the impacts of all options being considered can be assessed and commented
on. '

“ It is not clear from the EIS how the alternative plan for the staged arrival of spoil trucks from Sydney Ports will be documented and
how stakeholders will have an opportunity to assess its impacts. The EIS does not specifically state that this staged arrival plan will
be documented in the CTAMP, the Ancillary Facilities Management Plan or the Preferred Infrastructure Report.

I object to the EIS on the grounds that it does not comply with the SEARS.
Construction vehicle safety impacts

| object to the EIS because the proposal in relation to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt stated therein, that
‘heavy vehicles associated with spoil haulage would travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt’
presents unacceptable safety and amenity impacts.

The corner of Darley Rd (actually James St) and the City West Link is a pedestrian zone for:

- Pupils of Orange Grove Public School who live in Leichhardt

- Students of Sydney Secondary College, Leichhardt Campus who alight at Leichhardt North Ilght rail stop
- Students of other schools along the light rail who board at Leichhardt North light rail stop

- Commuters who board at Leichhardt North light rail stop .

- Residents walking to Leichhardt Park Acquatic Centre and adjacent sporting facilities

- Residents walking to the Orange Grove markets on Saturdays

The proponents plan brings pedestrians and school children in particular directly into the path of spoil haulage trucks at an
intersection found to be the third most dangerous according to Transport for NSW figures.

A further impact will be to discourage people from walking in this area leading to greater car use for local trips.

| object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on the above grounds.
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| object to the nnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI
7485 for the reason(s set out below.

e Air quality — exhaust emissions

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

. environment to the greatest extent practicable. In particular | object to the Darley Road Civil
and Tunnel Construction site because of the impact it will have on health.

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

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

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

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

- in an area used by a lot of pedestrians to get to and from the North Leichhardt light rail stop.

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

Pedestrian and cyclist movements

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

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

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

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

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

Light rail access

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

1 submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS appllcatuon # SS1 7485, for the following

lication and require pre

ration of a genuine, not indicative, EIS

reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the a

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.

Why the so called ‘King Street Gateway’ been excluded in the analysis of cumulative impacts of other projects ?

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.

disruption of routes for four years is not a 'temporary' imposition.

A lot of work has gone into building cycling and pedestrian routes in Rozelle and Annandale. Interference and

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.

ignored because they will be even more congested than currently.

The EIS lacks sufficient focus on traffic congestion in the suburbs of Alexandria and Erskineville. Are these being
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The TINSW website says “The Sydney Metro
West project is Sydney's next big railway
infrastructure investment” but the Cumulative
Impact assessment by AECOM (App C) does not
include West Metro. A business case for West
Metro should be completed before determination
of the Project.

The impact of the project on cycling and walking
will be considerable around construction sites.
The promise of a construction plan is not
sufficient. There has not been sufficient
consultation or warning given to those directly
affected or interested organisations. There needs
to be a longer period of consultation so that the
community can be informed about the added
dangers and inconvenience, especially when you
consider that it is over a 4 year period.

Emissions were not modelled beyond 2033. This
is an omission, as the contractual life of the
project is significantly longer, until 2060. The EIS
states, on page 22-15 that ‘it is expected that
savings in emissions from improved road
performance would reduce over time as traffic
volumes increase’. Therefore, the longer-term
outcome of the project is likely to be an increase
in GHG emissions

Bridge Road School - Pyrmont Bridge Road site -
The EIS states that ‘construction activities are
predicted to impact’ this School. However, the
only mitigation proposed is to consuit with the
School ‘to identify sensitive receivers of the
school along with periods of examination’. (Table
5-120) The EIS should not be approved on the

basis that it does not propose any measures to
reduce the impacts to this School. The EIS simply
states that ‘where practicable’ work shouid be
scheduled to avoid major student examination
period when students are studying for
examinations such as the Higher School
Certificate. This is inadequate and students will
be studying every day in preparation for
examinations and this proposal will impact on
their ability to be provided with an education.
Consultation is not considered an adequate
response and detailed mitigation should be
provided which will reduce the impacts to
students to an acceptable level. ‘

Improving connectivity with public transport,
including trains, light rail and bus services in the
inner west would make the Parramatta Road
corridor a more attractive place to live, work and
socialise.

Increased traffic on local roads will decrease
residential amenity and decrease the potential for
new higher density housing. This will affect
numerous streets, with particularly major impacts
on The Crescent, Minogue Crescent, Ross,
Mount Vernon, Catherine, Ross and Arundel
streets in Glebe; and Euston Road, McEvoy,
Botany, Wyndham, Bourke and Lachlan Streets in
the Green Square area. In the redevelopment
areas, land adjoining these streets may suffer a
loss of development potential, a loss of value and
will bear the additional costs of designing for
noisy environments.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

vi.

The EIS uses the term ‘construction fatigue’ to refer to the continuing impacts of construction. In St Peters
construction work in relation to the M4 and M5 has been going on for years. Approval of this latest EIS will mean
that construction impacts of M4 and New M5 will extend for a further five years with both construction and 24/7
tunnelling sites. In reality ‘construction fatigue’ means residents in St Peters losing homes and neighbours and
community; roadworks physically dividing communities; sickening odours over several months, incredible noise
pollution 24 hours a day and dangerous work practices putting community members at risk. These conditions have
already placed enormous stress on local residents, seriously impacting health and well-being. Another g years will
be breaking point for many residents. How is this addressed in the EIS beyond the acknowledgement of
‘construction fatigue’. This is intolerable for the local community who bear the greatest cost of the construction of
the M4 and M5 and the least benefit. '

In Leichhardt serious safety concerns about the choice of the Darley Rd site have been raised by the Inner West
Council and an independent engineer’s report. Despite countless meetings between local residents and SMC and
RMS over 12 months, none of the serious and legitimate concerns raised by the residents have even been
acknowledged. This is a massive breach of community trust and seriously questions the integrity of the EIS.

The RMS has previously identified the Darley Rd site in Leichhardt as the third most dangerous traffic hazard in the
Inner West. The NSW Land and Environment Court found that the location of the site couldn’t safely deal with 60
bottle truck movements a week, but the M4/Ms EIS shows that more than 800 vehicles including hundreds of
heavy ones will use the site each day as part of construction of M4Ms Link. HOW IS THIS POSSIBLE? why are the
already acknowledged impacts being ignored.

It has estimated that if construction goes ahead, some homes in Darley St Leichhardt will have a truck on average
every 4 minutes just metres from their bedrooms. If experience in Haberfield, Kingsgrove, St Peters and Alexandria
is anything to go by, residents can again expect the actual experience to be worse than predicted by the EIS. HOW
IS THIS POSSIBLE? why have the serious and legitimate concerns raised by the residents not even been
acknowledged.

The EIS identifies hundreds of risks at different construction sites. It relation to these risks the EIS recommends
proceeding despite the risks; or seeking a way to mitigate risks during the “detailed design” phase. That phase
excludes the public altogether. That is, the M4/Mg should be approved with no calculation of risks or what
mitigation may mean for impacted residents.

EIS social impact study states that "the health and safety of residents should be prioritised around construction
areas” - this is merely platitudinous in the light of the choice of Darley Rd the third most dangerous traffic
intersection in the Inner West as a construction site.

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

Name Email Mobile
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

A. The social and economic impact study notes the
high value placed on community networks and
social inclusion but does nothing to seriously
evaluate the social impacts on these of
WestCONnex. Any genuine assessment would
draw on experience with the New M5 and M4
East rather than ignoring it.This lack of genuine
engagement with social impact reduces the study
to the level of a demographic description and a
series of bland value statement

' B. The EIS states that spoil haulage hours will be

restricted but ignores the fact that the same was
promised for the M4 East but these promises
have been ignored repeatedly.

- C. The EIS states "Direct and indirect traffic

disruptions are likely to be experienced on local
and arterial roads in most suburbs that are in
close proximity to construction sites. This would
include the suburbs of Ashfield, Haberfield, St
Peters, Camperdown, Annandale, Lilyfield,
Leichhardt, and Rozelle." Despite this finding,
the study then pushes these negative impacts
aside as inevitable. There is never any
evaluation of whether in the light of the negative
impacts an alternative public infrastructure
project might be preferable.

D. 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

communities and businesses in the area.

It is clear from reading the EIS that the impacts
of the project on traffic congestion and travel
times across the region during five years of
construction will be negative and

substantial. Five years is a long time. At the end
of the day, the result.of the project will also be
more traffic congestion although not necessarily
in the same places as now. There needs to be a
serious cost benefit analysis before the project
proceeds further.

Table 6.1 in Appendix Q ( Social and Economic
impact) is not an accurate report on the
concerns of residents. It downplays concerns of
Newtown, St Peters and Haberfield residents. It
does not even mention concerns about
additional years of construction in Haberfield
and St Peters. The raises the question of whether
this is a result of the failure of SMC to notify
impacted residents including those on the
Eastern Side of King Street and St Peters about
the potential impacts of the M4 M5

G. The EIS identifies a risk to children from

construction traffic at Haberfield School. I find
such risks unacceptable and am not satisfied with
a promise of a Plan to which the public is
excluding from viewing or providing feedback
until it is published.

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

Name Email

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

1. The process that has led to this EIS has been undemocratic and obscure, driven by decisions made behind closed doors.

2. Hundreds of risks associated with this project have not been assessed but have instead been deferred to a detailed design stage into which
the public will have no input. | call on the Department of Planning to reject this inadequate E|S that has been prepared by AECOM, which has
multiple commercial interests in WestConnex.

3. lam appalled that the Sydney Motorway Corporation could seek approval to build complex interchanges under the suburbs of Rozelle and
Leichhardt on the basis of an EIS that is based on a concept design rather than detailed proposal that includes engineering plans.

4. There has been no independent consideration of alternatives, in particular of a major expansion of commuter rail transport. The Department
should reject this inadequate EiS and have a review of the flawed processes that have already led to massive expenditure on the inadequate
option of privatised toll roads. This proposal is out of step with contemporary urban planning.

5. The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. We now have
proposals for Stages 1,2 and 3 and none achieve this goal. The community is asked to support this proposal on the basis of other major
unfunded projects, which are little more than ideas on a map. This is NOT the way to plan a liveable city.

6. | objectto the publication of this EIS only 14 days after the final date for submission of comments on the concept design. At the time this EIS
was approved for publication, there had been no public response to the public submissions on the design. It was not possible that the
community’s feedback was considered let alone assessed before the EIS model was finalised. The rushed process exposes the fundamental
lack of integrity in the feedback process and treats the community with contempt.

7. The increased amount of traffic the M4-MS5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters, Haberfield and Rozelle Interchanges will
disrupt local transport networks including bus and active transport (walklng and cycling).

8. | oppose the destruction of any more of Sydney’s heritage for WestCON nex. | am appalled that Sydney Motorway Corporation is seekmg
approval to tunnel under hundreds of highly valued heritage buildings in Newtown without any serious assessment of risk at all. This heritage
belongs to all of Sydney.

9. Itis quite clear that the escalating cost of tolls will encourage drivers to avoid tollways. This will further potlute and congest local roads. Such
impact is already evident on Parramatta Rd usage after the new M4 tolls were introduced. The community expects similar impacts on roads
around the St Peters interchange, including the Princes Highway, King St, Enmore and Edgeware Roads and though streets of Alexandria and
Erskineville. The EIS Traffic analysis fails to deal with this issue of traffic beyond the boundaries of the project and should be rejected.

10. 1object to the fact that the WestConnex Traffic Model has not been released to Councils and the community.

11. Increased traffic congestion in areas around portals will increase pollution along roadsides, with predicted adverse impacts on breathing and
through long-term carcinogenic effects. The maps and analysis of the 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.

12. Unfiltered stacks anywhere in Sydney are not unacceptable. An extra exhaust stack on the NW corner of the St Peters interchange will
increase poliution in an area where the prevailing winds will spread emissions over residences, schools and sports fields. St Peters Primary
School will be at the apex of a triangle between the two exhaust stacks on the SW and NW corners of the interchange.

13. The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-MS link — in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same area — in Tempe,
Sydenham, St Peters and Newtown -is an unknown hazard to buildings. Residents have found it hard enough to get compensation for damage
done to buildings by Stage One and Two. Two different tunnelling operations takifig place at such proximity will further increase difficulty
because private contractors will blame the other project.

*

In this submission | have only been able to include some of my objections to this EIS. We have already witnessed the destruction of tracts of
Haberfield and St Peters. it is time to consider this entire project before more damage is done.

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

Name: ; Email: ; Mobile:
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SS| 7485 for the
reason(s) set out below. ‘

Hours of operation

e | object to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the proponent
represents that spoil removal from this site would only occur within standard construction hours.

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

‘Reasonable and feasible work practices and mitigation measures would be implemented to minimise
potential noise impacts due to activities occurring at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site. Local residents,
businesses and the NSW EPA would be kept informed about works outside standard day time
construction hours at the site. :

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to
-assess or explain the impacts of this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include
construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other than spoil trucks), workers arriving for shifts and
leaving after shifts. It is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain noise. The Jim Holt report
stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. Itis not clear
whether the proponent will mandate the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection
rather than what is feasible.

Noise impacts

e The resident's of Darley Rd, Francis, Hubert and Charles St have little acoustic protection against the
noise of truck engines, exhaust and brakes and none is contemplated in the EIS.

| object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt because the truck noise impacts for
residents will be too great for the extended period of construction involved and the Darley Road civil and
tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt should be rejected on this basis.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Non-compliance with SEARS

| object to the proposal because it does not comply with the
SEARS requirements. The EIS must include, but not
necessarily be limited to, a description of the project and all
components and activities (including ancillary components
and activities) required to construct and operate it, including
the location and operational requirements of construction
ancillary facilities and access.

In so far as it describes the Darley Road civil and tunnel site
(C4) at Leichhardt the EIS does not meet this requirement

because it does not describe the components and activities -

that have been described to the community either in
meetings with LAW (Leichhardt Against WestConnex) or at
the WestConnex Community Reference Group established
by Sydney Motorway Corporation.

The EIS has been released before the proponent is able to
describe how it actually plans to carry out construction
activities at Darley Road, Leichhardt, in particular the plan for
staging the arrival of spoil trucks.

The proponent via its agent Sydney Motorway Corporation’s
employee Peter Jones has advised on several occasions
that spoil haulage trucks will be staged from the Sydney
Ports land on Glebe Island via James Craig Rd. This is to
avoid the situation at-Haberfield where trucks circle the
Northcote St site as they are not able to queue to enter it
‘creating congestion and noise impacts as they drive slowly
into Wattle St and Ramsay St. before making a second run
at the Northcote St site from the Parramatta Road entrance.

No details of this staged spoil haulage proposal at Darley
Road, Leichhardt are provided other than that ‘construction
traffic may also access the Darley Road civil and tunnel site
(C4) at Leichhardt via the westbound lanes of City West
Link’.

Peter Jones from Sydney Motorway Corporation has advised
that he is in the process of finalising an agreement with
Sydney Ports which will enable him to stage trucks from a
location on Glebe Island via James Craig Rd. The EIS
should not have been released before this plan was finalised.
Peter Jones has advised that he is only required to describe
the ‘worst case scenario’ in the EIS, which is trucks arriving
ad hoc via the eastbound lanes of City West Link. The EIS
should describe what the proponent actually plans to do as
well as the worst case scenario so that the impacts of all
options being considered can be assessed and commented
on.

It is not clear from the EIS how the alternative plan for the
staged arrival of spoil trucks from Sydney Ports will be
documented and how stakeholders will have an opportunity
to assess its impacts. The EIS does not specifically state
that this staged arrival plan will be documented in the
CTAMP, the Ancillary Facilities Management Plan or the
Preferred Infrastructure Report.

| object to the EIS on the grounds that it does not comply
with the SEARS.

Construction vehicle safety impacts

| object to the EIS because the proposal in relation to the
Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt stated
therein, that ‘heavy vehicles associated with spoil haulage
would travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into
Darley Road, Leichhardt’ presents unacceptable safety and
amenity impacts. .

The corner of Darley Rd (actually James St) and the City
West Link is a pedestrian zone for:

. - Pupils of Orange Grove Public School who live in’

Leichhardt .

- Students of Sydney Secondary College, Leichhardt
Campus who alight at Leichhardt North light rail
stop

- Students of other schools along the light rail who
board at Leichhardt North light rail stop

- Commuters who board at Leichhardt North light rail
stop

-~ Residents walking to Leichhardt Park Acquatic
Centre and adjacent sporting facilities

- Residents walking to the Orange Grove markets on
Saturdays

The proponents plan brings pedestrians and school children
in particular directly into the path of spoil haulage trucks at
an intersection found to be the third most dangerous
according to Transport for NSW figures.

A further impact will be to discourage peoplé from walking in
this area leading to greater car use for local trips.

| object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at
Leichhardt on the above grounds.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS appllcatlon #SSI 7485 for the -
reason(s) set out below.

Non-compliance with SEARS

e | object to the proposal because it does not comply with the SEARS requirements. The EIS must include,
but not necessarily be limited to, a description of the project and all components and activities
(including ancillary components and activities) required to construct and operate it, including the location
and operational requirements of construction ancillary facilities and access.

The EIS has been released before the proponent is able to describe how it actually plans to carry out
construction activities at Darley Road, Leichhardt, in particular the plan for staglng the arrival of spoil
trucks.

Hours of operation

» | object to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 houerperation despite the fact that the proponent
represents that spoil removal from this site would only occur within standard construction hours.

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

‘Spoil handling associated with tunnelling supported by the Darley Road civil and tunnel site would occur
24 hours a day, seven days a week. Spoil would be handled below ground wherever practicable to reduce
the potential for amenity impacts in adjacent areas. Spoil handing at the surface outside standard day
time construction hours would occur within an acoustic shed to manage potential amenity impacts. Spoil
removal from this site would only occur within standard construction hours, between 7.00 am and 6.00 pm
Monday to Friday, and between 8 00 am and 1.00 pm on Saturdays.’

The EIS allows for the pOSSIbIlIty of spoil handllng above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to
assess or explain the impacts of this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include
construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other than spoil trucks), workers arriving for shifts and
leaving after shifts. Itis not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain noise. The Jim Holt report
stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear
whether the proponent will mandate the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection
rather than what is feasible.

1 object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its

plan for a dive site as it is clear impacts are too great for the community. At the very least the site should

be restricted to standard construction hours for all operations above ground and there should be no shifts
commencing or ending outside of standard construction hours. The proponent should be directed to find a
site where its operations will not impact on residents outside of standard construction hours.
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I object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #5SI 7485 for the reason(s) set
out below.

e Contaminated site

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

7 Darley Road is a site which has been reported to the NSW EPA under section 60 of the CLM Act.
Although NSW EPA assessed the site as not requiring regulation under the CLM Act in 16.2.14 of the
EIS the proponent sets out in Table 16-15 the contaminants of potential concern that are present at
Darley Rd. These are metals, polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, total recoverable hydrocarbons,
asbestos and Volatile Organic Hydrocarbons (SVOCs).

The proponent’s plan for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt involves
demolition, earthworks, construction and track-out (the transport of dust and dirt from the
construction/demolition site onto the public road network on construction vehicles).

| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of the impact
that disturbance of contaminants will have on health and on property. The community should not be
put at risk when a dive site is not necessary.

e Asbestos contaminated site

| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the proponent
has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, that the project is
designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air quality impacts (including
nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health and the environment to the greatest
extent practicable. .
Appendix R, 4.7.8 Areas and contaminants of concern the proponent states that ‘There is als
potential for asbestos to be present in the fill from potential uncontrolled filling and demolition of
former buildings.’

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

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

Cumulative impacts of aircraft noise and construction
noise

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

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

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

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

Hourly distribution of noise events above 70dBA
20

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

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

The proponent in identifying the potential contamination impacts at Darley Road states that:
‘Previous soil investigations identified fill material with slightly elevated metals and PAHs, although
the site is still suitable for ongoing commercial/industrial land use. A UST has also been
decommissioned. If present and not appropriately controlled, there is potential for:
- Direct contact, inhalation and ingestion risk to site workers from contaminated soil or
hazardous building materials via dust
- Discharge of contaminated surface water to the stormwater system and ultimately
Hawthorne Canal and Iron Cove
- Incorrect handling or disposal of spoil
- - Disturbance of actual or potential acid sulfate soils at the western end of the site which
could impact local soil and water quality.

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

1 object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of the impact
that disturbance of asbestos and other contaminants will have on health and on property. The
community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #55I 7485 for the reason(s) set
out below.

e Dust emission from construction activities

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

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

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

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

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

Noise impacts

¢ The proponent has identified that the most affected
receivers are residential receivers which adjojn the
Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on
Darley Road between Norton Street and Falls Street.
The most noise affected receivers are located between
Charles Street and Norton Street due to their proximity
to the construction site.

The proponent has identified that the worst case
construction scenario will occur during
- Road adjustments works
- spoil handling works within the acoustic shed
during all works periods
Highest construction noise impacts:
- Use of a rock breaker during the daytime
period as part of the demolition works and
- Use of a road profiler during the night-time
period as part of the road adjustment works

| object to the EIS because the proponent provides that

spoil handling works within the acoustic shed will take
place for the duration of the construction phase which
could be up to two to three years’ duration, yet there is
no clear plan for measures that will be taken to minimise
noise impacts.

¢ | object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at
Leichhardt on the basis that there is no clear plan in the
EIS for measures that will provide the maximum
possible level of mitigation from noise impacts. | also
object because there is no clear plan for remedies
available to residents who are impacted.

e | object to the EIS because the proponent’s assessment
of who are Highly Noise Affected receivers in the area
adjacent to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at
Leichhardt is incorrect and wrongly minimises the actual
number of Highly Noise Affected receivers.

Many residents in Charles St and Hubert St were highly
affected by noise from works conducted during the
renovation of 7 Darley Rd in 2016. In Hubert St,
residents at least as far as No 31 and No 32 Hubert St
were affected. The affected properties are not correctly
reflected in the EIS.

| object to the EIS because it underestimates the
number of residents that will be highly affected by noise.
It does not take account of the impact of vehicle noise
from fully laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep
incline from Darley Rd to the City West Link. It does not
take account of the noise impact of vehicles using air
brakes down the same incline and braking to enter the
site.

| object to the EIS because the proponent incorrectly
asserts construction traffic is unlikely to resultin a
noticeable increase in LAeq noise levels at receivers
along the proposed construction traffic routes (Darley
Road, Leichhardt and City West Link). This does not
take account of the impact of vehicle noise from fully
laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep incline from
Darley Rd to the City West Link. It does not take
account of the noise impact of vehicles using air brakes
down the same incline and braking to enter the site.
The impact of these will be substantial.

Commercial trucks are very loud; a standard diesel
engine produces approxmately 100 decibels (dB) of
noise.

Engine braking noise can be disturbing both because it
is loud and also as it has a distinctive characteristic
modulation. Engine braking noise is caused by pulses of
gases being emitted from the truck exhaust system,
giving a 'machine gun' sound.

| object to the Darley Rd site because of the level of
noise that the trucks will cause.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SS| 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

3
Noise impacts

e | object to the EIS because the proponent has not
provided details of the noise mitigation measures
proposed in relation to the Darley Road civil and tunnel
site (C4) at Leichhardt. As a result it is not possible to
assess the noise impacts of the Darley Road civil and

tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. It is unacceptable for the '

proponent to establish a major construction site in the
middle of a residential area without a clear plan for
mitigating noise impacts.

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

‘Acoustic barriers and devices at the access tunnel
-entrances would be considered and implemented where
reasonable and feasible to minimise potential noise
impacts associated with out-of-hours works within the
tunnels. in addition, temporary noise mitigation
measures may include noise barriers and other
temporary structures such as site buildings, which would
be provided to minimise noise impacts on surrounding
properties.’

Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) will create a high
level of noise impact for residents yet the proponent has
not given details of the plan for mitigating this impact.
The measures will be implemented only if ‘reasonable
and feasible’ which is a subjective assessment as it
does not states whether they will be assessed as
reasonable from the standpoint of the proponent or the
residents. What the proponent thinks is reasonable may
not meet the residents expectation as to what is
reasonable. The measures appear to be optional as the
proponent only states that that ‘may include noise
barriers and other temporary structures such as site
buildings’.

e | object to the EIS because the proponent has not
provided a clear plan for measures that will be taken to
minimise noise impacts from work within and outside of
standard construction hours at the Darley Road civil and
tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt.

| object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to
take account of the fact that the demolition of 7 Darley
Road, Leichhardt will remove a significant noise barrier
to traffic noise from the City West Link. This will mean
increased traffic noise impacts to the residents of Darley
Rd, Francis St, Hubert St and Charles St.

| object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to ‘
take account of the noise impact of fully laden spoil

haulage trucks exiting the Darley Road civil and tunnel

site (C4) at Leichhardt driving up the very steep blind

turn at the intersection with the City West Link. The
RMS . should install noise measuring equipment and
monitoring cameras at this location to measure noise

from heavy vehicles and identify vehicles whose noise -

that exceeds the applicable Australian standard.

1 object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to
take account of the noise impact of spoil haulage trucks
using air brakes on the descent down Darley Rd off the
City West Link. Heavy vehicle drivers should avoid
using exhaust brakes, engine compression or ‘jake’
brakes near residential areas and noise-sensitive areas
such as hospitals and schools, unless they are
necessary for safety reasons. RMS should implement
noise limits from engine compression brakes and should
use roadside noise 'cameras’ as an aid to enforcement
at every location where WestConnex vehicles emitting
engine compression brake noise might affect nearby
communities.
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1 object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SS1 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Cumulative impacts of aircraft emissions and spoil truck
emissions

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

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

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

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

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

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

The researchers at the University of Athens found that
around half the participants (just under 45 per pent)
were exposed to more than 55 decibels of daytime
aircraft noise, while around one in four (just over 27 per
cent ) were exposed to more than 45 decibels of night-
time aircraft noise.

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

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

| object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd
because in addition to the existing aircraft emissions and
noise experienced by people living near the site, this will
mean an additional cumulative impact of spoil truck
diesel exhaust emissions and noise every 4 minutes in
peak hour based on number of truck movements per
hour and in excess of every 4 minutes per hour in non
peak permitted construction hours. This will give rise to
increased health risks from noise and air pollution which
research suggest will cause increased blood pressure
and risk of stroke.
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1.

Acquisition and demolition of Dan Murphys — | object to the acquisition of this site on the basis that Dan

Murphys renovated and started a new business in December 2016, in full knowledge that they were to be

acquired, with the acquisition process commencing early November 2016. This is maladministration of public -

money and the tax payer should not be left to foot the compensation bill in these circumstances. It is also
wasteful that several million dollars was spent on renovations, for the entire structure to de demolished less
than 18 months later. :

Night works — Leichhardt. The EIS states that to minimize disruptions to traffic on the existing road network
(including in peak hours) there will be night works where appropriate. Given the congested nature of Darley
Road, it is likely there will be frequent night work (EIS, 6.4). This will create an unacceptable impact in
residents. It is unacceptable that a highly unsuitable site has been selected. And, instead of a proper plan to
manage traffic, the EIS contemplate work simply occurring at night. This’is objected to in the strongest terms.
Additional facilities. The EIS states that the contractor may decide upon additional ‘construction ancillary

~ facilities’ to the 12 identified in the EIS. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be more

unidentified sites taken, as residents will have no opportunity to comment on their impacts. The approval
condition should limit any construction facilities to those already notified and detailed in the EIS.
Permanent substation and water treatment plant - Residents on Darley Rd opposite the site and residents
in Hubert St will have a direct line of site to the Motorway operation infrastructure. The resultant impact is a
permanent degradation of the visual environment, is a loss of amenity and is detrimental to the community.
This facility should not be permitted in this location and the EIS needs to demonstrate why it is required at
this site. If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the site out of line of site of residents. The
residual land should be returned for community purposes, such as green space, with future commercial uses
ruled out. If the community is forced to endure 5 years of severe disruptions due to this toll road, the
compensation should, at the very least, result in the land being returned to the community as green space.
Noise mitigation — Leichhardt. The noise mitigation proposed in the EIS is unacceptable. No detail of
noise walls is provided, giving residents no opportunity to comment on whether final impacts are acceptable.
This is despite the fact 36 homes are identified in the EIS as severely affected by construction noise. The
acoustic shed proposed is of the lowest grade and does not cover the entire site, resulting in noise impacts
from the movement of trucks in and out of the tunnel access point. The highest grade acoustic shed should
be provided, with the shed covering the entire site. The additional noise mitigation such as noise wails, need
to be set out in detail so that residents can properly comment on the impacts. -

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must
be removed before this 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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Trafflc and transport new right hand turnmg lane on the City West Link to James
St

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

» Unfiltered stacks anywhere in Sydney are not unacceptable. There must be a review of the NSW government's unacceptable policy on this
issue. | am appatled that the ex Minister for Planning Rob Stokes who approved the New M5 and unfiltered stacks in St Peters and Haberfield
would declare that he would not have them in his own area. How can residents have any trust in a process that is underpinned by such
hypocrisy.

» The EIS at 7-51 refers to concerns that were raised by the community that the alignment of tunnels in Newtown appeared to go to the east of
King Street, an area that had had no geotech drilling or testing. SMC staff indicated at Community information sessions that the maps included
in the Concept Design were broad and indicative only, and that further details would be available in the EIS. No further details have been
provided. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process.

» Other Comments
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The EIS states that residents will likely
be subject to cumulative construction
impacts as several tunnelling works
activities may operate simultaneously (10-
119, EIS) No mitigation steps are
proposed to ease this impact on those
affected.

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 indicates that residents will be
subjected to severe noise impacts for
up to 4 months, caused by the long-
term construction work proposed for this
site” which includes 8 weeks to demolish
buildings, followed by 6 weeks to
establish construction facilities, with
pavement and infrastructure works
required (EIS, 10-112) The EIS contains
limited mitigation proposed to manage
such impacts.

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 quaiity

bjection to th es 4-M5 1i
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(specifically nitrogen dio/ide. and
particulates) within the local community
have been assessed and are considered
to be ‘acceptable.’ We disagree that the
impacts on human health are acceptable
and object to the project in its entirety
because of these impacts.

The EIS states that ‘construction
activities are predicted to impact this
School. However, the only mitigation
proposed is to consult with the School-
‘t0 identify sensitive receivers of the
sghool along with periods of
efiamination’. (Table 5-120) The EIS
should not be approved on the basis
that it does not propose any -measures
to reduce the impacts to this School.
The EIS simply states that ‘where
practicable’ work shoulg be scheduled to
ayoid major student efamination period

en students are studying for
elaminations such as the Higher School
Certificate. This |s inadequate and
students will be Jstudying every day in
preparation for eMaminations and this
proposal will impact on their ability to
be provided with an education.
Consultation is not considered an
adequate response and detailed
mitigation should be provided which will
reduce the impacts to students to an
acceptable level.
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| submit my strongest objections to the M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS

application # SS| 7485, and request the Minister to reject the application and require SMC /
RMS to issue a true, not an ‘indicative’ and fundamentally flawed EIS
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¢ The EIS indicates that a large number of
residents will be affected by construction
noise caused by demolition and pavement
and infrastructure works. This includes use
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
measures are proposed to protect residents
from these impacts (10-118, EIS) The EIS
admits that three residents and two
businesses will be subject 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. The EIS should not be
approved without details of the proposed
mitigation and/or compensation to be paid to
residents.

¢ The EIS acknowledges the noise and
vibration impacts and the need for work to
occur outside of standard daytime
construction hours. It simply states that ‘the
specific management strategy for
addressing potential impacts associated
with  ground-borne noise..would Dbe
documented in the OOHW protocol. This is
inadequate as the community have no
opportunity to comment on the OOHW
protocol or the management of the ongoing
impacts to which they will be subjected.

0 There is no evidence provided in the BIS
that the ventilation outlets will be date. The
RIS simply states that ‘the ventilation
outlets would be designed to effectively
disperse the emissions from the tunnel and
are predicted to have negligible effect on
local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary).

This is inadequate and details of the irnpacts
on air quality need to be provided so that
the residents and experts can meaningfully
cormment on the impact.

Up to 14 ‘receivers’ at this site are predicted
to have impacts from high noise impacts
during out of hours work for construction
and pavement works for approximately 2
weeks caused by the use of a rock-breaker.
Again, no plans to relocate or compensate
residents affected is provided in the EIS
(EIS, XV) The only mitigation contained in
the EIS is that the use of the road profiler is
to be limited during out of hours works
‘where feasible.’ (Table B-120) In other
words, there is no mitigation whatsoever for
residents affected by daytime noise and a
possibility that they will be similarly
affected out of hours where the contractor
considers that it isn’t possible to limit the
use of the road profiler. This represents an
inadequate response to managing these
severe noise impacts for residents.

The EIS states that there will be noise
‘exceedances’ for trucks entering and
exiting the site (Table 5-120) No detail is
provided as to the level of any such
‘exceedance’. Nor does it propose any
mitigation other than investigations into
‘locations’ where hoarding above & metres
can be utilized to control trucks in the
queuing area. This does not result in any
firm plans to manage the noise. Nor is
enough detail provided so that those
affected can comment on the effectiveness
of this proposed mitigation measure.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons, and reguest 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.

L. Darley Road and adjacent streets such as Hubert St are exposed to flood. The flood impact could be
exacerbated by the disruption or blockage of existing drainage networks, which are risks identified in the
EIS. The EIS has not assessed whether the identified risk to the existing drainage network will cause
increased risk of flood damage to flood lots and it fails to take account of the Inner West Council’s
Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan which contains recommended flood modification options.
The EIS has not assessed whether its drainage infrastructure will impede the Inner West Council’s
Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan option HC_FMa3 to lay additional pipes/culverts from
Elswick Street to Hawthorne Canal (via Regent Street and Darley Road). RMS has not assessed whether
its drainage infrastructure will impede Inner West Council’s Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management
Plan option HC_FM4 to lay additional pipes/ culverts from William Street to Hawthorne Canal via
Hubert Street and Darley Road. The EIS should not be approved as it has not properly explained or

assessed theseimpacts.

I1. There is provision in the EIS for only a dozen worker car parks and no provision for the 100 or so
workers who will be permanently based at the Darley Road site for up to five years. A major construction
site project should not be permitted in a neighbourhood area without allocated parking for all workers.
No other business would be permitted to be established without this requirement being satisfied - why is
it acceptable for this project? In addition, the EIS proposes the removal of 20 car spaces used by residents
on Darley Road and will remove the ‘%kiss and ride’ facility at the light rail stop. This will result in residents
being unable to park in their own street and will increase noise impacts from workers doing shift

changeovers 24 hours a day.

I11.The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed
and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of
the design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to
detailed design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.” The community
will have no opportunity to comment on the Preferred Infrastructure Report which forms the basis of the
approval conditions. This means the community will have limited say in the management of the impacts
identified in the EIS. The EIS needs to provide an opportunity for the community to meaningfully input
into this report and approval conditions.
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I submit my strongest objections to the M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application # $S1 7485, and request the Minister to reject the application and require SMC /
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" RMS to issue a true, not an ‘indicative’ and fundamentally flawed EIS
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The EIS permite trucke to access local roads in
exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the
cite. Given the congtraints of the Darley Road site
queuing will be the ucual cituation. The EIS needg to be
amended to remove queuing ag an exceptional
circumgtance. The truck movemente should properly
managed by the contractor go that there ie no queuing.
Thig exception will make it eagier for contractors to
negleet their obligation to monitor and manage truck
movementg in and out of the site and needs to be
removed. The EIS needs to specifically mention all local
atreete abutting Darley Road and expresely prohibited
truck movements (including parking) on these streets.
Thie chould include all streete from the north (James
8t) to the south (Falle Road), which are near the project
footprint.

The EIS gtates that there are ‘investigations” occurring
into alternative accees to the Darley Road site. The EIS
doeg not provide any detall on which residents can
comment about alternative access which would keep
trucke off Darley Road. The plane for alternative accese
should be expedited. (t should be a condition of approval
that the alternative acceee ie confirmed and that no epoil
trucke are permitted to access Darley Road due to the
unaceeptable noige, safety and traffic issues that the

current proposal creates.

Planning Services,
Department of Planning and
Environment

Attn: Director ~ Transport
Assessments

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.

Application Number: SSI 7485

Application Name:
WestConnex M4-M5 Link

There ig no need for the Darley Road site, other than a
time gaving (tunneling) of geveral monthe. [t ie
unacceptable that the community should be forced to
endure 5 yeare of eevere dicruption to accommodate the
timetable of the private contractors. The EIS should not
be approved on the bagie that it containg provision for
the Darley Road site without any proper justification ag

for ite need.

The EIS ctatee 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 bagig that there may be more unidentified sites taken,
ae reidents will have no opportunity to comment on their
impacte. The approval condition schould [imit any
congtruction facilities to those already notified and
detailed in the EIS.

The permanent eubetation and water treatment plant
proposed for the Darley Road site facility should not be
approved ag part of the EIS. [t proposes discharging
water from the tunnels into the etorm water canal near
Blackmore Oval. This will devastate our waterways and

| impact negatively on the amenity of the bay which hag

four rowing clubs in close proximity. In addition, the
environmental impacte of thig discharge are not properly
get out in the EIS.

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
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Darley Road and adjacent streets such as
Hubert St are exposed to flood. The flood
impact could be exacerbated by the
disruption or blockage of existing drainage
networks, which are risks identified in the
EIS. The EIS has not assessed whether the
identified risk to the existing drainage
network will cause increased risk of flood
damage to flood lots and it fails to take
account of the Inner West Council’s
Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan
which  contains recommended flood
modification options. The EIS has not
assessed whether its drainage infrastructure
will impede the Inner West Council’s
Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan
option HC_FM3 to lay additional
pipes/culverts from Elswick Street to
Hawthorne Canal (via Regent Street and
Darley Road). RMS has not assessed whether
its drainage infrastructure will impede Inner
West Council’s Leichhardt Floodplain Risk
Management Plan option HC_FM4 to lay
additional pipes/ culverts from William
Street to Hawthorne Canal via Hubert Street
and Darley Road. The EIS should not be
approved as it has not properly explained or
assessed theseimpacts.

There is provision in the EIS for only a dozen
worker car parks and no provision for the
100 or so workers who will be permanently
based at the Darley Road site for up to five
years. A major construction site project

2
°e

Application Number: SSI 7485

Application Name:
WestConnex M4-M5 Link

should not be permitted in a neighbourhood
area without allocated parking for all
workers. No other business would be
permitted to be established without this
requirement being satisfied - why is it
acceptable for this project? In addition, the
EIS proposes the removal of 20 car spaces
used by residents on Darley Road and will
remove the ‘kiss and ride’ facility at the light
rail stop. This will result in residents being
unable to park in their own street and will
increase noise impacts from workers doing
shift changeovers 24 hours a day.

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

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
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| object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 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.

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

of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure.

The project directly affects five listed heritage items, including demolition of the stormwater canal at Rozelle.
Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or local heritage significant would be subject to indirect impacts
through vibration, settlement and visval setting. And directly affected nine individual buildings as assessed as being
potential local heritage items. It is unacceptable that heritage items are removed or potentially damaged and the
approval should brohibit such destruction.(Executive Summary wviii)

The EIS acknowledges that visval impacts will occor during construction. However it does not propose to address
these negative impacts in the design of the project. This is unacceptable and the EIS needs to propose walls, plant and
perimeter treatments and other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the impact on visval amehity. (Executive

Summary wviii)

No noise barriers have been proposed. This is unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be included in the

EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary xvii)

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

Summary xvi)

We object to the location of the Darley Road civil and construction site becavse the site cannot accommodate the
projected traffic movements without jeopardising the road network. Darley Road is a critical access road for the
residents of leichhardt and the inner west to access and cross the City West Link. It is already congested at peak
hours and the intersection at James Street and the City West link already has queves at the traffic lights. The only
other option for commuters to access the city West Link is to use Norton Street, a two-lane largely commercial strip
which is already at capacity. The addition of hundreds of trocks and contractor vehicles will result in traffic grinding to
o halt and traffic chaos at this critical junctore with commoter travel times drastically increased.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals for the following reasons, and request the Minister reject the
application, and reguire SMC and RMC to prepare a new EIS that is based on genvine, not indicative, desian parameters,

costings, and business case.

(1) The permanent subgtation and water freatment plant proposed for the Darley Road site facility should not be
approved ae part of the EIS. It proposes diecharging water from the tunnels into the storm water canal near
Blackmore Oval. Thie will devactate our waterwayg and impact negatively on the amenity of the bay which hag four
rowing clube in cloge proximity. In addition, the environmental impacte of thie digcharge are not properly et out in the

Es

(2) The EIS indicates that a large number of residente will be affected by construction noice caused by demolition and
pavement and infraetructure worke. Thig includes use of a rock breaker and concrete caw. During all periode of
conetruction, there will be noice impacte from congtruction of site car parking and deliveries and pavement and
infractructure worke. No proper mitigation meaguree are proposed to protect residente from theee impacte (10118,
EIS) The EIS admite that three residents and two buginesses will be eubject to noise impacts above acceptable levels

* for 16 days (I0-119, EIS) No detail i provided ag to whether alternative accommodation will be offered or other

compengation. The EIS ghould not be approved without detaile of the proposed mitigation and/or compensation to be

paid to regidents.

(3) The EIS acknowledges the noise and vibration impacte and the need for work to oceur outside of standard daytime
-congtruction hourg. [+ simply states that ‘the specific management strategy for addressing potential impacte agsociated
with ground-borne noige..would be documented in the OOHW protocol. Thig ie inadequate as the community have no
opportunity to comment on the OOHW protocol or the management of the ongoing impacte to which they will be

subjected.

(44} There ig no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS eimply states that ‘the
ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emigsions from the tunnel and are predicted to have
negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). Thig ig inadequate and detaile of the impacts on air

quality need to be provided ¢o that the residente and experte can meaningfully comment on the impact.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-~MS5 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, desian parameters,
costings, and business case. '

Up tgq 14 ‘receivers’ at this site are predicted to have impacts from high noise
impags during out of hours work for construction and pavement works for
approiimately 2 weeks caused by the use of a rock-breaker. Again, nofiplans to
relocate or compensate residents affected is provided in the EIS (EIS, ) The only
mitigation contained in the EIS is that the use of the road profiler is to be limited
during out of hours works ‘where feasible.’ (Table 5-120) In other words, there is no
mitigation whatsoever for residents affected by daytime noise and a possibility that
they will be similarly affected out of hours where the contractor considers that it
isn't possible to limit the use of the road profiler. This represents an inadequate
response to managing these severe noise |mpacts for residents.

. The EIS states that there will be noise ‘eiceedances’ for trucks entering and efiting

thp site (Table 5-120) No detail is provided as to the level of any such
‘eXceedance’. Nor does'it propose any mitigation other than investigations into
‘locations’ where hoarding above 2 metres can be utilized to control trucks in the
queuing area. This does not result in any firm plans to manage the noise. Nor is
enough detail provided so that those affected can comment on the effectiveness of

this proposed mitigation measure.

There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to
one year| This will significantly worsen impacts for residents close to construction
areas. Nq@ additional mijtigati or any compensation is offered for residents for these
periods.(EAecutive Sumrgary MAvii). It is- unacceptable that residents should have ifiese
prolonged periods of efposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no attempt
to measure or mitighte the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of

construction noise eMposure.
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I object tq the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application = Submission to:

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

Z:Zé Department of Planning and

.................................................................................... Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

] ) ) ] Attn: Director - Transport Assessments
Please include my personal information when publishéfig this submission to your website

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

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

Ventilation facilities

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

SCHOOL SPECIFIC SUBMISSIONS

Impact on safe walking and riding to schools
29. Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley
Road.There are also a number of childcare centres very close to the Darley Road site.

30. The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day at this site will create an unacceptable risk
to students. The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site. The alternative
proposal which provides that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the only proposal
that should be considered.

Local roads - prohibited truck movements ,

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

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

Name Email Mobile
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Tunnel depths

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

Ventilation facilities

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

SCHOOL SPECIFIC SUBMISSIONS

Impact on safe walking and riding to schools .
29. Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley
Road.There are also a number of childcare centres very close to the Darley Road site.

30. The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day at this site will create an unacceptable risk
to students. The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site. The alternative
proposal which provides that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the only proposal
that should be considered.

Local roads - prohibited truck movements

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

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

Name Email Mobile
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# SSI 74885, for the reasons set out below.
Planning Services,

Name:.....cccooviieiinnennn. 7 ..... /'\( ...... Lﬁfm ................................................................... Department of Planning and
) Environment
_ — /_gev: GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
Signature:......coouvnee. J'/— ...... B e e b e s e s b s b e )
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. ApplAication Number: SSI 7485
’ ‘2 0 { Application
Address:... |3 5 ... L A- ] | o 32"( ............................................................
* o 0o Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
A
Suburb: L‘ K nsrtresse Postcode 2-C%o..... Link

Use of local roads by trucks

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

Local roads - prohibited truck movements

20. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to falls Street) should have a
blanket prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These hoems are already
suffering the worst const{uction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition
of lack of parking and additional noise impacts. These streets are not constructed for heavy vehicle
movements and on this basis should also be ruled out. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements
including parking) and worker parking on all of these streets.

Requirement to use public transport or are bussed in by contractors

21. The EIS needs to require that all workers are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail with no
parking whatsoever permitted on local roads at the Darley Road site. This is justified because the site
provides 11 car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day on site. The project cannot be approved on
this basis without a strict requirement on workers to use public transport or project provided transport and
a prohibition needs to be in place against parking on local streets. The EIS needs to require that this
restriction is included in all contracts and in the relevant approval documentation.

Alternative truck movement proposal

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

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

Name Email : Mobile
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Noise impacts

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

Alternative truck movement proposal

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

Parking

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

Installation of a permanent motorway operations complex

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

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

No mention of aircraft noise .

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

Risk of accidents .

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

Trucks on local streets

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

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

Removal of vegetation

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

Substation and water treatment plant

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

Relocation of the Substation and water treatment plant

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

Future use of the Darley Road site

18. The site should be returned to the 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.
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EIS is Indicative only

1. The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed
and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the
design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed
design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.” Therefore this entire
process is a sham as the extent to which concerns are taken into account is not known as the contractor
can simply make further changes. As the contractor is not bound to take into account community impacts
outside of the strict requirements and as the contractor will be trying to deliver the project as quickly and
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the additional measure proposed with respect to construction noise
mitigation for (example) will not be adopted. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not
provide a reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with
a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the
Government to provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements fn
project delivery. The additional effect of this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the
Council will be unable to undertake compliance activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack
any substantial detail.

Overlap in constructlon periods

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

Human health risk (Executive Summary xvi)

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

Jobs created

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

5. The project directly affected five listed heritage items, including demolition of the stormwater canal at
Rozelle. Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or local heritage significant would be subject to
indirect impacts through vibration, settlement and visual setting. And directly affected nine individual
buildings as assessed as being potential local heritage items. it is unacceptable that heritage items are
removed or potentially damaged and the approval should prohibit such destruction.(Executive Summary
XViii) '

Property acquisition support service

6. The EIS states that ‘Impacts associated with property acquisition would be managed through a property
acquisition support service.’ There is no reference as to how this support service will be more effective
than that currently offered. There were many upset residents and businesses who did not believe they
were treated in a respectful and fair manner in earlier stages. The EIS needs to include details as to
lessons learned from earlier projects and how this will be improved for the M4-M5 impacted residents and
businesses. (Executive Summary xviii)

Biodiversity

7. The EIS states that investigation would be undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road bridge is a
potential roost site for microbats. There will be attempts to ‘manage potential impacts’ if confirmed. This is
inadequate. The project should not be permitted to impact on vulnerable species.

Visual amenity

8. The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will occur during construction. However it does not propose to
address these negative impacts in the design of the project. This is unacceptable and the EIS needs to
propose walls,, plant and perimeter treatments and other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the
impact on visual amenity. (Executive Summary xviii)

Lack of ability to comment on the urban design as part of the approval process

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

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

Noise barriers

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

Risk of settlement (ground movement)

12. The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement may occur. We object to the project in its
entirety on this basis. The EIS states that ‘settlement, induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater
drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment’. The risk of ground movement is
lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 metres. However, some tunnelling is at less than 10 metres.

This proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS

states that there are a number of discrete areas to the north and northwest of the Rozelle Rail Yards, to

the north of Campbell Road at St Peters and in the vicinity of Lord Street at Newtown where ground water
movement above 20 milliliters is predicted ‘strict limits on the degree of settlement permitted would be

imposed on the project” and ‘damage’ would be rectified at no cost to the owner. would be placed o

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

Ambient air quality

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

36. The Darley Road site should be rejected because it involves acquiring Dan Murphy's. This business was
rem=novated and opened with full knowledge that it was to be acquired. The lessee and sub-lessees
should not be permitted compensation in these circumstances. The demolition of the entire building (which
the EIS confirms will occur) is wasteful and represents mismanagement of public resources.
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| 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.

> 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-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.

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

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

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

3. lobjectto the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the project
on the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured
that the land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this
facility will forever prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users
required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is

. to be located then it should be moved to the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual
impact on residents. '

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

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

6. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a strict
prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already suffefing 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. 4
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons: ’

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

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

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

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

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

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

“period. In addition, the planned 170 heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction
noise. ’ )

6. The EIS does not even mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels
identified are misleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts
it will have on surrounding homes and businesses. ’
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:-

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Name Email ) . Mobile
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| objéct to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5:Link proposals as contained in the EIS

application, for the following reasons:

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

The substation and water treatment plant proposed for Darley Road should be moved to the north end of the site

near the City West link so that it is less visible to residents. There are no homes that will have direct line of site of the
facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access to the light rail without the need to use the
winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and adds to the time required to access the light rail

stop.

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

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

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

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

adjacent to Darley Road.

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

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

Name ) " _Email

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

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

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

J.  TheEISstatesthat propertydamage willoccur due to ground movement may occur. The EIS states that ‘settlement,
'_ induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnelalignment’. ,
The proposed tunnel alignmentcreates an unacceptable risk of ground movement. We object to the projectin its . i
entirety on this basis. The risk of ground movementis lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 metres. However,
sometunnellingis atiessthan 10 metres.

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

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

6. © TheEISstates that aII:vegeta"cion will be removed on the DarleyRoad site which includes several maturetrees. | object to
the removal of these trees which create a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the trees
are removed they must be replaced with mature trees as soon as the remediation of the site commences.

~

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Name Email Mobile
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contamed in the EIS

application, for the following reasons:

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

submission.

2. The EIS should not be approved 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 consuitation process
because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to change. Because of this the EIS has many caveats and
depends upon further steps (such as traffic management plans), the detail of which is not provided. The
community has no certainty that any of the impacts from construction will be managed to an acceptable level.

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

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

these impacts. (Executive Summary xvi)

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

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

what is p(oposed. (Executive Summary xvii)

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

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

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would liké to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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| submit 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 there are ‘investigations’ occurring into alternative access to the Darley Road site. The
EIS does not provide any detail on which residents can comment about alternative access which would

keep trucks off Darley Road. The plans for alternative access should be expedited. It should be a condition
of approval that the alternative access is confirmed and that no spoil trucks are permitted to access Darley
Road due to the unacceptable noise, safety and traffic issues that the current proposal creates.

The mature trees on the Darley Road site should be preserved. If any trees are removed during

construction it should be a condition of approval that they are replaced with mature trees.

should be returned for community purposes such as parkland.

| 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

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.

| 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.

The EIS states that to minimize disruptions to traffic on the existing road network (including in peak hours)

there will be night works where appropriate. Given the congested nature of Darley Road, it is likely there

will

be frequent night work (EIS, 6.4). This will create an unacceptable impact in residents. It is

unacceptable that a highly unsuitable site has been selected. And, instead of a proper plan to manage
traffic, the EIS contemplate work simply occurring at night. This is objected to in the strongest terms.

The EIS states that the contractor may decide upon additional ‘construction ancillary facilities’ to the 12

identified in the EIS. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be more unidentified
sites taken, as residents will have no opportunity to comment on their impacts. The approval condition
should limit any construction facilities to those already notified and detailed in the EIS.
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| submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, for

the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application and require preparation of a
genuine, not indicative, EIS

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

community as green space.

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.

Darley Road and adjacent streets such as Hubert St are exposed to flood. The flood impact could be exacerbated
by the disruption or blockage of existing drainage networks, which are risks identified in the EIS. The EIS has not
assessed whether the identified risk to the existing drainage network will cause increased risk of flood damage
to flood lots and it fails to take account of the Inner West Council’s Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan
which contains recommended flood modification options. The EIS has not assessed whether its drainage
infrastructure willimpede the Inner West Council’s Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan option HC_FM3
to lay additional pipes/culverts from Elswick Street to Hawthorne Canal (via Regent Street and Darley Road). RMS
has not assessed whether its drainage infrastructure will impede Inner West Council’s Leichhardt Floodplain Risk
Management Plan option HC_FM4 to lay additional pipes/ culverts from William Street to Hawthorne Canal via
Hubert Street and Darley Road. The EIS should not be approved as it has not properly explained or assessed

theseimpacts.

The EIS only analyses crash statistics near the interchanges. It does not provide any detail as to the number of
crashes at the James St/City West Link intersection which, on Transport for NSW’s own figures, is the third most
dangerous intersection in the inner west. Nor does it comment on the two fatalities that occurred on Darley
Road near the proposed construction site. The EIS needs to detail the increased risk in crashes that will be caused
by the additional 170 vehicles a day that are proposed to enter and leave Darley Road during the construction

period.
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| submit my ob|ect|on 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 agpllcatlon and require preparation of a

genuine, not mdncatuveI EIS

Return of the site after construction - Leichhardt:

a. The Darley Road site will not be returned after the project, with a substantial portion permanently housing a
Motorways Operations facility which involves a substation and water treatment plant. This means that the
residents will not be able to directly access the North Light rail Station from Darley Road but will have to
traverse Canal Road and use the narrow path from the side. In addition the presence of this facility reduces the
utility of this vital land which could be turned into a community facility. Over the past 12 months community
representatives were repeatedly told that the land would be returned and this has not occurred. We also object

to the location of this type of infrastructure in a neighbourhood setting.

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Location of permanent Motorway operations complex on Darley Road:

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

should not be permitted in such a location.

Alternative housing for residents - Leichhardt:

c. The FIS needs to provide specific detail as to what will be provided by way of alternative accommodation to the
36 residents identified as suffering extreme noise interference. There is no plan to temporarily relocate such
residents, not to offer them financial compensation to enable them to move out during the worst period. There
is an estimated 10 weeks of extreme noise during demolition of the commercial building and preparatory road
works. Once this work is finished the residents will also be forced to endure a truck every 3-4 minutes for a
period of five years. It is clearly not possible for such residents to continue to live in these houses and the EIS
needs to detail what will be provided in terms of alternative living arrangements for part, or all of the

construction work period.
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| 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
Existing vegetation — Leichhardt:

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

a) 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 visval 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.

Corrent noise measuvres — Leichhardt:

b) The EIS states that ‘reasonable and feasible work practices and mitigation measvres would be implemented to
minimise potential noise impacts doe to activities occurring at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site.' 46-52) This is not
good enovgh. The EIS does not contain any detail whatsoever of these proposal on which they can comment. In
addition, there is no reauirement that measores will in fact be introduced to address noise impacts. The approval
conditions need to contain detail of specific noise mitigation measores that are mandated and can be enforced.

Acoustic shed — Leichhardt:

¢) The EIS does not require an acoustic shed and states that 'Acoustic barriers and devices at the access tunnel
entrances wovld 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 throvgh moch
of the 5-year construction period. In addition, the acoustic shed covers only the spoil and spoil handling area and not
the tonnel 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,
becavse 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 truock movements without these

additional measures,
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Submission to:

Planning Services,

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

Attn‘: Director — Transport Assessments

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application

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 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.

There is provision in the EIS for only a dozen worker car parks and no provision for the 100 or so workers
who will be permanently based at the Darley Road site for up to five years. A major construction site
project should not be p‘err/';w'itted' in a neighbourhood area without allocated parking for all workers. No
other business would be permitted to be established without this requirement being satisfied — why is it
acceptable for this project? In addition, the EIS proposes the removal of 20 car spaces used by residents
on Darley Road and will remove the ‘kiss and ride’ facility at the light rail stop. This will result in residents
being unable to park in their own street and will increase noise impacts from workers doing shift

changeovers 24 hours a day.

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

for this critical arterial road with no plan for management.

The EIS acknowledges that these vehicles will use ‘dispersed’ routes (8-62). In other words, construction
vehicles will use and park on local roads. The EIS does not propose any management as to which roads
they use. The addition of 70-100 light vehicle movements day in Leichhardt will result in our small,
congested streets, which are already at capacity and suffering parking shortages, will have the added
impact of workers travelling to and from the site and parking in local streets. There will be rat running.
The EIS should provide an agreed route (using arterial roads only) that can be used by all vehicles

associated with the project.
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| submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, for
the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application and require preparation of a

enuine, not indicative, EIS

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Indicative works program -~ Leichhardt:
(1) Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three

years. The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for residents.
The works on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised.

. Access tunnel from Darley Road - Leichhardt:
(2) The EIS contains no detail of the access tunnel from the Darley Road site to the mainline tunnel other than

depicting the route. The approval conditions need to ensure that tunnelling is occurring at sufficient depth so '

- |
as to not jeopardise the integrity of the homes and not create unacceptable vibration and noise impacts for |
James Street residents and those at adjacent streets. The approval conditions need to make clear the period of

time for which the ‘temporary’ tunnel is to be used.

Local road diversions and closures - Leichhardt:
(3) The EIS states that these will occur near the Darley Road site. There is no detail provided, nor is there a process

by which residents can influence such decisions. The Inner West Council documents state that Darley Road is
not built to normal road requirements and safety standards, as it was established as an access road for the
former goods line. Two fatalities have occurred near the site location, with many accidents. The Council has
been trying to make Darley Road a safer route for many years. Elwick Street North for example was partially
closed as a result of a fatality. The approval conditions need to make it clear that all road closures need to be
made in consultation with residents affected and that the safety issues are adequately addressed. No arterial

traffic from Darley Road should be allowed to be diverted onto narrow local roads.

Environmental Issues - Contamination — Leichhardt:

(4) The EIS states that Darley Road is a contaminated site, and likely has asbestos. The proposal is that ‘treated”
water will be directly discharged into the stormwater drain at Blackmore oval. There are four long-standing
rowing clubs in the 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.
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( 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 | object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site because of the unacceptable rigk it will create to the
eafety of our community. Darley Road ie a known accident and traffic blackepot and the movements of hundreds of
trucke a day will create an unacceptable rigk of accidents. On Trangport for NSW'e own figures, the intersection at
the City West Link and Jamee Street ig the third most dangerous in the inner west.

o The EIS permite trucke to accese local roads in exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the site. Given
the conetrainte of the Darley Road site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS needs to be amended to remove
queuing ag an exceptional circumetance. The truck movemente should properly managed by the contractor go that
there ie no queuing. Thig exception will make it eagier for contractors to neglect their obligation to monitor and
manage truck movemente in and out of the site and needs to be removed. The EIS needs to specifically mention all
local etreets abutting Darley Road and expresely prohibited truck movements (including parking) on these streets.
Thig should include all streete from the north (Jameg St) to the south (Falls Road), which are near the project

footprint.

o The Darley Road site should be rejected becauge it involvee acquiring Dan Murphy's. Thig buginesg wag rem=novated
and opened with full knowledge that it wag to be acquired. The legcee and sub-lessees should not be permitted
compeneation in these circumstances.The demolition of the entire building (which the EIS confirme will oceur) i
wagteful and repregente mismanagement of public resources.

o No trucke should be permitted on Darley Road or local roads in Leichhardt or Lilyfield. The EIS propoges that all trucke
will arrive at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site from Haberfield and travel along Darley Road to the eite, with a right-
hand turn now permitted into Jameg Street. The proposed route will result in a truck every 3-4 minutes for 5 yeare
running directly by the emall houses on Darley Road. These homes will not be habitable during the five-year conetruction
period due to the unacceptable noige impacte. The truck noice will be worgened by their need to travel up a steep hill to
return to the City Weet Link, ¢o the noice impacte will affect not just thoge homes on or immediately adjacent to Darley
Road. The proposal to run trucks 8o 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 addrese this, Despite the
unaceeptable impact to nearby homes, there ig no proposal for noige walls, nor any mitigation to individual homes.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI
7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Traffic and transport - construction worker parking (1)

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

In 8.3.1 of the EIS the proponent states that ‘A number of the project’s staff and labour
force would be expected to drive to construction sites and would therefore require car
parking.’ And that ‘It is anticipated that construction workforce parking would be primarily
provided at the following sites: ONorthcote Street civil site (C3a) — around 150 car
parking spaces (Option A) Parramatta Road East civil site (C3b) — around 140 car
parking spaces (Option B) Rozelle civil and tunnel site (C5) — around 400 car parking
spaces Campbell Road civil and tunnel site (C10) — around 150 car parking spaces.
These facilities would be used to provide worker parking and shuttle bus transfers to
other nearby construction sites.’

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

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

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site
Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which provide adequate worker parking
and the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why these alternatives
have not been included in the EIS.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI
7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Traffic and transport — hours of operation for spoil removal

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

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

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

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

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

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

Traffic and transport — new right hand turning lane on the City West Link to James St

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

¢ Dust emission from construction activities

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

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

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

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

| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because it
creates an unacceptable risk to the health of workers and residents due to the dust
impacts from demolition and construction and in addition will cause loss of amenity to
residents.

Signed:




The proponent should know this from its existing tunnelling activities at Stages 1 and 2
of the project.

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

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

Traffic and transport - construction worker parking (4)

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

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

| object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because
there is no plan for worker parking and as a result the residents of Charles St, Hubert St,
Darley Rd and Francis St will not be able to park on their streets and will be adversely
impacted by worker parking. The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley
Road civil and tunnel site Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which provide
adequate worker parking and the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as
to why these alternatives have not been included in the EIS.

Traffic and transport - construction worker parking (5)

| object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS which require that the Proponent must




4

Signed:

assess construction transport and traffic (vehicle, pedestrian and cyclists) impacts in relation
to the nature of existing traffic (types and number of movements) on construction access
routes (including consideration of peak traffic times and sensitive road users and parking
arrangements).

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

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

strategy.’

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

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

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

Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which provide adequate worker parking and
the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why these alternatives have not
been included in the EIS.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI
7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

¢ Contaminated site (1)

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

7 Darley Road is a site which has been reported to the NSW EPA under section 60 of
the CLM Act. Although NSW EPA assessed the site as not requiring regulation under
the CLM Act in 16.2.14 of the EIS the proponent sets out in Table 16-15 the
contaminants of potential concern that are present at Darley Rd. These are metals,
polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, total recoverable hydrocarbons, asbestos and Volatile
Organic Hydrocarbons (SVOCs).

The proponent’s plan for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at
Leichhardt involves demolition, earthworks, construction and track-out (the transport of
dust and dirt from the construction/demolition site onto the public road network on
construction vehicles).

| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of
the impact that disturbance of contaminants will have on health and on property. The
community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary.

o Contaminated site (2)

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




Traffic and transport - construction worker parking (2)

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

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

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

During the renovation of the Darley Rd site for the Dan Murphys in 2016 there were
instances of workers parking with engines idling first thing in the morning disturbing
residents.

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

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

Traffic and transport - construction worker parking (3)

| object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because it
is inevitable that workers will end up parking in streets near to the site and this will lead

o residents being disturbed by workers parking in what are otherwise quiet residential

streets.

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

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

This means that such workers will end up parking on our local streets. The proponent
fails to provide information about the times at which such late or early shifts start or end.
Charles St, Hubert St and Francis St are quiet residential streets. Generally, in the
evenings after 6.30 pm there is not a lot of parking activity or through traffic. The
proponent should have disclosed when the shift workers will be arriving or departing.
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- In April 2016 Marrickville Council voted to release confidential legal advice which
suggested that WestConnex had been operating for months without any legal
approval, including in the handling of toxic waste and asbestos.
(http://www.southernthunderer.com.au/westconnex-acts-illegally-in-handling-of-toxic-
waste-and-asbestos/)

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

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

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

- On numerous occasions in Campbell Street St Peters residents have observed
inadequate and dangerous risk asbestos management practices by WestConnex
contractors such as using hoses to damp down dust and material containing
asbestos without wearing protective clothing.
| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because
of the impact that disturbance of asbestos and other contaminants will have on
health and on property. The community should not be put at risk when a dive site is
not necessary.

Asbestos contaminated site (1)

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

Appendix R, 4.7.8 Areas and contaminants of concern the proponent states that ‘There
is also potential for asbestos to be present in the fill from potential uncontrolled filling
and demolition of former buildings.’

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

e ———



Signed:

I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of
the impact that disturbance of asbestos will have on health and on property. The
community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary.

Asbestos contaminated site (2)

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

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

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

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

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

- Incorrect handling or disposal of spoil

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

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

| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of
the impact that disturbance of asbestos and other contaminants will have on health and
on property. The community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

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

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your
website ¥es+ No .

Declaration: | have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.
Date: 12 October 2017

Signed:

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

e Air quality — exhaust emissions (1)

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

health.

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

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

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

A full laden truck and dog driving up the steep blind section of Darley Rd/James St will
have to use high gears and high revs to get up the hill. This will take longer than for
other vehicles because of the size of a truck and dog and the extensive traffic queuing
that takes place at the intersection. The proponent anticipates there being a truck every
4 minutes in peak hour which coincides with the peak of foot traffic near the intersection.
This means a truck every traffic light cycle. This will create unacceptable concentrations
of diesel exhaust in an area used by a lot of pedestrians to get to and from the North
Leichhardt light rail stop.
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The Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction' site in Leichhardt should not be allowed
to proceed because of the health impacts from diesel exhaust.

¢ Air quality — exhaust emissions (2)

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

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

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

¢ Air quality — exhaust emissions (3)

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

| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of
the risk it will create of inhalation of fine particulate matter from diesel exhaust. The
Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt should not be allowed to
proceed because of the risk caused by diesel fumes from spoil trucks at the intersection
of James St with the City West Link.

Signed:
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
Submission in relation to: Application Number - SS| 7485

Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Address:

| Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your
website ¥Yes+ No ‘

Declaration: | have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.
Date: 12 October 2017

Signed:

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

¢ Traffic and transport - spoil haulage routes (1)

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

The proponent has only provided indicative spoil haulage routes in relation to the
proposed Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt. In 8.3.1 of the
EIS the proponent states that ‘Spoil haulage routes would be confirmed during detailed
design.’

The proponent has not provided an assessment of each of the possible spoil haulage
route options even though both SMC and RMS have discussed these with stakeholders

prior to release of the EIS.

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

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

o Traffic and transport - spoil haulage routes (2)

| object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS which require that the Proponent must
assess construction transport and traffic (vehicle, pedestrian and cyclists) impacts in
relation to route identification and scheduling of transport movements, particularly
outside standard construction hours. | object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at
Darley Road Leichhardt because the proponent has failed to assess the impacts of all
the spoil haulage routes to and from the site that SMC is considering. These include the
option of staging trucks from Sydney Ports at James Craig Rd, creating an off-ramp
from the City West Link near North Leichhardt Light Rail and running trucks




underground in established tunnels. These spoil haulage routes will have different
impacts and the proponent is obliged to identify them.The proponent should be required
to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site Leichhardt. Alternatives have been
identified which will allow spoil haulage directly onto the City West Link and the
proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why these alternatives have not
been included in the EIS.

Traffic and transport - spoil haulage routes (3)

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

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

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

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

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site
Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which will allow spoil haulage directly onto
the City West Link and the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why
these alternatives have not been included in the EIS.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

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

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

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

Signed: - - Date: 12 October 2017

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

Noise and disruption from construction

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

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

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

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

moment”. _ _
Many local residents are unaware of the construction impacts and that there will be months

of construction work which will have to take place out of hours. The EIS does not specify
which works to establish the site will take place during standard construction hours.

The Department of Planning and Environment should ensure that the conditions of any
approval are stringent and should require the proponent to pay a pre-determined amount of
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ex gratia payment to residents for each nigh of disturbance. This should be sufficiently high
to deter extended periods of out of hours work at the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel
Construction site at Leichhardt.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

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

Name NN

Address:

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your
website ¥es+ No

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

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

Noise and disruption from construction

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

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

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

The Department of Planning and Environment should oppose the approval of the
Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because alternatives are
available which will have less impact on residents or which will impact fewer residents
during the construction phase. These alternatives should be assessed. If not suitable then




the proponent must do without a dive site. It is not acceptable to treat communities like this.
The mistakes of Stages 1 and 2 should not be repeated.

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

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

004132-M00009

| Address: I

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

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

Signed: - Date: 12 October 2017

| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI

7485 for the reason(s) set out below.
Noise and disruption from construction

| object to the proposal for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt

because of the noise and disruption impact it will have on residents during periods of
extended construction. '

The proponent has a very poor track record of managing the impacts of Stages 1 and 2 of

this project. In addition, the conditions of approval are so broad as to make enforcing

compliance with Council or EPA regulations impossible. The protections for residents are

ineffectual and the abuse of the Critical State Significant Infrastructure powers is
continuous.

The reality for residents living with the Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex is night after night of
disruption and disturbance with no respite and no way of enforcing compliance. In addition,
the policy for mitigation entitlements such as noise protection or respite accommodation is
not transparent and is discretionary. Many residents especially the most vulnerable such

as those in rental properties or in public housing are unwilling to complain about their
situation.

In St Peters in mid-September 2017 the Stage 2 Joint venture’s contractors were digging up
pipes all one weekend, resulting in two burst water mains. They worked through Saturday

night until after 1am on Sunday morning when they should have finished at 6pm on

Saturday. Many of the residents were without water for much of the weekend. On Monday
night at 8.30pm RMS turned up unannounced with concrete saws and jackhammers. On
Tuesday night, RMS were supposed to stop at 6pm but again the work until after midnight.
A resident whose bedroom was right next door to the work, posted a video of the deafening

concrete saws in use after midnight with the caption "it's impossible to live here at the

moment".

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

which works to establish the site will take place during standard construction hours.
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The Department of Planning and Environment should ensure that the conditions of any
approval are stringent and prohibit out of hours work at the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel
Construction site at Leichhardt for more than 2 nights in a row and in any two-week period.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

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

Name: NN

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your
website ¥es+ No

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

Signed: - Date: 12 October 2017

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

Impact of MOC1 on local area

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

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

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

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

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

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site
Leichhardt and the proposed Motorway Operations Centre 1. The proponent should
identify alternatives locations for water treatment and a substation including at the
alternative dive site locations. The proponent has not given an adequate explanation

"as to why these alternatives have not been included in the EIS.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

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

 Name: NN

Address:

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your
website ¥es-/ No

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

Signed: _ Date: 12 October 2017

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

Tunnel vertical alignments

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

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

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

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

As a result of this analysis the RMS concludes that a key design requirement for new road
tunnel projects is to minimise grades. It is therefore astonishing that the proponent is now
planning to ignore this advice and repeat the mistakes of the M5 and incorporate tunnels
with inclines of up to eight per cent. These steep tunnels will have multiple direct impacts on
air emissions.
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- vehicle emissions per distance travelled significantly increase with increase in grade.
This is especially the case for ladened heavy vehicles which the tunnel is intended to
take off local roads and which are intended to be users of the tunnel

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

In conclusion the proponent should be required to redesign the tunnels so that no
gradient exceeds 4%.

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

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

 Name: [N
| Address: T

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your
website ¥es+ No

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

Signed: - Date: 12 October 2017

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

Noise and disruption from construction

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

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

continuous.

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

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

moment".

The Department of Planning and Environment should require the proponent to adopt
the approach taken by the Crossrail project in the UK which is to publish the noise
mitigation policy before the project begins and to identify who will be entitled to mitigation. It
is unacceptable that all of these negative impacts have been identified, inadequate
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mitigation proposed and little effort made to plan as to how these impacts will be managed
throughout the project.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

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

adaress [

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your
website ¥es+{ No

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

W-> Date: 12 October 2017

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

Noise and disruption from construction

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

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

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




disruption. The proponent should be required to have a plan in place for a burst water
main which includes immediately relocating residents and providing a secondary source of
water.

The proponent should be required to plan for a secondary source of water so that there
is no disruption of supply. no have the Residents should be kept informed regularly about
how work is going to impact them.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

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

(Name: NN

Address:

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your
website ¥es+ No

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

Signed: - Date: 12 October 2017

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

Traffic and transport - use of local roads by heavy vehicles

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

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

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

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

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site
Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which would avoid or minimise the use of
local streets and the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why these
alternatives have not been included in the EIS.
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| 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

Constant out of hours work expected and permitted — Leichhardt:

a) The EIS states that ‘some surface works’ would need to be carried out out-of-hours to minimise
traffic disruptions or for safety or operational reasons’. Given that Darley Road is a known accident
black spot and is highly congested, particularly at peak periods, it is likely that there will be frequent
out-of-hours work. This will create an unacceptable impact on those living close to the site. There are
an estimated 36 homes that will suffer severe noise impacts and out of hours work will adversely
affect their amenity of life. In addition, it is likely to lead to additional road closures and diversions,
placing pressure on the local traffic network. No out-of-hours work should be permitted except in the
case of a true emergency. The EIS as drafted effectively permits out of hours to be undertaken
whenever this is convenient to the contractor (Executive Summary xiv).

Unacceptable construction noise levels — Leichhardt:

b) The EIS states that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional
mitigation. Aclivities identified inciude eaithworks, demoiition of existing stiuciuies aind site
establishment and utility adjustments. The Darley Road site will suffer unacceptable construction
impacts due to the need to demolish the large Dan Murphy's building and the EIS notes that 10
weeks of demolition and road adjustment works will be needed. There are no additional mitigation
measures proposed for residents during this period such as temporary relocation, noise walls or
treatments for individual homes. The approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable
impact will be managed and minimised during the construction period and, in particular, during site
establishment. (Executive Summary, xiv) We object to the selection of this site on the basis that the
works required (demolition and surface works) will create unbearable noise and vibration impacts
and make over 30 homes unlivable and there are NO additional mitigation plans for these residents.

Risk of settlement (ground movement) — Leichhardt:

c) The EIS states that ‘settlement, induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may
OCCur in soime areas aiong the tunnei aiignment). The risk of giound imoveiment is lessened where
tunnelling is more than 35 metres. However, it is proposed to tunnel at 29 metres under hawthorne
Parade Haberfield and only 35 metres at Elswick Street North. This proposed tunnel alignment
creates an unacceptable risk of ground movement. (Executive Summary, xvii). The EIS states that
damage will be rectified at no cost to residents with no detail as to how this will occur or the likely
extent of property damage. The project should not be approved on the basis that it creates a risk of
property damage that cannot be mitigated against so as to bring the risk to an acceptable level.
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Submission from:
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Please include / exclude (circle) my personal information when publishing this
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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

| submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, for

the following reasons,

genuine, not indicative, EIS

7
°n

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

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

and ask that the Minister reject the a

2
%

lication and require preparation of a

lawyers to prove that the damage waslinked to
Westconnex works, with no assurance that this
property damage will be promptly and
satisfactorily fixed.

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

Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and
Leichhardt Secondary College schools via
Darley Road.There are also a number of
childcare centres very close to the Darley Road
site.The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle
movements a day at this site will create an
unacceptable risk to students. The EIS should
not permit any truck movements near the
Darley Road site. The alternative proposal
which provides that all spoil trucks enter and
leave from the City West link Is the only
proposal that should be considered.
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| submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, for
the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application and require preparation of a

genuine, not indicative, EIS

£

101

Indicative works program — Leichhardt:
cad 1ai

{1) Leichhardt residents were repeatediy toid by SMC that the Darléy Road site would be operatioi
three years. The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable

impact for residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was
promised.

Access tunnel from Darley Road — Leichhardt:
(2) The EIS contains no detail of the access tunnel from the Darley Road site to the mainline tunnel

other than depicting the route. The approval conditions need to ensure that 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 approvai
conditions need to make clear the period of time for which the ‘temporary’ tunnel is to be used.

Local road diversions and closures — Leichhardt:

(3) The EIS states that these will occur near the Darley Road site. There is nc
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 resulit 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.

o . .
ctail provided, noris

Environmental Issues — Contamination — Leichhardt:

(4) The EIS states that Darley Road is a contaminated site, and likely has asbestos. The proposal is that
‘treated’ water will be directly discharged into the stormwater drain at Blackmore oval. There are four
long-standing rowing clubs in the 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.
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the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the a

ubmit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, for

ication and require preparation of a

enuine, not indicative, EIS

[ object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and
tunnel site because of the unaceeptable riek it will
create to the safetij of our community. Darley Road
ie a known accident and traffic blackepot and the
movementg of hundreds of trucks a day will create
an unacceptable rigk of accidente. On Trangport for
NSW’s own figures, the intergection at the City West
Link and James Street ig the third most dangerous in
the inner west.

The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in
exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at
the site. Given the conetraints of the Darley Road
aite queuing will be the ugual situation. The EIS neede
to be amended to remove queuing ag an exceptional
circumgtance. The truck movemente should properly
managed by the contractor go that there ie no
queuing. Thig 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 etreete abutting Darley Road and
expressly prohibited truck movements (including
parking) on thege streete. Thig should include al
streete from the north (James St) to the south (Falle
Road), which are near the projet footprint.

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
wag to be acquired. The leseee and eub-lesgees
should not be permitted compengation in thege
circumetances.The demolition of the entire building
(which the EIS confirme will occur) ie wagteful and
represente migmanagement of public regources.

No trucke should be permitted on Darley Road or local
road in Leichhardt or Lilyfield. The EIS proposes that
all trucke will arrive at the Darley Road civil and tunnel
cite from Haberfield and travel along Darley Road to
the cite, with a right-hand turn now permitted into
Jameg Street. The proposed route will result in a truck
every 3-<4 minutes for 5 yeare running directly by
the emall houses on Darley Road. These homes will
not be habitable during the five-year construction
period due to the unacceptable noige impacts. The
truck noige will be worgened by their need to travel up
a steep hill to return to the City West Link, <o the noige
impacte will affect not just those homes on or
immediately adjacent to Darley Road. The proposal to
run trucke ¢o close to homes is dangeroug and there
have been two fatalitiee on Darley Road at the
propoged site location. The EIS does not propose any
noise or eafety barrierg to addresg this. Degpite the
unacceptable impact to nearby homes, there ig no
proposal  for noige walls, nor any mitigation to
individual homes.
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Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

I 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

Environmental issues - contamination — Leichhardt: :
01. The £iS states that Dariey Road is a contaminated site, likely including asbestos. There is a sk {0
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 project will worsen traffic near the Darley Road civil and tunnel site during and after
construction:

02. The EiS staies that after the M4-m5 opens, that traffic on Dariey Road will inciease by 4%. Theie 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.
Management of potential impacts — Leichhardt:

03. The EIS states that a Construction traffic and Access Management plan (CTAMP) would be prepared
to minimise delays and disruptions and identify changes to ensure road safety. The plans are not in
the EIS so residents cannot comment. The Els should be rejected on the basis that the impacts on
brmblim A anfabis Aava ot adamiiatalis adAdeannad 13 ia trmadamiimta $ta Alrmandis vafar b o nlaem vasibbe v
uatite ariu saitiy aic UL aucyualcly auuicoocu. 1L 1o lllaucquatﬁ WV olttipiy lclel W a piali, wiui v

provision for residents and other key stakeholders to be involved.in its development.

Impact on traffic once project opens —Leichhardt:

04. The EIS provides that Darley Road traffic will increase by 4% following the completion of the project
in 2022. There is no benefit for residents flowing from this project. It is unacceptabie that Leichhardt
residents, particularly those close to Darley Road, will be forced to endure years of highly intrusive
construction impacts and then derive no benefit from the project.The EIS states that the road network
will improve once the Western Harbour Tunnel and Beaches Link opens, which means that residents
will have to endure worsened traffic conditions for up to 10 years. While the traffic on the City West
Link is forecast to decrease by ‘up‘to 40 per cent once the project is completed, this is based on
commuters electing to use the tollways. There is limited evidence to support these statistics and it is

a lncal rnade tn avnid tha tall which wiill result in sionificant
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rat-running. There is no plan in the EIS to manage this issue.
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From: Steven Armfield <campaigns@good.do>

Sent: Monday, 16 October 2017 4:38 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 and urge the Secretary of Planning to advise the Minister to refuse the application.
NSW Planning must require the Proponent to properly and adequately address the impacts set out below which are
not adequately addressed in the EIS.

NSW Planning should recommend a halt to the planning process and an independent review of WestConnex before
more billions are spent and more residents' lives are damaged. Residents all over Sydney, experts, Councillors and
even potential investors have all queried the information supplied by the Sydney Motorway Corporation and NSW
Roads and Maritime Services. In this situation, it would be unprofessional of NSW Planning to rubber stamp this
inadequate document.

The EIS states ‘the detail of the design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is
subject to detailed design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.” The community
will have no opportunity to comment on the Preferred Infrastructure Report which forms the basis of the approval
conditions. Key decisions have been left open in this EIS. Not to allow consultation on the final choice of construction
sites would further compromise an already inadequate consultation process.

SMC was required to consider alternatives. This section in the EIS is extremely superficial and fails to come to grips
with debates in the field of transport planning. The City of Sydney came up with a well thought out alternative plan
and this has been ignored in the EIS. The SMC should be required to engage with this plan and to respond to it. Any
responsible system of planning governance would require that.

I completely reject the notion that unfiltered pollution stacks should be built anywhere in Sydney, let alone three or
four in a single area. I am particularly concerned that schools would be near such unfiltered stacks. NSW RMS is
currently reviewing this policy. A draft of this review should be published for public comment before this planning
process is completed.

With four unfiltered emissions stacks in Rozelle, two in Haberfield (one each for the M4East and New M35) and two
in St Peters, along with a large number of exit portals, residents of these area will suffer greatly from direct exposure
to poisonous diesel particulates.

This is negligent when you consider that the World Health Organisation in 2012 declared diesel particulates
carcinogenic. The computer simulation used to assess the air-quality was not applied in a rigorous fashion and the
results must be disregarded. No thorough validation was undertaken, there is no indication that the effect of grid-scale
error was assessed and quantified. A single roughness length was used for the total simulation with apparently no
sensitivity analysis. No details of sensitivity analyses for the turbulence model and other turbulence quantities were
presented. The simulation could easily contain significant error and cannot be relied upon. The air-quality analysis
must be conducted rigorously, with clear validation of grid scale, turbulence modelling and other effects.

[ am also very concerned about the impact of WestConnex on that residents and workers living near local roads which
become even more congested as a result of WestConnex. The is research evidence that it is dangerous to live close to
congested roads. I reject an approach to transport planning which allows a government authority to approve a project
knowing that it will place some residents at increased risk of life threatening impacts.

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. City of Sydney experts
1



and other academic experts have already rejected the traffic analysis on which WestConnex bases its case. Only last
week Citi financial analysts in a report to their large investors were of the view that the traffic predictions contained
were unlikely to be achievable. They are arguing that due to toll avoidance and the opening of Badgery's Creek
airport, the actual traffic figures will be lower than predicted. In this situation, it would be negligent for NSW
Planning to approve this project.

I object to the indicative design for the Rozelle Interchange. Sydney Motorway Corporation has not been able to
identify any other similar underground interchange project anywhere in the world or find a construction company to
build it. This EIS should be rejected because it would be absurd to approve such a design concept without evidence
that it could be constructed. It would also be absurd to place conditions on a project for which even the most basic
details are not known.

I also object to a project which will add to congestion on local roads in the Alexandria, Newtown, Enmore and
Erskineville areas. The EIS does not adequately model the impact on local roads of Stage 3. [ am concerned that the
final result will be that King Street will become a 24 hour clearway, which would kills a vibrant Sydney area.

I object to the use of Darley Rd, Leichhardt as a dive site. The site cannot accommodate the projected traffic
movements without jeopardising the road network. Darley Road is a critical access road for the residents of
Leichhardt and the inner west to access and cross the City West Link. As the EIS acknowledges, this route is already
congested at peak hours. The intersection at James Street and the City West link already has queues at the traffic
lights. The only other option for commuters to access the city West Link is to use Norton Street, a two-lane largely
commercial strip which is already at capacity. The addition of hundreds of trucks and contractor vehicles will result in
traffic grinding to a halt and traffic chaos at this critical juncture with commuter travel times drastically increased.

I 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. With the Premier having now been referred to ICAC over the lease
extension granted over this site, it is very clear that there has been a lack of transparency in the dealings with this site.

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.

I am also concerned that the traffic figures relied upon in the EIS are simply not reliable. 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)

Reductions of volumes of traffic on Parramatta Rd, King Georges Road or the existing M5 are asserted but the model
which projects these effects is not provided for scrutiny or independent assessment. The model’s margin for error is
not stated. The rest of the benefits all depend on the asserted traffic reductions generating improved travel times and
better bus services or freight movement etc. So far the experience of the growth of traffic on Parramatta Rd in
response to the re-imposition of tolls on the widened section of the M4 gives us leave to doubt these touted benefits.

The Social and Economic Impacts report refers to the socio-economic impact of tolls on Sydney communities. Toll
avoidance would be a major impact of this project. The investigation and analysis of the impact of tolls is not
adequate and underestimates the social, economic and health burden it will place on residents for decades to come.

There is reference in the EIS to the WestConnex Road Traffic Model version 2.3 (WRTM v2.3), a strategic traffic
model that has been used in the traffic analysis. There is insufficient explanation of the nature of the model, where it
can be accessed and what function it plays in the analysis. Since so much else in the EIS including noise and air
quality predictions are dependent on this forecasting, the lack of transparency makes it difficult for the EIS to be
subject to independent critique.

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 many more. SMC has failed to comply with the
environmental protection licence that it was granted as part of previous approvals. NSW Planning has shown that it

2



does not have the powers to enforce compliance. In this situation conditions are meaningless. I am appalled that there
is a significant risk that these odours would continue if Stage 3 is approved. I would strongly object to the NSW EPA
granting a license for this project on the basis of this application and with no clear plan for how contamination would
be controlled. No community should be treated in this manner.

I am also 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. In fact the EIS hints at other
options that have not been fully disclosed.

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. It is a matter of grave concern that these promises are now been ignored as if they did not
happen. NSW Planning should investigate this situation.

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

The EIS identifies a significant risk of leaks of contaminated water into Rozelle Bay and Alexandria Canal. Such risks
to health of Sydney's waterways is not acceptable to me.The Sydney Motorway Corporation through its conduct at St
Peters has shown that it cannot be trusted to manage contamination risks. I am completely opposed to the residents of
St Peters being exposed to a high risk of being impacted by gases from exposed landfill for a further three years. The
NSW EPA should not grant any further licenses that would allow such events to occur.

I object to the EIS on the grounds that it fails the Secretary's requirement for “meaningful” consultation. 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 heritage report ignores potential impacts on hundreds of homes in Newtown and Rozelle which are part of
Sydney's valued history. This report is incomplete and should not be accepted. Given that the EIS acknowledges that
buildings can be damaged by tunnelling, there should have been a full report on all heritage buildings within the
tunnel project boundaries.

I urge the Secretary of NSW Planning to advise the Minister to reject this EIS, and
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, Steven Armfield 48 Callan St, Rozelle NSW 2039, Australia

This email was sent by Steven Armfield 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 Steven provided an email
address (steve.armfield@gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Steven Armfield at steve.armfield@gmail.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
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Submission to:

Name............ 5"@(/&'/\/4( Roow %Le/ég ..................... Planning Services,

Depariment of Pianning and Environmeni

Signature:.......([/.] . ool At 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
donations in the last2 years Application Number: SSI 7485 Application
Address: /f‘gC&/(C\f‘é*’

/ / Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link
Suburb: ........L\ O’\C/ U o, Postcode. 2/0 >4

| 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

Impact on Dobroyd Canal and Hawthorne Canal - Leichhardt:

(1) The Hawthorne canal, which is the closest waterway to the Darley Road site, is described in the EIS
as a ‘sensitive receiving environment'. (Executive Summary, xix). Darley Road is a contaminated site
with asbestos and the water treatment plant to be established during construction proposes running
water from the treatment plant directly into the waterways. The permanent water treatment plant will
involve water from the tunnel discharged to local stormwater systems and waterways, therefore this
is @ permanent impact. This proposal will further compromise the quality of the waterway and impact

on the four rowing clubs in close vicinity.

Flooding ~ Leichhardt: ,
(2) The EIS states that there may be impacts from flooding which, amongst other things, may disrupt

drainage systems. There is no detail as to how the issues with flooding at Darley Road will be
managed and on their potential impact on the area. (Executive Summary, xxi)

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

commences.

Substation and water treatment plant — Leichhardt:
(4) The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Darley

Road will prevent direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. it will affect the future uses of the

site once the project is completed. The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low

rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be
-a visual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct line of sight to the facility. It

should not be permitted on this site.

Relocation of the Substation and water treatment plant — Leichhardt:

(5) 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 facliity If it s moved. This will also
enable direct pedestrian access to the light rall 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 rall stop.
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Submission from:

Name:........ Sf@t/eV\AMJ (,Z/ég .......................
- /LD ...............................

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: %X[%/Mgk ...............................
Suburb: ......... R 0 7,& [/f./ ................... Postcode. 2.0.3¢]

Signature:..........

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

ubmit 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

= 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.

= The EIS statesgthat construction noise
levels would e/lceed 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 unbear_ab/} noise and vibration
impacts for e/tended periods. The EIS
indicates that at least 36 homes will
basically be unlivable during this period.
In addition, the planned 170 heavy and
light vehicles will considerably worsen
the impact of construction noise.

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

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

Name: CO/;/'\/\& jv(\\'f,t/s

Address: 2 % CA{/LG\/\

JF

Application Number: SSI 7485

Suburb: KO/Z-«( [\« Postcode

QO?V)

Ap.plic.ation Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: C >K\v

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Name Email

Mobile
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Attention Director
Application Number: SS1 7485 Application

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Please mc/ude/de e (cross out or c1rc/e) 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: ’
........... R R e AT S S - S
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Suburb; &J{ Postcode ;2 Q
5% e N RAT i T
\

| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

o 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.

o The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. We now
have proposals for Stages 1,2 and 3 and none achieve this goal. The community is asked to support this proposal on the basis of
other major unfunded projects, which are little more than ideas on a map. This is NOT the way to plan a liveable city.

o There will be 100 workers a day on the site, with provision for only 10-20 car spaces and there is a concession that local streets
will be used, who will be 'encouraged' to use public transport. Qur experience with the major construction sites in Haberfield,
and St Peters that public transport is not used by the workers and that despite the fact they are not supposed to do so, they park
in our local streets and cause strife with our residents.

o The EIS at 7-21 states that Community update Newsletters were distributed to residents ‘near the project footprint’ in many
suburbs. This statement is simply not correct. No such newsletters were received by residents in central and northern Newtown.
SMC was made aware of this fact, but has not responded to verbal and written requests for audited confirmation of the
addresses ‘letterboxed’. This statement of community engagement should be rejected by the Department.

o Darley Road is confirmed as a 'civil and tunnel site (dive site) with a '"Motorway Operations' site at one end for machinery during
the build and will then house permanent water treatment facilities, despite evidence tendered to the Concept Desngn explaining
that this intersection has an high accident rate and is completely unsuitable for such a purpose.

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

o 1object to the issue of this EIS only 14 days after the period for submission of comments on the concept design closed. There is
no public response to the 1,000s of comments made on the design and it seems impossible that the comments could have been
reviewed, assessed and responses to them incorporated into the EIS in that time. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire
EIS process.

o There will be 100 workers a day on the site, with provision for only 10-20 car spaces and there is a concession that local streets
will be used, who will be 'encouraged' to use public transport. Our experience with the major construction sites in Haberfield,
and St Peters that public transport is not used by the workers and that despite the fact they are-not supposed to do so, they park
in our local streets and cause strife with our residents.

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

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

An on-line interactive map was published with the M4-MS Concept Design that indicated a very wide yellow ‘swoosh’ that is
upwards of a kilometre wide in some sections of the M4-M5 proposals. SMC have NEVER publicly published or acknowledged
that the contractor to be appointed to build the tunnels will be ‘encouraged’ to do so within the yellow swoosh footprint, but
may go outside the indicative swoosh area if found necessary after further geotech and survey work. The proposed Sydney Water
Tunnels surveys (EIS 12-57) could potentially see a dramatic change in the tunnel alignments in the Newtown area. Why were

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

Name Email Mobile
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS Submission to:
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.

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

‘Attn: Director — Transport Assessments

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Declaration : I Application Number: SSI 7485
HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5

Address)b_%/-l/@l(ﬁﬁ‘/gi/ Link
Suburb: S\‘{Z‘/\[.M/ofePostcodez(jie8

1. The project directly aflected five listed heritage items, including demolition of the stormwater canal at Rozelle.
Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or local heritage significant would be subject to indirect impacts
through vibration, settlement and visual setting. And directly allected nine individual buildings as assessed as being
potential local heritage items. It is unacceptable that heritage items are removed or potentially damaged and the
approval should prohibit such destruction.(Executive Summary xviii)

2. The EIS states that ‘Impacts associated with property acquisition would be managed through a property acquisition
support service.” There is no reference as to how this support service will be more effective than that currently offered.
There were many upset residents and businesses who did not believe they were treated in a respectful and fair manner
in earlier stages. The EIS needs to include details as to lessons learned [rom earlier projects and how this will be
improved for the M4-M5 impacted residents and businesses. (Executive Summary xviii)

3. The EIS states that investigation would be undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road bridge is a potential
roost site for microbats. There will be attempts to ‘manage potential impacts’ if confirmed. This is inadequate. The
project should not be permitted to impact on vulnerable species.

4. The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will occur during construction. However it does not propose to address
these negative impacts in the design of the project. This is unacceptable and the EIS needs to propose walls,, plant
and perimeter treatments and other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the impact on visual amenity.
(Executive Summary xviii)

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

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

Summary xvii)

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

Name Email ’ Mobile
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I 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: aub_af\ W Department of Planning and Environment

...................................................................................................................................... GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Signature:........575... W3 Le Attn: Director ~ Transport Assessments
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Declaration : I Application Number: SSI 7485

HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Link

Postcode...=47.0.0.

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

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

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

4. Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road.There are also
a number of childcare centres very close to the Darley Road site.

5. The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day at this site will create an unacceptable risk to students.
The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site. The alternative proposal which provides
that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the only proposal that should be considered.

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

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

Name Email Mobile
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[ object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application  Submission to:
# SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.

Planning Services,

Department of Planning and
Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

) Attn: Director - Transport Assessments
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website

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

— Application
Address: / 55’ / S"L

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Suburb: ...... gﬁ(\m Postcode ’Zﬁ%g Link

Tunnel depths

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

Ventilation facilities - ‘ ,

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

SCHOOL SPECIFIC SUBMISSIONS

Impact on safe walking and riding to schools
29. Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley
Road.There are also a number of childcare centres very close to the Darley Road site.

30. The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day at this site will create an unacceptable risk
to students. The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site. The alternative
proposal which provides that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the only proposal
that should be considered.

Local roads - prohibited truck movements

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

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

Name Er_nail Mobile
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application ~Submission to:
# SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.

W C@’DL,Q/\ Planning Services,
Name: Department of Planning and

Environment
%_\ GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
Signature:...

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website

Declaration : | HAVE NOT :;eé:)zportable political donations in the last 2 years. Application Number: SSI 7485
Application
Address:... 2.0 LT é\/‘S} ..............................................................

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Suburb: %[\/ Postcode. Q'a(tg Link

Unacceptable construction noise impacts

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

No mention of aircraft noise

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

Risk of accidents

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

Trucks on local streets

35. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the"
site. Given the constraints of the Darley Road site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS needs to be
amended to remove queuing as an exceptional circumstance. The trick 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.

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

Name Email Mobile
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application
# SS1 7485, for the reasons set out below.

Submission to:

Planning Services,

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

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made gny reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Address: LSS Tradadgos Sk

8 Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5

Suburb: ...... g M/\WQ ................... eetertoeereeeaseresreenaenen Postcode.:.......... - Q.. Link

Application Number: SSI 7485
Application

Acquisition of Dan Murphys site

36. The Darley Road site should be rejected because it involves acquiring Dan Murphy's. This business was
rem=novated and opened with full knowledge that it was to be acquired. The lessee 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.

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

Name Email
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS - Submission to:
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.

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

Name:......él.. AV e A SO ottt /e OOV RPRPPRRE

Signature:... %V

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments

HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Link .

Suburbs: ....... SW Postcode..%@..(éff&..

The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement may occur. We object to the projectin its entirety on
this basis. The EIS states that ‘settlement, induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occurin
some areas élong the tunnel alignment’. The risk of ground movementis 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 bé 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.

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

guality needto be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the impact.

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

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

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

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

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

Name Email ] Mobile
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I object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application Submission to:
# SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.

Planning Services,

Department of Planning and
Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

: ) Attn: Director - Transport Assessments
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to’your website

Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Application Number: SSI 7485
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14. The EIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option’ would be determined during ‘detailed design’. This
is unacceptable and residents have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. The failure to
include this detail means that residents have no idea as to what is planned and cannot comment or input
into those plans. (Executive Summary xvi)

Removal of vegetation

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

Substation and water treatment plant

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

Relocation of the Substation and water treatment plant

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

Future use of the Darley Road site

18. The site should be returned to the 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.

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 application Submission to:

# SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.

Planning Services,

Department of Planning and
Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments

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

Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportablegpolitical donations in the last 2 years. Application Number: SSI 7485
' ’%/ S Application
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Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Suburb: g’*ZU\/\/‘*&‘\'Q/Postcodezg'(-'(g Link

EIS is Indicative only

1. The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed
and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the
design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed
design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.” Therefore this entire
process is a sham as the extent to which concerns are taken into account is not known as the contractor
can simply make further changes. As the contractor is not bound to take into account community impacts
outside of the strict requirements and as the contractor will be trying to deliver the project as quickly and
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the additional measure proposed with respect to construction noise
mitigation for (example) will not be adopted. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not
provide a reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with
a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the
Government to provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements fn
project delivery. The additional effect of this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the
Council will be unable to undertake compliance activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack
any substantial detail.

Overlap in construction periods

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

Human héalth risk (Executive Summary xvi)

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

Jobs created

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

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

Name Email ' Mobile
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1 object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS Submission to:
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Declaration : I Application Number: SSI 7485
HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. -

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Link

Suburb: ....... g WW

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

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

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

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

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

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

Name ) Email Mobile
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o Traffic and transport - use of local roads by heavy vehicles

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

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

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

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

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site Leichhardt. Alternatives
have been identified which would avoid or minimise the use of local streets and the proponent has not given an
adequate explanation as to why these alternatives have not been included in the EIS.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Prbjects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39,
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™ to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Cumulative impacts of aircraft noise and construction noise

e 1 object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the cumulative impact of its proposed Darley Road,
Leichhardt civit and tunnel site operations and the aircraft noise which the residents near the site already endure.

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

The Rooks
o
: i

Surry Hi]*}s

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

Hourly distribution of noise events above 70dBA
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I object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd because this will mean an additional cumulative impact of spoil truck diesel
engine, exhaust and potentially air brake noise every 4 minutes in peak hour based on number of truck movements per hour and in
excess of every 4 minutes per hour in non peak permitted construction hours.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39,

Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to:  Application Number - SSI 7485

Application n/me - WestConnex M4-MS5 Link

e WA T Tl O

Organisation; [ | I

Address: ‘ / /f; )WJT u1 ' Suburb LQJ(/(A(A.OJVl [ Post Code CQO {TO

email._ g0 \AJ(M@’IAM‘E\DW' v

Please include my pers&)nal information lNhen publishing this subnlmilsion to your website No

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

object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #5SI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Truck routes

I object to the EIS because it suggests that no local roads would be used by heavy vehicles during works yet at the same time
acknowledges that spoil trucks may use local roads in exceptional circumstances which include when there is queuing to get into
the site. ‘Darley Rd is highly congested with traffic queues forming during much of the day which will lead to queues to enter the
site. Queuing will not therefore be an exceptional circumstance and the result will be that spoil trucks are able to use local roads
without being in breach, which will be often. This is unacceptable to residents of Francis, Hubert, William and Charles St and |
object to the EIS on this basis. As queuing cannot be avoided on Darley Rd this clearly shows why this location is inappropriate.
The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find a location directly on the City West Link where spoil trucks will never
usé local roads. Why should residents’ lives be put at risk because the project must be delivered as soon as possible?

| object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route option.s available to the proponent in relation to the Darley Rd site,
which SMC have on many occasions told the community they are contemplating as alternatives.

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that ‘It is anticipated that the majority of construction traffic would

enter the site from the southern (westbound) carriageway of Darley Road, Leichhardt via new driveways. Heavy vehicles associated

with spoil haulage would travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt. A temporary right turning

lane at the intersection of City West Link and Darley Road, Leichhardt would be provided for use by construction vehicles. Heavy

vehicles would exit the site by turning left onto Darley Road, Leichhardt before turning left onto City West Link. <

‘Construction traffic may also access the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) via the westbound lanes of City West Link.’

‘Temporary traffic management measures would be established to enable access and egress arrangements. These would be
detailed in a CTAMP, which would be prepared to manage construction traffic associated with the project.’

1 object to the proposal for vehicles associated with spoil haulage to travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley
Rd. This proposal is dangerous and the impacts and risks are too great. Darley Rd is acknowledged by RMS to be a sub-standard
road in terms of its construction. The intersection from the city west link is a steep blind turn even for traffic coming across from
James St. This is followed by immediate left hand turns into both Francis St and Hubert St. A number of properties on Darley Rd
would be at risk of destruction from spoil haulage trucks in the event of a truck having to brake suddenly to avoid stationary
vehicles.

The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find a locatlon directly on the City West Link where spoil trucks will never
use local roads. Why should residents lives be put at risk because the project must be delivered as-soon as possible?

I object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation to the Darley Rd site
and instead allows for the flnal plan to be detailed in the CTAMP, Preferred Infrastructure Report or Ancillary Facilities Management
Plan. . .

Peter Jones of SMC has on many occasions made representations to the community that his plan is to stage trucks from the port
and eventually when possible to have them arrive and depart from the site underground when a tunnel is established between
Leichhardt and the M4 East. He has also said that loading of spoil would take place underground at this time. He has recently told
us of his plan to load trucks from a ramp off the city west link by means of a hopper conveyor which would pass over the Light rail
station delivering spoil into silos below which trucks would pull up to receive their load. The laden trucks would then travel west
bound along the city west link. None of this plan is detailed in the EIS.

| object to the fact that | am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. | object to the fact that | will have no
right or opportunity to have input into the CTAMP, PIR or AFMP on matters which will have a devastating impact to me and to
residents near 7 Darley Rd.

(6 -
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1 object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #55I 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Pedestrian and cyclist movements

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

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

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

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

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

Light rail access

o 1 object to the EIS because it does not guarantee that the existing access to the Leichhardt North light rail stop would be
maintained at all times. Fig 6-4 indicates that only the eastern access will be maintained. This greatly disadvantages the elderly and
disabled who have to walk up a steep hill to the eastern access. If the proponent cannot guarantee access to the Leichhardt North
light rail stop from the existing entry points or from points that are accessible to all then the Darley Road, Leichhardt construction
site should be abandoned. The proponent should be directed to find a site where its operations will not impact on users of the
Light Rail.
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Hours of operation

e |l object to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the proponent represents that spoil removal
* from this site would only occur within standard construction hours.

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

‘Spoil handling associated with tunnelling supported by the Darley Road civil and tunnel site would occur 24 hours a day, seven
days a week. Spoil would be handled below ground wherever practicable to reduce the potential for amenity impacts in adjacent |
areas. Spoil handing at the surface outside standard day time construction hours would occur within an acoustic shed to manage
potential amenity impacts. Spoil removal from this site would only occur within standard construction hours, between 7.00 am and
6.00 pm Monday to Friday, and between 8.00 am and 1.00 pm on Saturdays.’

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to assess or explain the
impacts of this on the residents-in nearby streets. These impacts could include construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other
than spoil trucks), workers arriving for shifts and leaving after shifts. It is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain
noise. The Jim Holt report stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. Itis not clear -
whether the proponent will mandate the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection rather than what is feasible.

1 object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its plan for a dive site as it is

clear impacts are too great for the community. At the very least the site should be restricted to standard construction hours for all -
. operations above ground and there should be no shifts commencing or ending outside of standard construction hours. The

proponent should be dlrected to find a site where its operations will not impact on residents outside of standard construction

hours.

o 1 object to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation deshite the fact that the proponent represents that spoil removal
from this site would only occur within standard construction hours.

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

‘Reasonable and feasible work practices and mitigation measures would be implemented to minimise potential noise impacts due
to activities occurring at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site. Local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA would be kept informed
about works outside standard day time construction hours at the site.

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to assess or explain the
impacts of this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other
than spoil trucks), workers arriving for shifts and leaving after shifts. It is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain
noise. The Jim Holt report stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear
whether the proponent will mandate the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection rather than what is feasible.

- 1 object to the EIS because the proponent/contractor would only have to keep local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA
informed about works outside standard day time construction hours at the site. Local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA
would have no right to limit works outside standard day time construction hours at the site. As we have seem with other stages of
WestConnex this leads to devastating impacts for residents who must endure significant periods of exposure to out of hours works
which involve noise, lights and disturbance.

I object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its plan for a dive site as it is
clear impacts are too great for the community. At the very least the site should be restricted to standard construction hours for all
operations above ground and there should be no shifts commencing or ending outside of standard construction hours. The
proponent should be directed to find a site where |ts operatlons will not impact on residents outside of standard construction
hours.
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o Traffic and transport — hours of operation for spoil removal

Signed:

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

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

This is completely at odds with the proponents own figures for heavy vehicle movements in peak hour. In
Table 8-42 Indicative daily and peak period construction traffic volumes it is indicated that there will be 14
heavy vehicle movements in the AM and PM peak. This is a spoil truck movement every 4 minutes.

If the EIS is approved as is then the proponent’s contractor will be permitted to remove spoil during peak
periods and would have no constraints on the number of truck movements per hour.

No doubt in order to complete the project on time the contractor will have the maximum number of truck
movements possible regardless of the impact on residents.

| object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because spoil trucks on Darley
Rd will create traffic congestion during peak times (which are in actual fact longer than the peak hours on
which the proponent bases its analysis).

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

The proponent should be required to. abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site Leichhardt. Alternatives
have been identified which will allow spoil haulage directly onto the City West Link and the proponent has
not given an adequate explanation as to why these alternatives have not been included in the EIS.
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #5SI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

Cumulative impacts of aircraft emissions and spoil truck emissions

e 1 object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the cumulative impact of emissions from spoil truck
vehicles from it proposed Darley Road, Leichhardt civil and tunnel site operations and emissions from aircraft to which residents
near the site are already exposed.

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

¥ : EERY
‘@dﬂ“&w o = : k\.\ ‘
The Ro;h
@dney’”

Surry Hflvgs

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

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

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

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

The researchers at'the University of Athens found that around half the participants (just under 45 per pent) were exposed to more
than 55 decibels of daytime aircraft noise, while around one in four (just over 27 per cent ) were exposed to more than 45 decibels
of night-time aircraft noise.

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

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

I object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd because in addition to the existing aircraft emissions and noise experienced
by people living near the site, this will mean an additional cumulative impact of spoil truck diesel exhaust emissions and noise every
4 minutes in peak hour based on number of truck movements per hour and in excess of every 4 minutes per hour in non peak
permitted construction hours. This will give rise to increased health risks from noise and air pollution which research suggest will
cause increased blood pressure and risk of stroke. .
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link prodosals as contained in the EIS application #5S| 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.
® Contaminated site

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

The proponent rates contamination at this site as a medium risk yet the proponent’s track record in managing these risks
suggests otherwise.

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

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

- In August 2017 it was reported by the Parramatta advertiser that Granville and Harris Park residents living in a hotspot

. asbestos dumping ground, who have been warned not to mow their lawns too short or dig in their back yards for fear
of deadly contamination, say they are inhaling dust kicked up by WestConnex trucks.
(http://mwww.dailytelegraph.com.au/newslocal/parramatta/granville-and-harris-park-residents-fear-contamination-from-
asbestos-from-dust-created-by-westconnex-trucks/news-story/853d43d153da6c5edeb64d1043b00c68)

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

- On numerous occasions in Campbell Street St Peters residents have observed inadequate and dangerous risk
asbestos management practices by WestConnex contractors such as using hoses to damp down dust and material
containing asbestos without wearing protective clothing.

| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of the impact that disturbance of
asbestos and other contaminants will have on health and on property. The community should not be put at risk when a
dive site is not necessary.
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| object to the‘NestCéﬂnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSi 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.

® Contaminated site

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

7 Darley Road is a site which has been reported to the NSW EPA under section 60 of the CLM Act. Although NSW EPA
assessed the site as not requiring regulation under the CLM Act in 16.2.14 of the EIS the proponent sets out in Table 16-15
the contaminants of potential concern that are present at Darley Rd. These are metals, polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, .
total recoverable hydrocarbons, asbestos and Volatile Organic Hydrocarbons (SVOCs).

The proponent's plan for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt involves demolition, earthworks,
construction and track-out (the transport of dust and dirt from the construction/demolition site onto the public road network
on construction vehicles).

| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunne! Construction site at Leichhardt because of the impact that disturbance of
contaminants will have on health and on property. The community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not
necessary.

®  Asbestos contaminated site

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

Appendix R, 4.7.8 Areas and contaminants of concem the proponent states that ‘There is also potential for asbestos to be
present in the fill from potential uncontrolled filling and demolition of former buildings.’

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

| object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of the impact that disturbance of
asbestos will have on health and on property. The community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary.
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)I object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as containéd in the EIS Submission to:
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.

Please include my personalinformation when publishing,‘this submission to your website
Declaration : 1

> TheEIS states that construction noise levels would

exceed the relevant goals without additional
mitigation. The additional mitigation is mentioned
but not proposed. All possible mitigation should be
included as a condition of approval. The EIS
acknowledges that substantial above ground
invasive works will be required to demolish the
Dan Murphys Building and establish the road. The
EIS noise projections indicate that for 10 weeks
residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts.
The EIS doe not contain a plan to manage‘ or
mitigate this terrible impact. There is no detail as to
which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary
relocation; there are no details of any noise walls
or what treatments will be provided to individual
homes that are badly affected. The approval needs
to contain detail as to how this unacceptable
impact will be managed and minimised during the
construction period and, in particular, during site
establishment. | object to the selection of the
- Darley Road site on.the basis that the works
required (demolition and surface works) will create
unacceptable and unbearable noise and vibration
impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates that
at least 36 homes will basically be unliveable
during this period. In addition, the planned 170
heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen
the impact of construction noise.

| 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

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments
Application Number: SSI 7485

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Link

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

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

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

- The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft

noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise
levels identified are misleading. | object to the
selection of the Darley Road site because of the
unacceptable noise impacts it will have on

‘surrounding homes and businesses.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer a_nd/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

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

> Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt
area as low as 35 metres. This creates and
unacceptable risk of damage to homes due to
settlement (ground movement). The EIS
acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less
this is a real risk. There is no‘mitigation provided for
this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be
repaired at the Government’s expense. However no
details or assurance as to how this will occur are
provided. The project should not be approved with

such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as

to the extent of damage and how and when it will be
repaired. It will lead to the situation where residents
and businesses are forced to engage structural
.engineers and lawyers to prove that the damage was
linked to Westconnex works, with no assurance that
this property damage will be promptly and
satisfactorily fixed.

> The EIS states that, if the current proj)osal for
ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve

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

Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and
Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley
Road.There are also a number of childcare centres
very close to the Darley Road site.

The presence of 170 heavy.and light vehicle
movements a day at this site will create an
unacceptable risk to students. The EIS should not
permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site.
The alternative proposal which provides that all spoil
trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the
only proposal that should be considered.

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

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

Name Email

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

No need for ‘dive’ site — Leichhardt. There is no need for the Darley Road site, other than a time saving

(tunneling) of several months. It is unacceptable that the community should be forced to endure 5 years of

severe disruption to accommodate the timetable of the private contractors. The EIS should not be approved
on the basis that it contains provision for the Darley Road site without any proper justification as for its need.
Truck routes — Leichhardt: No trucks should be permitted on Darley Road or local roads in Leichhardt
or Lilyfield. The EIS proposes that all trucks will arrive at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site from
Haberfield and travel along Darley Road to the site, with a right-hand turn now permitted into James
Street. The proposed route will result in a truck every 3-4 minutes for 5 years running directly by the
small houses on Darley Road. These homes will not be habitable during the five-year construction
period due to the unacceptable noise impacts. The truck noise will be worsened by their need to travel
up a steep hill to return to the City West Link, so the noise impacts will affect not just those homes on
or immediately adjacent to Darley Road. The proposal to run trucks so close to homes is dangerous
and there have been two fatalities on Darley Road at the proposed site location. The EIS does not
propose any noise or safety barriers to address this. Despite the unacceptable impact to nearby homes,
there is no proposal for noise walls, nor any mitigation to individual homes. .
Alternative access route for trucks — Leichhardt: The EIS states-that there are |nvest|gat|ons
occurring into alternative access to the Darley Road site. The EIS does not provide any detail on which
residents can comment about alternative access which would keep trucks off Darley Road. The plans
for alternative access should be expedited. It should be a condition of approval that the alternative
access is confirmed and that no spoil trucks are permitted to access Darley Road due to the
unacceptable noise, safety and traffic issues that the current proposal creates.

Vegetation: Leichhardt. The mature trees on the Darley Road site should be preserved. If any trees are
removed during construction’it should be a condition of approval that they are replaced with mature trees.
Permanent substation and water treatment plant — Leichhardt: | object to the location of this facility in
our neighbourhood as out of step with the surroundings. If it is retained, then it should be moved to the north
of the site, out of view from homes. The residual land should be returned for community purposes such as
parkland.

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

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

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

1. Acquisition and demolition of Dan Murphys — | object to the acquisition of this site on the basis that Dan
Murphys renovated and started a new business in December 2016, in full knowledge that they were to be
acquired, with the acquisition process commencing early November 2016. This is maladministration of public
money and the tax payer should not be left to foot the compensation bill in these circumstances. It is also
wasteful that several million dollars was spent on renovations, for the entire structure to de demolished less
than 18 months later. ,

2. Night works — Leichhardt. The EIS states that to minimize disruptions to traffic on the existing road network
(including in peak hours) there will be night works where appropriate. Given the congested nature of Darley
Road, it is likely there will be frequent night work (EIS, 6.4). This will create an unacceptable impact in
residents. It is unacceptable that a highly unsuitable site has been selected. And, instead of a proper plan to
manage traffic, the EIS contemplate work simply occurring at night. This is objected to in the strongest terms.

3. Additional facilities. The EIS states that the contractor may decide upon additional ‘construction ancillary
facilities’ to the 12 identified in the EIS. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be more -
unidentified sites taken, as residents will have no opportunity to comment on their impacts. The approval
condition should limit any construction facilities to those already notified and detailed in the EIS.

4. Permanent substation and water treatment plant - Residents on Darley Rd opposite the site and residents
in Hubert St will have a direct line of site to the Motorway operation infrastructure. The resultant impact is a

~permanent degradation of the visual environment, is a loss of amenity and is detrimental to the community.

~ This facility should not be- permitted in this location and the EIS needs to demonstrate why it is required at
this site. If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the'site out of line of site of residents. The
residual land should be returned for community purposes, such as green space, with future commercial uses
ruled out. If the community is forced to endure 5 years of severe disruptions due to this toll road, the
compensation should, at the very least, result in the land being returned to the community as green space.

5. Noise mitigation — Leichhardt. The noise mitigation proposed in the EIS is unacceptable. No detail of
noise walls is provided, giving residents no opportunity to comment on whether final impacts are acceptable.
This is despite the fact 36 homes are identified in the EIS as severely affected by construction noise. The
acoustic shed proposed is of the lowest grade and does not cover the entire site, resulting in noise impacts
from the movement of trucks in and out of the tunnel access point. The highest grade acoustic shed should
be provided, with the shed covering the entire site. The additional noise mitigation such as noise walls, need
to be set out in detail so that residents can properly comment on the impacts. '

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

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

1.

Construction hours — Leichhardt. The EIS states that works affecting parts of the surface road network
‘subject to high traffic volumes’ will occur out of hours. As Darley Road falls into this category it is likely
residents will be subjected to regular out of hours works. This is an unacceptable impact given the EIS
provides for 10 weeks of surface works. Any approval conditions need to place a reasonable and enforceable
limit on the number of nights of out of hours work. ’

EIS is ‘indicative only’ The EIS states that the EIS is indicative only and can be subject to change by the
contractor. In addition, the community will have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs, nor on
the preferred Infrastructure Report. The EIS should not be approved as it does not give the community a
meaningful opportunity to comment on the impacts to which it will be subject to as a result of this project.
Lack of information The EIS sets out the ‘consultation’ which has occurred with the community over the
past 12 months. However, these consultation sessions have not provided any meaningful information. And
in the EIS no detail is provided as to how impacts will be managed. For example, the traffic will be subject to
a traffic management plan. What is traffic cannot be managed to an acceptable level at Darley Road? The
EIS does not provide any assurance that impacts such as congestion caused by the addition of 170 vehicle
movements a day at the Darley Road site, will be managed to an acceptable level.

Blackmore oval. The EIS states that Blackmore Oval was not taken for this project as a result of feedback
from the community. | understand that the site was unsuitable for tunneling as it suffered from flooding and
was ruled out on this basis. The EIS should not contain misrepresentations such as this.

Flooding — Leichhardt. Darley Road and adjacent streets such as Hubert St are exposed to flood. The flood
impact could be exacerbated by the disruption or blockage of existing drainage networks, which are risks
identified in the EIS. The EIS has not assessed whether the identified risk to the existing drainage network
will cause increased risk of flood damage to flood lots and it fails to take account of the Inner West Council’s
Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan which contains recommended flood modification options. The
EIS has not assessed whether its drainage infrastructure will impede the Inner West Council’'s Leichhardt
Floodplain Risk Management Plan option HC_FM3 to lay additional pipes/culverts from Elswick Street to
Hawthorne Canal (via Regent Street and Darley Road). RMS has not assessed whether its drainage
infrastructure will impede Inner West Council’s Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan option
HC_FM4 to lay additional pipes/ culverts from William Street to Hawthorne Canal via Hubert Street and
Darley Road. The EIS should not be approved as it has not properly explained or assessed these impacts.
Leichhardt North Light Rail — The presence of hundreds of trucks and heavy machinery at the Darley Road

_site will make it difficult and hazardous for pedestrians to access the light rail. There is no detail in the EIS

as to how this impact will be managed and the EIS should not be approved without properly identifying
management strategies for this risk. '

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

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

parties

Name Email

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

1. Traffic operational modelling — Leichhardt. The EIS does not provide any operational modelling for
the Darley Road area (8-11), despite the fact 170 vehicles a day are proposed to enter this highly
congested (during peak hours) area. Darley Road is a critical arterial road for commuters accessing the
City West Link and this analysis should be provided so that impacts can be properly assessed.

2. Crash statistics — City West Link and James St intersection. The EIS only analyses crash statistics
near the interchanges. It does not provide any detail as to the number of crashes at the James St/City
West Link intersection which, on Transport for NSW's own figures, is the third most dangerous
intersection in the inner west. Nor does it comment on the two fatalities that occurred on Darley Road
near the proposed construction site. The EIS needs to detail the increased risk in crashes that will be
caused by the additional 170 vehicles a day that are proposed to enter and leave Darley Road during
the construction period. The EIS needs to detail how this risk of crashes will be managed to an
acceptable level, which it does not.

3. Worker parking — Leichhardt. There is provision in the EIS for only a dozen worker car parks and no
provision for the 100 or so workers who will be permanently based at the Darley Road site for up-to five
years. A major construction site project should not be permitted in a neighbourhood area without allocated
barking for all workers. No other business would be permitted to be established without this requirement
being satisfied — why is it acceptable for this project? In addition, the EIS proposes the removal of 20 car
spaces used by residents on Darley Road and will remove the ‘kiss and ride’ facility at the light rail stop. This
will result in residents being unable to park in their own street and will increase noise impacts from workers
doing shift changeovers 24 hours a day. The EIS needs to mandate the use of public transport or provide
for workers to be bussed in if adequate allocated parking is not provided.

4. Number of vehicle movements — Leichhardt. The EIS states that there will be 170 heavy and light vehicle
movements a day during construction (5 years). There is no guarantee that these figures are accurate as
they are indicative only. The effect of these movements will be drastically increased commuter times for
anyone accessing the City West Link during peak periods. The Darley Road site is equally busy on Saturday
and this is not accounted for or acknowledged in the EIS. The EIS should not permit this number of vehicle
movements and should be rejected on this basis as there is no plan as to how this will be managed. Referring
to a future traffic management plan is inadequate — there is no guarantee that any such plan will be able to
manage this traffic impact to an acceptable level. .

5. Access routes — Leichhardt. The EIS states that all construction vehicles will enter and leave via Darley
Road. Although near the City West Link, Darley Rd abuts a large number of small, local streets and homes
and streets near Darley Road will be impacted by a heavy vehicle movement every 3-4 minutes. This is an
unacceptable irhpact. No heavy or light vehicle movements should be permitted on Darley Road whatsoever

" and an alternative route which does not involve Darley Road is the only route that should be approved.

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

Name Email _ Mobile
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Attention Director Name: }U l' L,[C (‘J’D [‘(_e [/\(/'\-lv

[Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,

J
Department of Planning and Environment Address: (95 ﬂ‘V] N0 j,e(/(/( 9’

PO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

T " A4
Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: Lo VA U~ Postcode /LG

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: ﬂ)(l/\/\a

Please INCLUD‘E my personal information when publishing Kjbmnssnon to your website
Declaratlon | HAVE NOT made any reportable political don ns in the last 2 years.

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

1.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

parties

Name Email

Mobile
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Submission from: Submission to:

Namé:J.&..«..\..{\-—.x..@ﬁ«( ...... G(O/L\O\KQ/CHN_ ..... Planning Services,
WPz

. A Department of Planning and Environment

Signature:.; GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Please include / delete (cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing | Attn: Director — Transport Assessments
this submission to your website Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable .
political donations in the last 2 years.

Address: 5/'%‘]%MW$S{_ ..... s

Suburb: S)r‘

Application Number: SS| 7485 Application

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

| submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M3 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485,
for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application.

o There has been no independent consideration of alternatives, in particular of a major cxpansion of commuter rail transport. The Department should reject this inadequate EIS and have a review of

the flawed processes that have alrcady led to massive expenditure on the inadeq option of privatiscd toll roads. This proposal is out of step with cc

porary urban pl.

1 object to the fact that the WestConnex Traffic Model has not been released to Councils and the community.

EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncertainties. “The EIS is based on the concept design developed for the project. As such, it is to be expected that some
uncertainties exist that will need to be resolved during detailed design and construction and operational planning. As described in Chapter 1, construction contractors (for each stage of the
project) would be engaged during detailed design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction

methodology to be adopted. This may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to the project would be

o

reviewed for i y with the ined in the EIS i) ing relevant

itigation measures, environmental 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 cc

P

(o} 1 object 10 the publication of this EIS only 14 days aficr the final date for submission of comments on the concept design. At the time this EIS was approved for publication, there had been no

public response to the public submissions on the design. It was not possible that the cc ity’s feedback was considered let alone assessed before the EIS model was finalised. The rushed

process exposes the fundamental lack of integrity in the fecdback process and treats the community with contempt.

o] Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex, yet there are no detailed construction plans. It is not enough to say there will be mitigation if ncgative impacts unfold. An EIS
should assess risks and be able to predict whether they arc worth risking and if so, what mitigation should be necessary.

[¢] The assessment and solution to potentially serious problems described in the EIS at 12-57 (where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key Sydney Water utility services that service Sydney’s
eastern and southern suburbs) is “based on assumptions about the strength and stiffness of the water tunnels given that limited information about the design and condition of these assets was

available. Detailed surveys should be undertaken 1o verify the levels and condition of these Sydney Water assets. A detailed assessment would be carried out in consultation with Sydney Water to

demonstrate that construction of the M4-M5 Link tunnels would have negligible adverse settlement or vibration impacts on these Is. A sentl itoring program would also be

i)

implemented during construction to

orr ss the predictions should it be required.” The community can have no confidence in the EIS proposals that are incomplete and possibly
negligent. The EIS proposals and application should not be approved till these issues are definitively resolved and publicly published.

o] SMC have made it all but impossible for the ity to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has

extremely limited opening hours. Monday and Wednesday: 10am to 7pm. Tuesday: 10am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am to Spm. Saturday and Sunday: 1tam to 4pm. This restricted access
does NOT constitute open and fair community engagement.

(o] Given the high cost of the tolls and their anticipated annual increase it is also expected that there will be an increase on traffic generally on local roads as motorists avoid the tollways. This can
already be scen on Parramatia Rd immediately the new M4 tolls were activated. We expect cxactly the same cffect in the roads around the interchange, including the Princes Highway, King St,

Edgeware and Enmore Roads and through the streets of Erskineville and Alexandria.

o} The EIS at 12-57 describes p ially scrious probl where mainline tunncls key Sydney Waicr utility services that service Sydney’s castern 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 2 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 issucs

are definitively resolved and publicly published.

[¢] Why the so called ‘King Street Gateway’ been excluded in the analysis of cumulative impacts of other projects ?

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

Name Email Mobile
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Name
Attention Director \S

Application Number: SS1 7485 Application Signature:

v

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Please include / delete Yedoss out or circle) my personal information when publishing this
Department of Planning 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 |4\ M Oy 61’

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Sub%\;_ Postcode

| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

% SMC have made it all but i possible for the ity to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS,

and has extremely limited opening hours. Monday and Wednesday: 10am to 7pm. Tucsday: 10am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am to Spm. Saturday and Sunday: 11am to 4pm. This
restricted aceess does NOT constitute open and fair community cngagement.

> Giventhe high cost of the tolls and their anticipated annual increase it is also expected that there will be an increasc on traffic generally on local roads as motorists avoid the tollways. This
can already be secn on Parramatta Rd immcdiately the new M4 tolls were activated. We expect exactly the same effect in the roads around the interchange, including the Princes Highway,

King St, Edgewarc and Enmore Roads and through the strects of Erskincville and Alexandria,

hl

> TheEIS at 12-57 describes potentially serious pr where mainli Is ali key Sydney Water utility services that service Sydney’s eastern and southern suburbs.
p y p ydney

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 possibiy 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 the flawed processes that have already led to massive diture on the inadeq option of privatised toll roads. This proposal is out of step with

P

porary urban pl

> object 1o the fact that the WestConnex Traffic Model has not been released to Councils and the community.

> EIS61 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncertaintics. “The EIS is based on the concept design developed for the project. As such, il is to be expected that
some uncertainties exist that will need to be resolved during detailed design and construction and operational planning. As described in Chapter 1, construction contractors (for each stage
of the project) would be engaged during detailed design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the

construction methodology to be adopied. This may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to the

roject would be reviewed for i with the ined in the EIS including relevant mitigation measures, envir | performance outcomes and any future conditions
proj 2] 'g 8 L

of approval”. The EIS should not be approved till the bulk of these ‘uncertainties’ have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public comment.

L

> 1 object to the publication of this EIS only 14 days after the final date for of c on the pt design. At the time this EIS was approved for publication, there had been

foadhack d

no public response to the public submissions on the design. It was not possible that the ity's was

d let alone d before the EIS model was finalised. The
rushed process exposes the fundamental lack of integrity in the feedback process and treats the community with contempt.
> Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex, yet there are no detailed construction plans. It is not enough te say there will be mitigation if negative impacts unfold. An

EIS should assess risks and be able 10 predict whether they are worth risking and if so, what mitigation should be necessary.

o1

% The asscssment and solution t0 pe ially scrious pr described in the EIS at 12-57 (where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key Sydney Water utility services that service Sydney’s
P )2 Yy Sydney y ydney

castern and southemn suburbs) is “based on assumptions about the strength and stiffness of the water tunnels given that limited information about the design and condition of these assets was
available. Detailed surveys should be undertaken to verifv the levels and condition of these Sydney Water assets. A detailed assessment would be carried out in consultation with Sydney

N

Water to demonstrate that construction of the M4-M5 Link tunnels would have negligible adverse

or vibration ij

J; on these Is. A settl itoring program would

also be implemented during construction to validate or r the predictions should it be required.” The community can have no confidence in the EIS proposals that are incomplete and

possibly negligent. The EIS proposals and application should not be approved till these issues are dcfinitively resolved and publicly published.

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

Name Email Mobile
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4 ‘4 Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and
e Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485

Application name - WestConnex M4-MS5 Link

Name: Antonio Senda
Address: 31 Hubert St Leichhardt 2040

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

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

Signed: Date 13 October 2017

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #5S1 7485 for the
reason(s) set out below. :

Noise and disruption from construction:

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

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

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

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

The Department of Planning and Environment should require the proponent to adopt the




>

. % to do nothing about worker parking and to wait for residents to complain and then to hold out until

-y

they get complaint fatigue and give up complaining.

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

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




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

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

Name: Antonio Senda

Address: 31 Hubert St Leichhardt 2040

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

Yes
Declaration: | have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.
Signed: Date 13 October 2017

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

Noise and disruption from construction:

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

The proponent has a very poor track record of managing the impacts of Stages 1 and 2 of this project.
In addition the conditions of approval are so broad as to make enforcing compliance with Council or

EPA regulations impossible. The protections for residents are ineffectual and the abuse of the Critical
State Significant Infrastructure powers is continuous.

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

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

There are many Sydney Water pipes and Council stormwater drains in the site footprint. These are



~ vulnerable to damage. A burst water main or broken pipe leading to water being cut off is inevitable.

If the planned electrical works take place to establish a power supply to the Darley Road Civil and
Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt then disruption of power, NBN and telecoms is also inevitable.

The proponent should be required to have a plan in place to keep residents’ power on and to keep
residents connected and should communicate this plan to residents. The plan might include portable
wifi devices or compensation for disruption. There must be a disincentive to causing disruption.

The proponent should be required to have a plan in place for a burst water main which includes
immediately relocating residents and providing a secondary source of water.

The proponent should be required to plan for a secondary source of water so that there is no disruption
of supply. no have the Residents should be kept informed regularly about how work is going to impact
them.
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Attention Director | . A —
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Name: M S 0 {\1 LAN&W .

Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address: 0 HUBERT ST
Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: LENCUH AR DT  Postcode ZO‘('D

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Signature:

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, including in particular the proposed Darley Road civil and tunnel site, for the
following reasons:

1. Acoustic shed — Leichhardt: The EIS does not require the installation of an acoustic shed, stating instead
that ‘Acoustic barriers and devices at the access tunnel entrances would be considered and implemented
where reasonable and feasible to minimise potential ndise impacts associated with out-of-hours works
within the tunnels.’ (6-51) The EIS needs to mandate that these measures are in place. The acoustic
shed that is mentioned offers the lower grade noise protection 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 ievel 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 an acoustic
shed will not contain the noise to an acceptable level. In addition, a temporary access tunnel will be buiit
from the north 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 npise
mitigation measures.

2. Current noise measures — Leichhardt: The EIS states that ‘reasonable and feasible work practices and
mitigation measures would be implemented to minimise potential noise impacts due to activities
occurring at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site.” (EIS, 6-52) 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.

3. Return of the site after construction — Leichhardt: The Darley Road site will not be returned to the
community after the project, with a substantial portion permanently housing a Motorways Operations
facility which involves a substation and water treatment plant. The effect of this is that the residents will
not be able to directly access the North Light rail Station from Darley Road, but will continue to have to
traverse Canal Road and use the narrow path from the side. 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 corﬁmunity
representatives were repeatedly told that the land would be returned and this has not occurred. We also
object in principle to the location of this type of infrastructure in a neighbourhood setting.

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

Name . Email B Mobile
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Submission to : Planning Services,

) . Name: A.—H -D. I A S VR J/s P
Department of Planrning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 . _ —\
Signature: -

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

Address: 3 ol EL € W vl 1k

Application Number: SS| 7485
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Suburb: UL Ei ¢ v 1 A Postcode L & M o

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

= Worker car parking — Leichhardt: The EIS does not provide appropriate parking for the estimated 100 or so
workers that the EIS states will work every day at the site, while other equivalent sites have allocated
parking for such workers (Northcote Civil site (150)) and Parramatta Road East Civil site (140). It is also
noted that the EIS provides for loss of 20 residential parks on Darley Road. Local streets are at capacity
already because of the lack of off-street parking for many residents and the Light Rail stop which means
that commuters use local streets. The EIS states that workers ‘will be encouraged to use public transport.’
The reference to The EIS needs to mandate that no trucks or construction vehicles are to park in local
streets. There needs to be a requirement that is enforceable that workers use the Light Rail stop which is
adjacent to the site or a plan to bus in workers.

= Accidents — Leichhardt: | object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site because of the
unacceptable risk it will create to the safety of our community. The traffic forecasts indicate that Darley
Road will have 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day. Darley Road is a known accident and traffic
blackspot and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of accidents.
On Transport for NSW'’s own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the third
most dangerous in the inner west. The addition of hundreds of heavy truck movements a day into that
intersection will increase the risk of serious accidents for both pedestrians and drivers. The EIS states that
the levels of service are expected to Darley Road is directly next to the North Leichhardt Light Rail stop
which is a pedestrian hub. Children travelling to school walk to the stop. Active transport users such as
bicycle riders will be at risk, along with pedestrians using Canal Road to access the Bay Run, Leichhardt
pool and the dog park.

= Traffic — Leichhardt: | object to the location of the Darley Road civil and construction site because the site
cannot accommodate the projected traffic movements without jeopardising the road network. Darley Road
is a critical access road for the residents of Leichhardt and the inner west to access and cross the City
West Link. It is already congested at peak hours and the intersection at James Street and the City West
link afready has queues at the traffic lights. The only other option for commuters to access the city West
Link is to use Norton Street, a two-lane largely commercial strip which is aiready at capacity. The addition
of hundreds of trucks and contractor vehicles will result in traffic grinding to a halt and traffic chaos at this
critical juncture with commuter travel times drastically increased.

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

Name Email ' +__Mobile
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39,
Sydney, NSW, 2001 :

Submission in relationto:  Application Number - SSI 7485
Application name - WestConnex M4-MS5 Link

Signature:

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

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

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

Noise impacts ‘

1. 1object to the EIS because the proponent has not provided a clear plan for measures that will be taken to minimise noise impacts from
work within and outside of standard construction hours at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leickihardt.

2. I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the fact that the demolition of 7 Darley Road, Leichhardt will
remove a significant noise barrier to traffic noise from the City West Link. This will mean increased traffic noise impacts to the residents of, .
Darley Rd, Francis St, Hubert St and Charles St.

3. I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the noise impact of fully laden spoil haulage trucks exiting the
Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt drlvmg up the very steep blind turn at the intersection with the City West Link. The
RMS should install noise measuring equipment and monitoring cameras at this location to measure noise from heavy vehicles and identify
vehicles whose noise that exceeds the applicable Australian standard.

4. 1 object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the noise impact of spoil haulage trucks using air brakes on the
descent down Darley Rd off the City West Link. Heavy vehicle drivers should avoid using exhaust brakes, engine compression or 'jake’
brakes near residential areas and noise-sensitive areas such as hospitals and schools, unless they are necessary for safety reasons. RMS
should implement noise limits from engine compression brakes and should use roadside noise ‘cameras’ as an aid to enforcement at every
location where WestConnex vehicles emitting engine compression brake noise might affect nearby communities.

Non-compliance with SEARS

1. T object to the proposal because it does not comply with the SEARS requirements. The EIS must include, but not necessarily be limited to,
a description of the project and all components and activities (including ancillary components and activities) required to construct and
operate it, including the location and operational requirements of construction ancillary facilities and access.

2. Inso far as it describes the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt the EIS does not meet this requirement because it does not
describe the components and activities that have been described to the community either in meetings with LAW (Leichhardt Against
WestConnex) or at the WestConnex Community Reference Group established by Sydney Motorway Corporation.

3. The EIS has been released befor\e the proponent is able to describe how it actually plans to carry out construction activities at Darley Road,
Leichhardt, in particular the plan for staging the arrival of spoil trucks.

4. The proponent via its agent Sydney Motorway Corporation’s employee Peter Jones has advised on se€veral occasions that spoul haulage
trucks will be staged from the Sydney Ports land on Glebe Island via James Craig Rd. This is to avoid the situation at Haberfield where
trucks circle the Northcote St site as they are not able to queue to enter it creating congestion and noise impacts as they drive slowly mto
Wattle St and Ramsay St. before making a second run at the Northcote St site from the Parramatta Road entrance.

5. No details of this staged spoil haulage proposal at Darley Road, Leichhardt are provided other than that ‘construction traffic may also |
access the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt via the westbound lanes of City West Link’.

6. Peter Jones from Sydney Motorway Corporation has advised that he is in the process of finalising an agreement with Sydney Ports which
will enable him to stage trucks from a location on Glebe Island via James Craig Rd. The EIS should not have been released before this plan
was finalised. Peter Jones has advised that he is only required to describe the ‘worst case scenario’ in the EIS, which is trucks arriving ad
hoc via the eastbound lanes of City West Link. The EIS should describe what the proponent actually plans to do as well as the worst case,
scenario so that the impacts of all options being considered can be assessed and commented on.

7.. It is not clear from the EIS how the alternative plan for the staged arrival of spoil trucks from Sydney Ports will be documented and how
stakeholders will have an opportunity to assess its impacts. The EIS does not specifically state that this staged arrival plan will be
documented in the CTAMP, the Ancillary Facilities Management Plan or the Preferred Infrastructure Report.

8. I object to the EIS on the grounds that it does not comply with the SEARS.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39,
Sydney, NSW, 2001

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

Name:

Address:

Signature:

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

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

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

Pedestrian and cyclist movements

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

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

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

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

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

Light rail access

2. 1object to the EIS because it does not guarantee that the existing access to the Leichhardt North light rail stop would be maintained at all
times. Fig 6-4 indicates that only the eastern access will be maintained. This greatly disadvantages the elderly and disabled who have to
walk up a steep hill to the eastern access. If the proponent cannot guarantee access to the Leichhardt North light rail stop from the existing
entry points or from points that are accessible to all then the Darley Road, Leichhardt construction site should be abandoned. The proponent
should be directed to find a site where its operations will.not impact on users of the Light Rail.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39,
Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to: ~ Application Number - SSI 7485
Application name - WestConnex M4-MS5 Link

B3

Name:

Address:

Signature:

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

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

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

Hours of operation

1. 1object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its plan for a dive site as it is clear
impacts are too great for the community. At the very least the site should be restricted to standard construction hours for all operations
above ground and there should be no shifts commencing or ending outside of standard construction hours. The proponent should be directed
to find a site where its operations will not impact on residents outside of standard construction hours.

2. Tobject to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the proponent represents that spoil removal from this
site would only occur within standard construction hours.

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

‘Spoil handling associated with tunnelling supported by the Darley Road civil and tunnel site would occur 24 hours a day, seven days a
week. Spoil would be handled below ground wherever practicable to reduce the potential for amenity impacts in adjacent areas. Spoil
handing at the surface outside standard day time construction hours would occur within an acoustic shed to manage potential amenity
impacts. Spoil removal from this site would only occur within standard construction hours, between 7.00 am and 6.00 pm Monday to
Friday, and between 8.00 am and 1.00 pm on Saturdays.’

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to assess or explain the impacts of
this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other than spoil trucks),
workers arriving for shifts and leaving after shifts. It is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain noise. The Jim Holt report
stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear whether the proponent will mandate
the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection rather than what is feasible.

3. T objectto the EIS becausg it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the proponent represents that spoil removal from this
site would only occur within standard construction hours. i

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

‘Reasonable and feasible work practices and mitigation measures would be implemented to minimise potential noise impacts due to
activities occurring at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site. Local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA would be kept informed about
works outside standard day time construction hours at the site.

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to assess or explain the impacts of
this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other than spoil trucks),
workers arriving for shifts and leaving after shifts. It is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain noise. The Jim Holt report
stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear whether the proponent will mandate
the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection rather than what is feasible.

4. 1 object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its plan for a dive site as it is clear
impacts are too great for the community. At the very least the site should be restricted to standard construction hours for all operations
above ground and there should be no shifts commencing or ending outside of standard construction hours. The proponent should be directed
to find a site where its operations will not impact on residents outside of standard construction hours.

5. 1objectto the EIS because the proponent/contractor would only have to keep local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA informed about
works outside standard day time construction hours at the site. Local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA would have no right to limit
works outside standard day time construction hours at the site. As we have seem with other stages of WestConnex this leads to devastating
impacts for residents who must endure significant periods of exposure to out of hours works which involve noise, lights and disturbance.
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39,
Sydney, NSW, 2001

Submission in relation to:  Application NurﬁBer - SS1 7485
Application name - WestConnex M4-MS5 Link

Name:

Address:

Suburb

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Yes (1@

Signature:

Declaration: 1 have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

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

Noise impacts

1. The proponent has identified that the most affected receivers are residential receivers which adjoin the Darley Road civil and tunnel site
(C4) at Leichhardt on Darley Road between Norton Street and Falls Street. The most noise affected receivers are located between Charles
Street and Norton Street due to their proximity to the construction site.

The proponent has identified that the worst-case construction scenario will occur during
- Road adjustments works ‘
- spoil handling works within the acoustic shed during all works periods
Highest construction noise impacts:
- Use of a rock breaker during the daytlme period as part of the demolition works and
- Use of a road profiler during the night-time period as part of the road adjustment works

2. 1object to the EIS because the proponent provides that spoil handling works within the acoustic shed will take place for the duration of the
construction phase which could be up to two to three years’ duration, yet there is no clear plan for measures that will be taken to minimise
noise impacts. .

\

3. Iobject to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on the basis that there is no clear plan in the EIS for measures that will
provide the maximum possible level of mitigation from noise impacts. I also object because there is no clear plan for remedies available to
residents who are impacted.

Noise impacts — highly affected receivers

4. T object to the EIS because the proponent s assessment of who are Highly Noise Affected receivers in the area adjacent to the Darley Road
civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt is incorrect and wrongly minimises the actual number of Highly Noise Affected receivers.
Many residents in Charles St and Hubert St were highly affected by noise from works conducted during the renovation of 7 Darley Rd in
2016. In Hubert St, residents at least as far as No 31 and No 32 Hubert St were affected. The affected properties are not correctly reflected
in the EIS.

5. Iobjecttothe EIS because it underestimates the number of residents that will be highly affected by noise. It does not take account of the
. impact of vehicle noise from fulty laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep incline from Darley Rd to the City West Link. It does not
_take account of the noise impact of vehicles using air brakes down the same incline and braking to enter the Slte

6. I object to the Darley Rd site because of the level of noise that the trucks will cause.



004144-M00004

- Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment; GPO Box 39,

Sydney, NSW, 2001

]

Submission in relation to:  Application Number - SSI 7485

Application name - WestConnex M4-MS5 Link

Name:

Address: Suburb Post Code
Signaturé:

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

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

|

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

Truck routes

1.

I object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation to the Darley Rd site, which
SMC have on many occasions told the community they are contemplating as alternatives.

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that ‘It is anticipated that the majority of construction traffic would enter the
site from the southern (westbound) carriageway of Darley Road, Leichhardt via new driveways. Heavy vehicles associated with spoil
haulage would travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt. A temporary right turning lane at the
intersection of City West Link and Darley Road, Leichhardt would be provided for use by construction vehicles. Heavy vehicles would exit
the site by turning left onto Darley Road, Leichhardt before turning left onto City West Link.

B

‘Construction traffic may also access the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) via the westbound lanes of City. West Link.’

“Temporary traffic management measures would be established to enable access and egress arrangements. These would be detailed in a
CTAMP, which would be prepared to manage construction traffic associated with the project.’ .

I object to the EIS because it suggests that no local roads would be used by heavy vehicles during works yet at the same time acknowledges
that spoil trucks may use local roads in exceptional circumstances which include when there is queuing to get into the site. Darley Rd is
highly congested with traffic queues forming during much of the day which will lead to queues to enter the site. Queuing will not therefore
be an exceptional circumstance and the result will be that spoil trucks are able to use local roads without being in breach, which will be
often. This is unacceptable to residents of Francis, Hubert, William and Charles St and I object to the EIS on this basis. As queuing cannot
be avoided on Darley Rd this clearly shows why this location is inappropriate. The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find
a location directly on the City West Link where spoil trucks will never use local roads. Why should residents’ lives be put at risk because
the project must be delivered as soon as possible?

I object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation to the Darley Rd site and instead
allows for the final plan to be detailed in the CTAMP, Preferred Infrastructure Report or Ancillary Facilities Management Plan.

Peter Jones of SMC has on many occasions made representations to the community that his plan is to stage trucks from the port and
eventually when possible to have them arrive and depart from the site underground when a tunnel is established between Leichhardt and the
M4 East. He has also said that loading of spoil would take place underground at this time. He has recently told us of his plan to load trucks
from a ramp off the city west link by means of a hopper conveyor which would pass over the Light rail station delivering spoil into silos
below which trucks would pull up to receive their load. The laden trucks would then travel west bound along the city west link. None of
this plan is detailed in the EIS.

I object to the fact that I am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. I object to the fact that I will have no right or
opportunity to have input into the CTAMP, PIR or AFMP on matters which will have a devastating impact to me and to residents near 7
Darley Rd.

1 object to the proposal for vehicles associated with spoil haulage to travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley Rd.
This proposal is dangerous and the impacts and risks are too great. Darley Rd is acknowledged by RMS to be a sub-standard road in terms
of its construction. The intersection from the city west link is a steep blind turn even for traffic coming across from James St. This is
followed by immediate left hand turns into both Francis St and Hubert St. A number of properties on Darley Rd would be at risk of
destruction from spoil haulage trucks in the event of a truck having to brake suddenly to avoid stationary vehicles.

N . . . . . .
The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find a location directly on the City West Link where spoil trucks will never use
local roads. Why should residents lives be put at risk because the project must be delivered as soon as possible?
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39,
Sydney, NSW 2001

Submission in relation to: ~ Application Number - SSI 7485
’ Application name - WestConnex M4-MS35 Link

Name:

Suburb

Address:

Signature:

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

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

1 object to the WestConnex M4-M35 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.
v ~
Noise impacts from trucks

1. T object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt because engine noise from the trucks approaching the intersection up
the grade would be a constant source of annoyance to residents of Darley Road down to its intersection with Charles Street.

2. The independent engineer engaged by the Inner West Council Jim Holt also came to this conclusion in his report to the Council. SMC have
not recognised this impact in the EIS. They sent a response to the Council as fotlows:
‘Response: Noise from construction traffic using the public road network is assessed under the Roads and Maritime Noise Criteria
Guideline (NCG), which documents Roads and Maritime’s approach to implementing the Road Noise Policy (RNP). Under the NCG, an
initial screening test is carried out to determine whether noise levels would increase by more than two decibels (dBA). This represents an
increase in the number of vehicles of approximately 60 per cent due to construction traffic or a temporary reroute due to a road closure.
Where increases are 2dBA or less, then further assessment is required as noise level changes would most likely not be perceptible to most
people. Where noise levels increase by more than 2dBA (i.e. 2.1 dBA or greater) further assessment is required using criteria presented in
the NCG.
Darley Road is currently being used by heavy vehicles and light commercial vehicles (construction, delivery etc) that contribute to
background noises. The predicted traffic noise increase (dBA) at the Darley Road site is around 0.5dBA.’ ’

3. Youdo not need to be an acoustic engineer to know.that truck and dogs a\re very noisy and that local residents will be impacted greatly,
especially those close to where trucks will be accelerating and decelerating. Darley Road, Leichhardt is not currently experiencing 14 truck
and dog movements an hour during peak time stated in the EIS and an unknown (but presumably greater) number of truck movements
within off peak construction hours. This is a truck movement every 3-4 minutes during peak. Assuming that they will increase truck
movements during off peak residents can expect a truck every 2-3 minutes. We do not need a screenmg test or assessment to tell us that
residents will be subjected to extreme levels of truck noise.

4. SMC’s response does not acknowledge this and does not refute Jim Holt’s conclusion that residents will be impacted. SMC’s response like
the proponent’s EIS fails to acknowledge the true impact of the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt.

5. The resident’s of Darley Rd, Francis, Hubert and Charles St have little acoustic protection against the nbise of truck engines, exhaust and
brakes and non is contemplated in the EIS.

6. Commercial trucks are very loud; a standard diesel engine produces approximately 100 decibels (dB) of noise. Engine braking noise can be
disturbing both because it is loud and also as it has a distinctive characteristic modulation. Engine braking noise is caused by pulses of )
gases being emitted from the truck exhaust system, giving a 'machine gun' sound. >

7. Tobject to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt because the truck noise impacts for residents will be too great for the
extended period of construction involved and the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt should be rejected on this basis.

8. I object to the EIS because the proponent incorrectly asserts construction traffic is unlikely to result in a noticeable increase in LAeq noise
levels at receivers along the proposed construction traffic routes (Darley Road, Leichhardt and City West Link). This does not take account
of the impact of vehicle noise from fully laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep incline from Darley Rd to the City West Link. It does
not take account of the noise impact of vehicles using air brakes down the same incline and braking to enter the site. The impact of these
will be substantial. ) ‘
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39,
Sydney, NSW, 2001 :

Submission in relation to: ~ Application Number - SSI 7485
Application name - WestConnex M4-MS5 Link >

Address: Suburb

Signature:

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

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

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

Noise impacts .

1. 1object to the EIS because the proponent has not provided details of the noise mitigation measures proposed in relation to the Darley Road
civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. As a result it is not possible to assess the noise impacts of the Darley Road civil and tunnel site
(C4) at Leichhardt. It is unacceptable for the proponent to establish a major construction site in the middle of a residential area without a
clear plan for mitigating noise impacts.

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

‘Acoustic barriers and devices at the access tunnel entrances would be considered and implemented where reasonable and feasible to
. minimise potential noise impacts associated with out-of-hours works within the tunnels. In addition, temporary noise mitigation measures
may include noise barriers and other temporary structures such as site buildings, which would be provided to minimise noise impacts on
" surrounding properties.’

Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) will create a high level of noise impact for residents yet the proponent has not given details of the
plan for mitigating this impact. The measures will be implemented only if ‘reasonable and feasible” which is a subjective assessment as it
does not states whether they will be assessed as reasonable from the standpoint of the proponent or the residents. What the proponent thinks
is reasonable may not meet the residents expectation as to what is reasonable. The measures appear to be optional as the proponent only
states that that ‘may include noise barriers and other temporary structures such as site buildings’.

Construction vehicle safety impacts

2. I object to the EIS because the proposal in relation to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt stated therein, that ‘heavy
vehicles associated with spoil haulage would travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt’ presents
unacceptable safety and amenity impacts.

The corner of Darley Rd (actually James St) and the City West Link is a pedestrian zone for:

- Pupils of Orange Grove Public School who live in Leichhardt

- Students of Sydney Secondary College, Leichhardt Campus who alight at Leichhardt North light rail stop
- Students of other schools along the light rail who board at Leichhardt North light rail stop

- Commuters who board at Leichhardt North light rail stop

- Residents walking to Leichhardt Park Acquatic Centre and adjacent sporting facilities

- Residents walking to the Orange Grove markets on Saturdays

The proponents plan brings pedestrians and school children in particular directly into the path of spoil haulage trucks at an intersection
found to be the third most dangerous according to Transport for NSW figures.

A further impact will be to discourage people from walking in this area leading to greater car use for local trips.

1 object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on the above grounds.
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Attention Director
Application Number: 551 7485 Application

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment submission to your website.| HAVE NOT made reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 oe a3 \‘VQ_QJ-

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Suburb: ]\/Q t o 91 Postcode 29"~f L

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

s It is clear that the tunnel portals will be major sites for more traffic congestion. Some intersections
that are currently very congested will be just as bad in 2033.

* No road junction as large and complex as the extraordinary spaghetti junction proposed to go
underground has been built anywhere in the world. The feasibilif;/ is not tested. There are no
international or national standards for such a construction.

* The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-Ms link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney
Metro in the same area - in the Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an
unknown hazard to the soundness of the buildings above, and given that two different tunnelling
operations will take place quite close, the people in those buildings will struggle to get repairs and
compensation for loss because either contractor will no doubt blame the other.

= The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is clear from more detailed reading
deep into the EIS (ie 12-57 Sydney Water Tunnels) that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may
vary very significantly, after further survey work has been done and construction methodology determined
by the construction contractor. The maps provided in the €IS are nothing more than ‘indicative’ and are
misleading the community. The €IS should be withdrawn, corrected and updated, and reissued for genuine
public comment based on ‘definitive’ information. ‘

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

= Are there other potentially serious problems with Sydney Water utility services (described at EIS 12-57)
or with other utilities in other suburbs or along the proposed M4-MS tunnel alignment ? If so, the EIS
proposals and application should not be approved till these are all disclosed, researched, surveyed and the
resolution publicly published.

= The increased amount of traffic the M4-MS Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters,
Haberfield and Rozelle Interchanges will disrupt local transport networks including bus and active
transport (walking and cycling).

= I oppose the destruction of any more of Sydney’'s heritage for WestCONnex. I am appalled that Sydney
Motorway Corporation is seeking approval to tunnel under hundreds of highly valued heritage buildings in
Newtown without any serious assessment of risk at all. This heritage belongs to all of Sydney.

» I strongly object to the privatisation of the WestConnex project that turns public monies into private
profit. ’

*  The mechanical ventilation proposed depends on single direction tunnel construction, so how it can possibly
work for large curved tunnels on multiple levels is unknown.

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

Name Email Mobile
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Attention Director N . <

ame:
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, C> e Mﬁ)&(’\}'\
Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address: 4 > &—\M/\,,\Q/QM R
4
Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: (A/\/ A s Postcode RO g

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Signature: /\% (/Vla/éy\/\"

Please include / delete (cross out or circle) my personal mformého/n when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

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

» Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex and the government is seeking approval, yet there are
no detailed construction plans so we are not speaking to a real situation.

» The process that has led to this EIS has been undemocratic and obscure, driven by decisions made behind closed doors.

» The business case for the project in all three stages has failed to taken into account the external costs of these massive
road projects in air pollution for human and environmental health, in adding fossil fuel emissions to increase global
warming effects, and in the economic and social costs of the disruption to human activities, of displacement of people
and businesses and of the destruction of community cohesion and amenity. These external costs far outweigh any
benefits from building roads which poorly serve people’s transport needs but instead enrich private corporations.

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

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

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

» There are estimated 100 heavy and 70 light vehicle movements a day and the plan is to allow a right-hand turn into
Darley Road from the CW Link. The trucks will drive onto Darley Road, turn right into the site and then left back out onto
the CW Link, which is unrealistic given the amount of traffic on these roads now.

» | am appalled that the Sydney Motorway Corporation could seek approval to build complex interchanges under the
suburbs of Rozelle and Leichhardt on the basis of an EIS that is based on a concept design rather than detailed proposal
that includes engineering plans.

» The warm and caring words contained in the EIS, ref Sustainability Management Strategy, have not been reflected in the
wanton destruction of homes, trees and habitat already. Why should we believe them?

» The increased amount of traffic the M4-MS5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters Interchange will have a
heavy disruptive impact on the local transport routes, whether by vehicle, bus, or active transport (walking and cycling).

» Other Comments

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

Name Email Mobile
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1 oﬁjeét to the WestConnex M4-MS Link proposals as contained in the EIS Submission to:
application # SSI 74885, for the reasons set out below.

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments

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

Address:........ ?{ ..... N J/VZ‘VPZ/S% ................................................................................ Ié;:l;:ication eme: WesiComex M
Suburb: L&VAQ‘/V(‘/ .............................................. Postcode....zg%é'.... 2/57// 7

. = The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed
and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the
design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed
design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.’ Therefore this entire
process is a sham as the extent to which concerns are taken into account is not known as the contractor
can simply make further changes. As the contractor is not bound to take into account community impacts
outside of the strict requirements and as the contractor will be trying to deliver the project as quickly and
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the additional measure proposed with respect to construction noise
mitigation for (example) will not be adopted. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not
provide a reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with
a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the
Government to provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of -
project delivery. The additional effect of this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the
Council will be unable to undertake compliance activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack
any substantial detail. '

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

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

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

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

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

Name ' Email : ] Mobile
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" I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS . Submission to:
application # SSI1 7485, for the reasons set out below.

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments

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

) < . Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
AAAress: o L8 ST Ll N s Link

Suburb: ... TN NG O

00 The substation and water treatment plant should be moved to the north end of the site near the City West link.
This ijI mean that the site is less visible to residents and most pedestrian access is at this end. There are no
homes that will have direct line of site of the facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access
to the light rail without the need to use the winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and

adds to the time required to access the light rail stop.

O The site should be returned to the community as compensation for the imposition of this construction'site in our
neighbourhood for a 5 year period. If the substation and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site,
then the lower half of the site (which is the most accessible end). could be converted into open space with
mature trees planted. As this site is immediately adjacent to the bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that
support active transport could be included. This would result increase the green space for residents and result in

a pleasant green environment for pedestrians, rather than a fenced facility.

= The EIS -currently permlts trucks to acces:, local roads in ‘exceptional circumstances’, which includes queuing at the
site. Given the constraints of the snte (and based on experience with cars accessing the site for Dan Murphy's),
queuing will be the norm and not the excepton. The EIS needs to be amended to rule our

queuing as- an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads.

O Al of the streets. abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to falls Street) should have a
iblanket prohibition’ on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These hoems are already suffering the
worst construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further |mposmon of lack of parklng
and addmonal noise impacts. These streets are not constructed for heavy vehicle movements and on this basis
should also be ruled out. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements including parking) and worker

parking on all of these streets.

.0 The EIS needs to require that all workers are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail with no
parking whatsoever permitted on local roads at the Darley Road site. This is justified because the site provides 11
car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a .day on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a
strict requirement on workers to use public transport or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in
place against parking on local streets. The EIS needs to require that this restriction is included in all contracts

and in the relevant approval documentation.

O The Darley Road site should be rejected because it involves acquiring Dan Murphy's. This business -was rennovated

and opened with full knowledge that it was to be acquired. The lessee and sub-lessees should not be permitted

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 i Email__~ . Mobile
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I object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS Submission to:
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.

)
/

Planning Services,
Department of Planning and 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: SSI 7485
Declaration : 1 .

<

Suburb: ....c.ucue... L’Qﬂl/ e eererreereeneeerseabereens R Postcode ZO{O

compensation in these circumstances. The demolition of ‘the entire building (which the EIS confirms will occur) is

wasteful and represents mismanagement of public resources.

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

Name Email Mobile __
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1 object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS Submission to:
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.
. . Planning Services,
Name QL) 25 (,/\,o Department of Planning and Environment
................................................................................................................................. GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
Signature:........... .. .. A 4 Attn: Director — Transport Assessments N
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Application Number: SSI 7485

Declaration : |

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Address: ZL{ N&ﬂu b d 571 Link .

Suburb: Z-é”(//\Aa/‘/(VL Postcode ZO%@

0O The project directly affected five listed heritage items, including demolition of the stormwater canal at Rozelle.
Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or local heritage significant would be subject to indirect impacts
through vibration, settlement and visual setting. And directly affected nine individual buildings as assessed as being
potential local heritage items. It is unacceptable that heritage items are removed or potentially damaged and the
approval should prohibit such destruction.(Executive Summary xviii)

= The EIS states that ‘Impacts associated with property acquisition would be managed through a property acquisition
support service.” There is no reference as to how this support service will be more effective than that currently
offered. There were many upset residents and businesses who did not believe they were treated in a respectful and fair
manner in earlier stages. The EIS needs to include details as to lessons learned from earlier prOJects and how this wnll
be improved for the M4-M5 impacted residents and businesses. (Executive Summary xviii)

= The EIS states that investigation would be undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road bridge is a potential
roost site for microbats. There will be attempts to ‘manage potential impacts’ if confirmed. This is inadequate. The
project should not be permitted to impact on vulnerablespecies.

O The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will occur during construction. However it does not propose to
address these negative impacts in the design of the project. This is unacceptable and the EIS needs to propose
walls,, plant and perimeter treatments and other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the impact on visual
amenity. (Executive Summary xviii) '

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

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

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

Name Email ' Mobile




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

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

Address: I

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your
website ¥es+ No

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

Signed: ! Date: 12 October 2017

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

Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction - Traffic

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

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

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

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

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

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

Council's engineers have advised that the proposed traffic management works on the
Darley Street frontage have a number of deficiencies including:
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. Traffic lanes on the southern side of Darley Street would be relocated onto the
existing parking lane which is geometrically unsuitable and unsafe for vehicular
traffic.

. The proposed kerbside traffic lane on the southern side of Darley Street would

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

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

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

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

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

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

These figures would appear to conflict with statement within the Social Impact
Assessment (SIA) that was submitted to the LAB for approval. This document
indicates that the ‘catchment’ for the proposed liquor outlet is considerably iarger and
it states “In contrast Dan Murphy’s OLR'’s are larger format destination stores
designed to appeal to a regional market-...”

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

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

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

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

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




.fq?

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

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

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

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

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

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

- Traffic and parking impact on Darley Road and the surrounding residential street
network :

- vehicular — pedestrian conflict, especially with school children/
- increase noise from traffic movements and truck loading and unloading.

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

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

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

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

network.

(a) The applicant has not sufficiently demonstrated assumptions made in their
report regarding parking demand and traffic generation.

(b) The traffic generation assumption for passing or redistributed trips is not

validated.

(c) The design does not adequately address the impacts from vehicle queuing in
Darley Road.”

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

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

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

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

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

¢ There is no traffic management proposal.

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

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

o The proponent has failed to adequately address the impacts from vehicle queuing in
Darley Road.”

Signed:
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planriing and Environment, GPO Box

39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

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

information IS submission to your website Yes /@

Post Code

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

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

Noise impacts

¢ | object to the EIS because the proponent has not
provided details of the noise mitigation measures
proposed in relation to the Darley Road civil and tunnel
site (C4) at Leichhardt. As a result it is not possible to
assess the noise impacts of the Darley Road civil and
tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. It is unacceptable for the
proponent to establish a major construction site in the
middle of a residential area without a clear plan for
mitigating noise impacts.

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

‘Acoustic barriers and devices at the access tunnel

entrances would be considered and implemented where

reasonable and feasible to minimise potential noise
impacts associated with out-of-hours works within the
tunnels. In addition, temporary noise mitigation
measures may include noise barriers and other
temporary structures such as site buildings, which would
be provided to minimise noise impacts on surrounding
properties.’

Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) will create a high
level of noise impact for residents yet the proponent’has
not given details of the plan for mitigating this impact.
The measures will be implemented only if ‘reasonable
and feasible’ which is a subjective assessment as it

" does not states whether they will be assessed as
reasonable from the standpoint of the proponent or the
residents. What the proponent thinks is reasonable may
not meet the residents expectation as to what is
reasonable. The measures appear to be optional as the
proponent only states that that ‘may include noise
barriers and other temporary structures such as site
buildings’.

+ | object to the EIS because the proponent has not
provided a clear plan for measures that will be taken to
minimise noise impacts from work within and outside of
standard construction hours at the Darley Road civil and
tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt.

| object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to
take account of the fact that the demolition of 7 Darley
Road, Leichhardt will remove a significant noise barrier
to traffic noise from the City West Link. This will mean
increased traffic noise impacts to the residents of Darley
Rd, Francis St, Hubert St and Charles St.

| object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to
take account of the noise impact of fully laden spoil
haulage trucks exiting the Darley Road civil and tunnel
site (C4) at Leichhardt driving up the very steep blind
turn at the intersection with the City West Link. The
RMS should install noise measuring equipment and
monitoring cameras at this location to measure noise
from heavy vehicles and identify vehicles whose noise
that exceeds the applicable Australian standard.

| object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to

‘ take account of the noise impact of spoil haulage trucks
" using air brakes on the descent down Darley Rd off the

City West Link. Heavy vehicle drivers should avoid
using exhaust brakes, engine compression or 'jake’
brakes near residential areas and noise-sensitive areas
such as hospitals and schools, unless they are
necessary for safety reasons. RMS should implement
noise limits from engine compression brakes and should
use roadside noise 'cameras' as an aid to enforcement
at every location where WestConnex vehicles emitting
engine compression brake noise might affect nearby
communities.
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Attention Direclor

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,

Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Name: Zis\s Hvyys o

Address: (& (rrenloonl, S8 Mavrrickud\e
Application Number: SS! 7485

Suburb: -Mairrickie. Postcode 220X

Application Name—Wes nex M4-M5 Link
Signature: /£ =50\ .
Please-include / delete {cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing this submission to your website

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

| object io the whole of the WestConnex Projeqt, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained

in the EIS M4/M5 Application, for the following reasons:

1. I strongly object to the unknown hazard associated with two different tunnelling operations taking place in close proximity in ‘
time and location - the deep tunnelling for the M4-M5 link and the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same area -
Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown. The impact of this combined tunnelling is an unknown hazard to the
soundness of the residences and buildings above, many of them very old and heritage listed. This is a serious community safety
issue and residents who experience damage will be caught between 2 separate contractors for repairs and compensation.

2. | object to the issue of this EIS only 14 days after the deadline for submission of comments on the concept design. The formal
response to the 1000s of comments and submissions on the design, released only after the EIS, cannot possibly be based on a
full assassment and consideration of the community responsas. This is an insult to the community and questions the integrity of
the entire EIS process.

3. The decision to build a three-stage tollway of the scale and complexity proposed and that has never been built before is risking
community safety and state resources. | strongly object to that fact that this risk 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 Statemaats for the first two stages.

4. The original objectives of WestConnex was to improve road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany with the
Interchange now being built at St Peters located much closer to the airport. This contradicts the stated purpose of the extension
of the M4. Now both the new M5 and the new M4-MS Link will dump 1000s more cars per day onto the roads to the airport
which are already over-crowded and competing with freight transport. | strongly object to the impact of the M4/MS5 link as it
fails to meat tha original purpose and provide a sustainable rail link to enable fraight to be moved out of the citv and
commuters to travel by public transport.

5. Across all 3 stages the business case has not taken into account the external costs of these massive road projects in air pollution
for human and environmental health, in adding fossil fuel emissions to increase global warming effects, and in the economic
and social costs of the disruption to human activities, of displacement of people and businesses and of the destruction of
community cohesion and amanity. These external costs far outweigh any benefits from building roads which ooorly sarve
people’s transport needs but instead enrich private corporations.

6. The high cost of the tolls has already resulted in an increase in traffic on Parramatta Rd immediately the new M4 tolls were
activated. Their anticipated annual increase will likely mean that more and more commuters will seek to avoid the expensive
tolls. It makes sense to expect the same effect on the roads around the St Peters Interchange, including the Princes Highway,
King'st, tdgeware Rd and Enmore Rd and though the streets of Erskinevilie and Alexandria. The increasing numbers or vehicies
will mean more vehicle pollution in the area (known to have adverse effects on breathing and also to be carcinogenic). A viable
public train system would easily and effectively manage commuter traffic without the requirement for expensive private
tollways.

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:
Planning Services,

m d Department of Planning and Environment
Signature:.... .. .\ TV GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Please include / delete (cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing | Attn: Director — Transport Assessments
this submission to your website Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable P S
political donations in the last 2 years.

Address: gUU .......
Suburb: ......... ‘ LW ............ Postcode...z.‘()..k.'ﬁ.f)

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

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

e Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex and the government is seeking approval, yet there

are no detailed construction plans so we are not speaking to a real situation.

The process that has led to this EIS has been undemocratic and obscure, driven by decisions made behind closed
doors.

The business case for the project in all three stages has failed to taken into account the external costs of these
massive road projects in air pollution for human and environmental health, in adding fossil fuel emissions to increase
global warming effects, and in the economic and social costs of the disruption to human activities, of displacement of
people and businesses and of the destruction of community cohesion and amenity. These external costs far outweigh
any benefits from building roads which poorly serve people’s transport needs but instead enrich private corporations.
This EIS contains no meaningful design and construction details and no parameters as to how broad changes and
therefore impacts could be. It therefore fails to allow the community to be informed about and comment on the
project impacts in a meaningful way.

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

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

There are estimated 100 heavy and 70 light vehicle movements a day and the plan is to allow a right-hand turn into
Darley Road from the CW Link. The trucks will drive onto Darley Road, turn right into the site and then left back out
onto the CW Link, which is unrealistic given the amount of traffic on these roads now.

| am appalled that the Sydney Motorway Corporation could seek approval to build complex interchanges under the
suburbs of Rozelle and Leichhardt on the basis of an EIS that is based on a concept design rather than detailed
proposal that includes engineering plans.

The warm and caring words contained in the EIS, ref Sustainability Management Strategy, have not been reflected in
the wanton destruction of homes, trees and habitat already. Why should we believe them?

The increased amount of traffic the M4-M5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters Interchange will have a
heavy disruptive impact on the local transport routes, whether by vehicle, bus, or active transport {walking and cycling)

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

»  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 ¢onsistency”, 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. '

» Other comments

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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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 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 fuily researched and
surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public comment (ie : the Sydney Water Tunnels issues at 12-57)

The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. Neither
Stage 2 or 3 provides such access. Both the new M5 and the new M4-MS5 Link will dump 1,000s more per day onto the roads to
the Airport which are already at capacity. ‘

There has been no ‘meaningful’ consultation with the community. Some areas affected by M3/MS5 have not even been
letterboxed by SMC. These include St Peters and sections of Erskineville. The SMC received hundreds of submissions on its
concept design and failed to respond to any of these before lodging this EIS.

Unfiltered stacks anywhere in Sydney are not unacceptable. There must be a review of the NSW government's unacceptable
policy on this issue. | am appalled that the ex Minister for Planning Rob Stokes who approved the New M5 and unfiltered stacks
in St Peters and Haberfield would declare that he would not have them in his own area. How can residents have any trustin a
process that is underpinned by such hypocrisy.

The EIS at 7-51 refers to concerns that were raised by the community that the alignment of tunnels in Newtown appeared to go
to the east of King Street, an area that had had no geotech drilling or testing. SMC staff indicated at Community information
sessions that the maps included in the Concept Design were broad and indicative only, and that further details would be available
in the EIS. No further details have been provided. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process

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

removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

e There have been widespread reports in the media about extensive unresolved disputes regarding damages to houses in the Stage 1 M4 and
Stage 2 M5 construction process. Why should the community believe that there will not be extensivedamages to houses in Stage 3 ?

e  Because this is still based on a “concept design” it is unknown how the communities affected will not know what is being done below their
residences, schools, business premises and public spaces, particularly if the whole project is sold into a private corporation’s ownership before

the actual designs and construction plans are determined. The EIS makes references to these designs and plans being reviewed but there is

NO information as to what agency will be responsible for such reviews or whether the outcomes of such reviews will be made public. The

communities below whose homes, business premises, public buildings and public spaces this massive project will be excavated and built will
be completely in the dark about what is being done, what standards it is supposed to comply with, what inspection or scrutiny it will subject
to, and whether the private corporations undertaking the work will be held to any liability by our government.

e |tis quite clear that the escalating cost of tolls will encourage drivers to avoid tollways. This will further pollute and congest local roads. Such
impact already evident on Parramatta Rd usage after the new M4 tolls were introduced. The community expects similar impacts on roads
around the St Peters interchange, including the Princes Highway, King St, Enmore and Edgeware Roads and though streets of Alexandria and
Erskineville. The EIS Traffic analysis fails to deal with this issue of traffic beyond the boundaries of the project and should be rejected.

e It allvery difficult for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The Newtown Library only

has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. This restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair community

engagement.

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

e The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in an area

where the prevailing south and north-westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields. The St Peters Primary
School in particular will be at the apex of a triangle between the two exhaust stacks on the south-western and north-western corners of the

interchange. This is utterly unacceptable.

e | completely reject the notion that unfiltered pollution stacks should be built anywhere in Sydney, let alone three or four in a single area. | am
particularly concerned that schools would be near such unfiltered stacks. The government needs to urgently review its policy of support for

unfiltered stacks.

e The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in an area

where the prevailing south and north-westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields. The St Peters Primary
School in particular will be at the apex of a triangle between the two exhaust stacks on the south—-western and north-western corners of the

interchange. This is utterly unacceptable.

e | am deeply disappointed that the EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a wish list not based on

actual effects. Everything is indicative, ‘would’ not ‘will’, telling me nothing is actually ‘known’ for certain. This is a dangerous and reckless
attempt to get approval for a project that is yet to be properly designed.

¢  The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-MS5 link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same area - in the
Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown hazard to the soundness of the buildings above, and
given that two different tunnelling operations will take place quite close, the people in those buildings will struggle to get repairs and

compensation for loss because either contractor will no doubt blame the other. The increasing numbers of vehicles will also increase the

vehicle pollution (known to have adverse effects on breathing and also to be carcinogenic) in this area.

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

1. [am deeply disappointed that the EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be
a wish list not based on actual effects. Everything is indicative, ‘would’ not ‘will’, telling me nothing is actually
‘known’ for certain. This is a dangerous and reckless attempt to get approval for a project that is yet to be properly
designed.

2. 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.

3. Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex, yet there are no detailed construction plans. It is not
enough to say there will be mitigation if negative impacts unfold. An EIS should assess risks and be able to predict
whether they are worth risking and if so, what mitigation should be necessary.

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

5. [Itis clear that the tunnel portals will be major sites for more traffic congestion. Some intersections that are currently
very congested will be just as bad in 2033.

6. 1completely 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.

7. 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 community’s feedback was considered let alone assessed
before the EIS model was finalised. The rushed process exposes the fundamental lack of integrity in the feedback
process and treats the community with contempt.

8. The increased amount of traffic the M4-MS Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters, Haberfield and
Rozelle Interchanges will disrupt local transport networks including bus and active transport (walking and cycling).

9. 1oppose 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.

10. ] have read the warm and caring words contained in the EIS, ref Sustainability Management Strategy. What purpose
do these serve if they are not reflected in actual plans. They simply highlight the wanton destruction of homes, trees
and habitat already. '

11. There has been no ‘meaningful’ consultation with the community. Some areas affected by M3/M5 have not even been
letterboxed by SMC. These include St Peters and sections of Erskineville. The SMC received hundreds of submissions
on its concept design and failed to respond to any of these before lodging this EIS.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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| submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the reasons stated below, and request the Minister
reject the application entirely, and cause the proponents to reissue an EIS that is based on a fully researched, developed,
and budgeted concept design, and require.the.proponents to prepare a new business case against that design.

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

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

o Theremoval of Buruwan Park between the Crescent ¢ Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of

and Bayview Crescent/Railway Pde Annandale to
accommodate the widening realignment of the Crescent
would be a particular loss of badly needed parkland in
this Inner City area. Currently we have fewer parks

than almost any suburb in Sydney so this would have a

direct impact on local people. Buruwan Park also lies
on a mayor cycle route from Ratlway Pde through to
Anzac Bridge, UTS and the CBD. The alternative route
being suggested is poor and takes no real account of
trying to encourage cycling as a mode of transport.

Cycling should be made as easy as possible to get more |

ordinary commuters to bicycle and the alternative to
the current level route directs cyclists to Johnston St and
then up Bayview Crescent arguably the steepest road in
Annandale.

1z is obvious the NSW governinenu is in a desperate rush
to get planning approval for the M4/M5. It has only
allowed 60 days for comment yet the M4/M5 project is
the most expensive and complicated stage of
WestConnex. Critically, it involves building three layers
of underground tunnels under parts of Rozelle. Such

‘wunnelling does not exist anywhere in the world and as

yet there are no engineering plans for this complex

construction. Approval depends on senior staffin NSW

Planning compliantly agreeing to tick off on the E1S, as
was done with the New M5 and the M4. 1 his
demonstrates a wanton disregard for the safety of the
residents of Rozelle and those who will be using the
wnnel. WHAT IS THE RUSH?

WestConnex and the government is seeking approval,
yet there are no detailed construction plans so we are
not speaking to a real situation.

Motorvehicles account for 14% of Partculate 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.

1t és clear that Annandale, Glebe, Rozelle and Lilyfield
will be exposed to unacceptable health risks. With four
unffiltered 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
s negligent when you consider that , the World Health
Organisation in 2012 declared diesel pardculates
carcinogenic. " As you are no doubt aware there are at
least 5 schools that will be in the orbit of these
poisonous fumes and children and the elderly are most
at risk to lung ailments. Your Education Minister Rob
Stokes declared in 2017, “No ventilation shafis will be
budlt near any school.”

. This EIS coneains little or no meaningful dsyzlgrn and

construction detail. It appears to be a wish list not
based on acwal effects. Everything is indicative,

would’ not ‘will}, telling me nothing is actually %nown’
Jor certain - and is certainly not included here.

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



004155

Submission to: Name: G . K< @ cChacten
Planning Services
Department of Planning and Environment | Signature: M
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW 2001 Please include / delete (cross out or circle) my personal
information when publishing this submission to your website.
Attention: Director — Transport Declaration: | HAVE NOT made any reportable political
Assessments donations in the late 2 years. .
Address: \bL i RROCE=VALE AVc
Application Number: SSI 7485 Application
Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Suburb: =¥ P (S G Postcode: 2\ - (

I am registering my strong objections to the EIS of Stage 3 of the Westconnex M4-M5 link.

1.This EIS has so many uncertainties and contains so little information that it should not even be accepted as an
EIS. Important issues like detailed construction designs for the Rozelle Interchange or the impacts on
groundwater or risks of flooding, the EIS contains so little detail that it does not even meet the standards
expected of an EIS. Details are postponed until after a construction group is chosen. Only then will risks
properly be identified. At that stage, Councils and the public will have no right to consultation.

2.This EIS is 'indicative only', the whole document is based on approvals of further toll roads to justify its case.’
These other proposals are in draft form, are not approved and, if they proceed at all, will not be open for years.

3.1t is totally unacceptable to have unfiltered stacks in Haberfield, St Peters and Rozelle, the site of an
unprecedented concentration of stacks, located in a valley, adjacent to heavily populated suburbs. Itis
unacceptable that these stacks are to be unfiltered and it is untrue that filtration does not work. In Tokyo
recently constructed tunnels filter 98% of pollution. Financial health costs will rise enormously from not
filtering the stacks. The Head of RPA Respiratory medicine has publically warned that heart disease will
skyrocket due to air pollution from Westconnex. Air Pollution, the No 1 World Killer and is being seriously
addressed in many leading cities around the World.

4. The proposed work hours for the Rozelle Rail Yards Site are 24 hours a day seven days a week for tunnelling
and spoil handling. On ground construction Mon-Fri 7.00am - 6.00pm, Sat 8.00am- 1.00pm. Butas has been
experienced by those at Haberfield and St Peters these hours and especially late and night work have been
extended and implemented when the schedules fall behind and this has lead to great physical and mental stress
for residents through interrupted sleep and loss of sleep, especially for those with children. The roads and sites
at night in the area will see a big increase in noise from truck movements, truck reversing alarms and running
machinery. It will also see a marked increase in light during the night hours with site illumination and vehicle
head lights as has been experienced in other areas. These problems have not been addressed in the EIS.

5. There will be major impacts on the Anzac Bridge with a projected increase of 60% in daily traffic. There will
also be major impacts on the Sydney City Centre. The EIS states this will lead to major impacts on bus travel
time and reliability. The EIS’s suggests that people will have to adjust their travel times to starting for work
earlier and finishing later. This is unacceptable and underlines Westconnex’s waste and total failure.

6. The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement “may occur. It states that

subsidence may occur along tunnel paths due to tunnel excavation and water drawdown. The risk of ground
movement and subsidence is greater where tunnels are less than 35 metres underground. The planned Inner
West Interchange proposes tunnels in that area, which are a great deal less than 35metres. The same is true for
areas of Rozelle where up to 3 layers of tunnels are proposed in places. This will definitely lead to structural
damage and cracking to homes above. Without provision for full compensation for damage there would be no
incentive for contractors of Roads and Maritime Services to minimise this damage. This is notacceptable.

7.The removal of Buruwan Park for the realignment of the Crescent is a great loss of badly needed parkland.
This park was established as a buffer to shield residents from City West Link, there are mature trees on this
site, it was not intended as a children’s playground. Buruwan Park has a main cycle route running through it.
The proposed alternative route is 2nd rate. It takes no account of time or topography, it is solely distance
based. Had these factors been taken into account 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 notacceptable '
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS M4/M5 Application, for the following reasons:

1. The community has never been consulted or asked about the decision to build a three-stage tollway instead of expanding public
transport and WestConnex has never been subjected to democratic decision-making and in fact has been opposed by a huge
majority of submissions received in response to the Environmental Impact Statements for the first two stages.

2. lobject to the issue of this EIS only 14 days after submission of comments on the concept design closed. Thousands of
comments were submitted on the design and how could these have been considered for the EIS in the available. This raises
questions about the integrity of the entire EIS process.

3. The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. Neither
Stage 2 or 3 provides such access. Both the new M5 and the new M4-M5 Link will dump 1000s more per day onto the roads to
the Airport which are already at capacity.

4. The business case for the project in all three stages has failed to taken into account the external costs of these massive road
projécts in air pollution for human and environmental health, in adding fossil fuel emissions to increase global warming effects,
and in the economic and social costs of the disruption to human activities, of displacement of people and businesses and of the
destruction of community cohesion and amenity. These external costs far outweigh any benefits from building roads which
poorly serve people’s transport needs but instead enrich private corporations.

S. Theincreased amount of traffic the M4-M5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters Interchange will have a heavy
disruptive impact on the local transport routes, whether by vehicle, bus, or active transport (walking and cycling).

6. Given the high cost of the tolls and their anticipated annual increase it is also expected that there will be an increase on traffic
generally on local roads as motorists avoid the tollways. This can already be seen on Parramatta Rd immediately the new M4
tolls were activated. We expect exactly the same effect in the roads around the interchange, including the Princes Highway,
King St, Edgeware and Enmore Roads and though the streets of Erskineville and Alexandria. .

7. Theincreasing numbers of vehicles will also increase the vehicle pollution (known to have adverse effects on breathing and also
to be carcinogenic) in this area.

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

9. Theimpact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-MS5 link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same area .
- in the Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown hazard to the soundness of the
buildings above, and given that two different tunnelling operations will take place quite close, the people in those buildings will
struggle to get repairs and compensation for loss because either contractor will no doubt blame the other.

The people living in this region neither asked for nor want the whole WestConnex project which will not serve the needs of this
population but who will nonetheless have to live and work with the impact of multiple years of construction, heavy vehicle traffic,
noise and pollution, and local disruption and probable damage to their houses or business premises with compensation only a dim
prospect.

1 call on the Minister for Planning to reject this project and demand that the government re-think the transport planning for the
whole metropolitan area.

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

Application Number: SSI 7485 | Lo

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website.
Department of Planning and Environment | HAVE NOT made reportable political donations in the last 2 years.
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address: _ :

yaney 6168 Cecl'/]L[ St

Application Name: WestConnex M4-MS5 Link

Postcode R0 4 O

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

a) The Air quality data provided in the EIS is directly affected nine individual buildings as
confusing and is not presented in a form that the assessed as being potential local heritage items. It is
community can interpret. The lack of clarity leads unacceptable that heritage items are removed or
to a suspicion that areas of concern are being potentially damaged and the approval should
covered up. prohibit such destruction.(Executive Summary

XViii)

b) Iam appalled to read in the EIS that more than

100 homes across the Rozelle construction sites e) The volume of extra heavy traffic in the Rozelle

- will be severely affected by construction noise for area and the acknowledged impact this will have
months or even years at a time. This would include on local roads is completely unacceptable to me.
hundreds of individual residents including young
children, school students and people who spend f) The EIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation
time at home during the day. The predicted levels option’ would be determined during ‘detailed
are more than 75 decibels and high enough to design’. This is unacceptable and residents have no
produce damage over an eight hour period. Such opportunity to comment on the detailed designs.
noise levels will severely impact on the health, The failure to include this detail means that
capacity to work and quality of life of residents. residents have no idea as to what is planned and
NSW Planning should not give approval to a cannot comment or input into those plans.
project that could cause such impacts. Promises of (Executive Summary xvi)
potential mitigation are not enough, especially
when you consider the ongoing unacceptable noise g) Alot of work has gone into building cycling and
in Haberfield during the M4East construction. pedestrian routes in Rozelle and Annandale.

Interference and disruption of routes for four years
c) The EIS claims to have saved Blackmore Park and is not a 'temporary' imposition.

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.

d) The project directly affected five listed heritage
items, including demolition of the stormwater

canal at Rozelle. Twenty-one other statutory
heritage items of State or local heritage significant
would be subject to indirect impacts through
vibration, settlement and visual setting. And




| object to the WestConnex M4-MS Link proposals as contained in the EIS application ¢ SSI
7485, for the reasons set out below. )
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Submission to:
Planning SeNices,
Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSWJ, 2001

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments

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

Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.
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The Project will have significant impacts on the
streets near on- and off-ramps. Modelling shows
that the Anzac Bridge will have 60% more traffic in
2033 because of the Project.

'The modelling does not consider the latest plans
from the NSW Government's Greater Sydney
Commission despite them being released nine
months ago.

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.

Residents of Haberﬁel_d should not be asked to
choose between two construction sites. This

L)

L g

Application Number: SSI 7485

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

smacks of manipulation and a deliberate attempt to
divide a community. Both choice extend
construction impacts for four years and severely
impact the quality of life of residents. NSW
Planning should reject the impacts on Haberfield as
unacceptable. ( page 106)

The EIS acknowledges that impacts of construction
should M4MS5 get approval will worsen traffic
congestions on Parramatta Rd. In these
circumstances it would be outrageous for motorists
to be asked to pay up to up to $20 a day in tolls.
object to the fact that this is not considered or
factored into the traffic analysis.

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 contaminared 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. ‘

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

Name

Email

Mobile
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Submission to: Planning Services, Department off

Signature: W
Planning and Environment. GPO Box 39, Sydney,
NSW,2001 Please include/delete (cross out or circle) my personal

information when publishing this submission to your website.

. . Declaration: I have not made any reportable donatlons in the last
Attention Director — Transport Assessments two years. o aen yIep as

Application Number: SSI 7485

Addrees: 4/;2 Héf"é?e.y v
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link ",

)7 10 ) /7 Suburb: /eoa;ék Postcode;’Z@S?

I wish to register my strong objectlons to Stage 3 (M4-M5 Lmk) My reasons are set out below:

W agoyg child éemj bf &y e d Qﬁ@,\} e art
REASONS FOR WESTCONNEX 20 " Oreg esn Yy ,4/ cch Hat will ryra 90w
1.The main reason given for the construction of the WestConnex motorway is o / ect to Sydney Airport and Port ¢ /\5 )
Botany. The project has failed to meet both of these objectives.

TRAVEL TIME SAVED?

2. If stage 3 of the Westconnex project is completed, it is predicted that by 2033, reductlons in peak travel times from
Western Sydney to the airport area and to the Botany Port area will be miniscule. Parramatta to Sydney airport area
will save 10 minutes, between Burwood and Sydney Airport the time saved will be 5 minutes and between Silverwater
and Port Botany the time saved will be 10 minutes. These are only the best predictions put forward and time savings

'may in fact be much less. The whole rationale for building this wasteful 18 billion dollar polluting project was

precisely for that reason... to reduce travel times and to connect with Port Botany and the Airport.

SUBSIDENCE AND HOUSE DAMAGE

3.The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement "may occur, further stating that settlement

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

HEALTH DANGERS

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

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

CAR PARKING CONGESTION

5.Rozelle Rail Yards will have 400 car parking spaces provided for workers(EIS). The daily workforce for these sites is
stated to be approximately 550. This means that 150 vehicles will need to park in nearby local streets wh1ch are.
already over-subscribed during weekdays by commuters taking the light rail.

AIR AND NOISE POLLUTION

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

Rozelle work will take place as close as 250 metres from the Rozelle Primary School when construction of the Iron



Cove Link tunnel entrances and exits on Victoria Road take place. In fact, Anzac Bridge is currently at maximum
capacity during peak hours. '
Furthermore, the EIS states that the current Rozelle Interchange and surrounds of Anzac Bridge are presently close to
full capacity. Modelling shows that the project will have significant impact on the area surrounding Rozelle
Interchange. The Anzac Bridge will have 60% more traffic in 2033 and will be at full capacity in off peak times
by2021.The interchanges at Victoria Rd and Darling St and Victoria Rd and Robert St will have become intolerable
which means bus reliability and performance will be worsened.
With the proposed construction, the area is going to be subjected to a huge increase in vehicle movements throughout
the 5 year construction period. .
TRUCK MOVEMENTS
7.The removal of spoil from the Rozelle Rail Yards will lead to the largest number of spoil truck movements on the
entire Stage 3 project: 517 Heavy truck movements a day, of which 46 are stated to take place dunng peak hours.
This will lead to extra noise and air pollution in this area.
The unacceptable noisé levels which will accompany the construction of this massive interchange will further add to
the discomfort of the residents. No analysis has been provided of the magnitude of increased noise pollution which will
adversely affect residents. The EIS actually states that local residents may have to keep their windows and doors closed
to keep out the noise and dust. The proposed work hours for construction in the Goods Yard for the tunneling and spoil
removal are 24 hours a day, seven days a week. This could lead to loss of sleep for local residents as well as loss of
lifestyle.
_ There will also be disturbance of soil in the old Rozelle Goods Yard which may be thick with toxic contaminants such
~ as lead and asbestos(as was the case in St Peters.) You made no provision for the safe removal of these toxic
substances in St Peters and I do not see any provision in the EIS for their safe removal in this area.

LOSS OF PARKS AND OPEN SPACE

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

PROPOSED PARK

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

RESIDENT CONSULTATION

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

CHANGE OF PLANS?

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

OTHER IMPACTS TO CONSIDER

13. The Sydney Metro West project which is Sydney’s next big railway infrastructure investment is not included in the
. Cumulative Impact Assessment! A business case for the Metro should be completed before a décision is taken on the
Stage 3 project as it may be significantly impacted by the Metro.
The Inner City Regional Bike Network has also not been included in the projects assessed under ‘Cumulative
Impacts’. It is identified by Infrastructure Austraha asa ‘Pnonty Initiative’ and therefore must be included.



Attention Director

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Name: égf?BAA/ L LA \v./k(, o

Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address: jg / [ Jfsx Viheo
Application Number: SSi 7485 Suburb: Postcode ;
Not mazd jiy A5 T lott,

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Signature: AA&'

Please lnclude l delete (cross out or circle) my personal mformatnon when pubhshlng thlS submnssnon to your websnte
. Declaratlon I' HAVE NOT made any reportable pohtucal donatlons in.the last 2 years ‘ .

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Name: ; Email: ; Mobile
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Submission to: Planning Services, Department of
Planning and Environment. GPO Box 39,

Sydney, NSW,2001 _ Please include/delete (cross out or circle) my personal
information when publishing this submission to your website.

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

Signature:

Application Number: SSI 7485 Address: ;¥ <o U/// Ep0 RO
| Application Name: WestConnex M4-MS Link

Suburb:  Z, cy fr€co Postcode: gq “o

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

1. REASONS FOR WESTCONNEX '

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

2. TRAVEL TIME SAVED?

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

3. SUBSIDENCE AND HOUSE DAMAGE

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

4. DEPTHS OF TUNNELS AND INCOMPLETE EIS DIAGRAMS

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

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

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

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

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

In view of the above no tunnelling less than 35m in depth from the surface to the crown of a tunnel (ie the top)
"under residences should be undertaken. And of course no tunnelling should be undertaken under sensitive sites.
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5. HEALTH DANGERS -
It is clear that Annandale, Glebe, Rozelle, Leichhardt and Lilyfield will be exposed to unacceptable health risks. With
massive number of extra truck four unfiltered emissions stacks in the area plus a large number of exit portals, the
residents of this area will suffer greatly from poisonous diesel particulates. This is negligent when you consider that,
the World Health Organisation in 2012 declared diesel particulates carcinogenic. " As you are no doubt aware there
are at least 5 schools that will be in the orbit of these poisonous fumes and children and the elderly are most at risk to
lung ailments. Your Education Minister Rob Stokes declared in 2017, "No ventilation shafts will be built near any .
school.”

_ 6. AIR AND NOISE POLLUTION
Rozelle Interchange and surrounds will experience increased traffic with assoclated noise and air pollution— most
particularly at The Crescent, Johnson St Annandale and Catherine St Leichhardt and Ross Street Glebe. These streets
are already highly congested at peak times and with a massive number of extra truck movements and traffic
associated with construction, these streets will become gridlocked during peak times. Also, the widening of The
Crescent between the city West Link and Johnston Street with an extra lane being constructed will lead to heavy
traffic congestion on a road that has 3 Primary/Infants schools. 4
Furthermore, the EIS states that the current Rozelle Interchange and surrounds of Anzac Bndge are presently close to
full capacity. In fact, Anzac Brldge is currently at maximum capacity during peak hours. With the proposed
construction, the area is going to be subjected to a huge increase in vehicle movements throughout the 5 year
construction period.

7. TRUCK MOVEMENTS

The removal of spoil from the Rozelle Rail Yards will lead to the largest number of spoil truck movements on the

entire Stage 3 project: 517 Heavy truck movements a day, of which 46 are stated to take place during peak hours

This will lead to extra noise and air pollution in thlS area.

The unacceptable noise levels which will accompany the construction of this massive interchange will further add to

the discomfort of the residents. No analysis has been provided of the magnitude of increased noise pollution which will

adversely affect residents. The EIS actually states that local residents may have to keep their windows and doors closed

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

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

lifestyle.

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

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

8. LOSS OF PARKS AND OPEN SPACE

The removal of Buruwan Park between The Crescent and Bayview Crescent/Railway Parade Annandale to

accommodate the widening realignment of the Crescent would be a direct loss of much-needed parkland in this Inner

City area. Further, Buruwan Park lies on a major cycle route from Railway Parade through to Anzac Bridge, IJTS and |

the CBD. :

9. PROPOSED PARK

The proposed building of a park in the area of the Goods Yard right in the middle of a large number of exit portals and

poisonous smoke stacks borders on being criminally negligent. This new ‘recreational area’ will be subject to the

dangerous invisible particulates of 2.5 microns and smaller so many residents and children will be unaware that they are

being poisoned. All evidence shows that these particulates are linked with increased cases of asthma, lung disease,

cancer and stroke placing further pressure on our already overloaded health system.

10. RESIDENT CONSULTATION

Although the EIS indicates what is to be expected when construction begins, it also states that that only after

Construction Contractors have been engaged would project designs and methodologies be finally worked out and

agreed upon. This may result in major changes to the project design and construction methodologies. The

community would have no say in this process!

11. CHANGE OF PLANS?

In the introduction of the EIS it clearly states that the information in the EIS is ‘indicative of the final design’ only The

reality of this statement means that the project may be completely different to stated plans in the EIS and shows the

process is a sham.
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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Please lnc/ue defete [cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing this
Department of Planning and Environment submission to your webSIte | HAVE NOT made reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address: Zg C f }{,

(V el[ Postcode ZOS/

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

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

A. The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-M5 link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney
Metro in the same area - in the Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an
unknown hazard to the soundness of the buildings above, and given that two different tunnelling
operations will take place quite close, the people in those buildings will struggle to get repairs and
compensation for loss because either contractor will no doubt blame the other.

B. The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is clear from more detailed reading
deep into the EIS (ie 12-57 Sydney Water Tunnels) that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may
vary very significantly, after further survey work has been done and construction methodology determined
by the construction contractor. The maps provided in the €IS are nothing more than ‘indicative’ and are
misleading the community. The EIS should be withdrawn, corrected and updated, and reissued for genuine
public comment based on ‘definitive’ information.

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

D. Are there other potentially serious problems with Sydney Water utility services (described at EIS 12-57)
or with other utilities in other suburbs or along the proposed M4-MS tunnel alignment 2 If so, the EIS
proposals and application should not be approved till these are all disclosed, researched, surveyed and the
resolution publicly published.

€. The increased amount of traffic the M4y-MS Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters,
Haberfield and Rozelle Interchanges will disrupt local transport networks including bus and active
transport (walking and cycling).

f. 1 oppose the destruction of any more of Sydney’s heritage for WestCONnex. I am appalled that Sydney
Motorway Corporation is seeking approval to tunnel under hundreds of highly valued heritage buildings in
Newtown without any serious assessment of risk at all. This heritage belongs to all of Sydney.

G. I strongly object to the privatisation of the WestConnex project that turns public monies into private
profit.

#. It is clear that the tunnel portals will be major sites for more traffic congestion. Some intersections
that are currently very congested will be just as bad in 2033.

1. No road junction as large and complex as the extraordinary spaghetti junction proposed to go
underground has been built anywhere in the world. The feasibility is not tested. There are no
international or national standards for such a construction.

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

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

Planning Services,

Department of Planning and
Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website

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

Address:..g..«.g ............ /élﬁf%_ ‘Sy/ .................................................................. Application
Suburb: %{é .............. LOé/ .......................................... Postcode 2037 f&li(“caﬁon Name: WestConnex MM

IRON COVE AREA

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

Removal of vegetation

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

Substation and water treatment plant

16. The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road
will prevent direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the
project is completed. The facility is out of step with the area which’'is comprised of low rise homes and
detracts from the visual amenity of the area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for
pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct line of sight to the facility. It should not be
permitted on this site.

Relocation of the Substation and water treatment plant

17. The substation and water treatment plant should be moved to the north end of the site near the City West
link. This will mean that the site is less visible to residents and most pedestrian access is at this end. There
are no homes that will have direct line of site of the facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct
pedestrian access to the light rail without the need to use the winding path at the rear of the site which
creates safety issues and adds to the time required to access the light rail stop.

Future use of the Darley Road site

18. The site should be returned to the 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.
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Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
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EIS is Indicative only

1. The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed
and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the
design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed
design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.” Therefore this entire
process is a sham as the extent to which concerns are taken into account is not known as the contractor
can simply make further changes. As the contractor is not bound to take into account community impacts
outside of the strict requirements and as the contractor will be trying to deliver the project as quickly and
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the additional measure proposed with respect to construction noise
mitigation for (example) will not be adopted. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not
provide a reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with
a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the
Government to provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements fn
project delivery. The additional effect of this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the
Council will be unable to undertake compliance activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack
any substantial detail.

Overlap in construction periods

2. There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will
significantly worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any
compensation is offered for residents for these periods.(Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that
residents should have these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no
attempt to measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise
exposure.

Human health risk (Executive Summary xvi)

3. The EIS states that there may be a ‘small increase in pollutant concentrations’ near surface roads.The EIS
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and
particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be ‘acceptable.’ We
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because
of these impacts.

Jobs created

4. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits
the fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-
standing and employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii)
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application  Submission to:
# SS1 7485, for the reasons set out below.

’ Planning Services,
%f\(/éi /Q/SM Department of Planning and
....................................................................................................................... Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

' o ) Attn: Director - Transport Assessments
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website

Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any ﬁortable political donations in the last 2 years. Application Number: SSI 7485

Sf Application

042 -2 7 Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Postcodesl. ©.2. /. Link

Use of local roads by trucks

19. The EIS currently permits trucks to access local roads in ‘exceptional circumstances’, which includes
gueuing at the site. Given the constraints of the site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site
for Dan Murphy's), queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS needs to be amended to rule
our queuing as an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads.

Local roads - prohibited truck movements

20. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to falls Street) should have a
blanket prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These hoems are already
suffering the worst construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition
of lack of parking and additional noise impacts. These streets are not constructed for heavy vehicle
movements and on this basis should also be ruled out. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements
including parking) and worker parking on all of these streets.

Requirement to use public transport or are bussed in by contractors

~ 21. The EIS needs to require that all workers are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail with no
parking whatsoever permitted on local roads at the Darley Road site. This is justified because the site
provides 11 car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day on site. The project cannot be approved on
this basis without a strict requirement on workers to use public transport or project provided transport and
a prohibition needs to be in place against parking on local streets. The EIS needs to require that this
restriction is included in all contracts and in the relevant approval documentation.

Alternative truck movement proposal

22. The EIS states that an alternative truck movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link
and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road. This proposal is supported, subject to further
information about potential impacts being provided. The EIS should not be approved on its current basis
which provides for 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road on a daily basis. This will create
unacceptable safety issues and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also compromising pedestrian and
bicycle access to the light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this critical arterial road
providing access to and across the City west Link. The current proposal which provides for truck
movements solely on Darley Road should not be approved and approval should only be given to the
alternative proposal. | repeat however my objection to the selection of this site altogether, but propose the
least worst impact should be chosen if this site is to be used.
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application ~ Submission to:
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Planning Services,

Department of Planning and
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GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

) ] Attn: Director - Transport Assessments
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website .

Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years, Application Number: SSI 7485
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Heritage impacts

5. The project directly affected five listed heritage items, including demolition of the stormwater canal at
Rozelle. Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or local heritage significant would be subject to
indirect impacts through vibration, settlement and visual setting. And directly affected nine individual
buildings as assessed as being potential local heritage items. It is unacceptable that heritage items are
removed or potentially damaged and the approval should prohibit such destruction.(Executive Summary
xviii) '

' Property acquisition support service

6. The EIS states that ‘Impacts associated with property acquisition would be managed through a property
acquisition support service.’ There is no reference as to how this support service will be more effective
than that currently offered. There were many upset residents and businesses who did not believe they
were treated in a respectful and fair manner in earlier stages. The EIS needs to include details as to
lessons learned from earlier projects and how this will be improved for the M4-M5 impacted residents and
businesses. (Executive Summary xviii)

Biodiversity

7. The EIS states that investigation would be undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road bridge is a
potential roost site for microbats. There will be attempts to ‘manage potential impacts' if confirmed. This is
inadequate. The project should not be permitted to impact on vulnerable species.

Visual amenity

8. The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will occur during construction. However it does not propose to
address these negative impacts in the design of the project. This is unacceptable and the EIS needs to
propose walls,, plant and perimeter treatments and other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the
impact on visual amenity. (Executive Summary xviii)

Lack of ability to comment on the urban design as part of the approval process -

9. The EIS does not provide any opportunity to comment on the urban design and landscape component of
the project. It states that ‘a detailed review and finalisation of the architectural treatment of the project
operational infrastructure would be undertaken ‘during detailed design’. The Community should be given
an opportunity to comment upon and influence the design and we object to the approval of the EIS on the
basis that this detail is not provided, nor is the community (or other stakeholders) given an opportunity to
comment or influence the final design.
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application  Submission to:
# SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. )

Planning Services,

Department of Planning and
Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website

Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Application Number: SSI 7485

Address: ‘2'3 ﬁ/w 5// : Application

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
2—037 Link

Acquisition of Dan Murphys site

36. The Darley Road site should be rejected because it involves acquiring Dan Murphy's. This business was
rem=novated and opened with full knowledge that it was to be acquired. The lessee 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.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
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Attn: Director - Transport Assessments
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Property acquisitions

10. The construction and operation of the project will result in 51 property acquisitions. We object to the project
in its entirety because of this impact. We note that a number of long-standing businesses have been
| acquired and that many families and businesses in earlier stages have been forced to go to court to seek
i fair compensation. We object to the acquisition in particular of the Dan Murphys site. The business was
substantially renovated and a new business opened with full knowledge of the likely acquisition. We object
to it being acquired and compensated in this circumstances and call on the Government to investigate the
circumstances which led to this occurring (Executive Summary xvii)

Noise barriers

11. No noise barriers have been proposed. This is unaccepfable and appropriate noise barriers should be
included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary xvii)

Risk of settlement (ground movement)

‘ 12. The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement may occur. We object to the project in its
entirety on this basis. The EIS states that ‘settlement, induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater

‘ drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment’. The risk of ground movement is
lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 metres. However, some tunnelling is at less than 10 metres.

! This proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS
states that there are a number of discrete areas to the north and northwest of the Rozelle Rail Yards, to
the north of Campbell Road at St Peters and in the vicinity of Lord Street at Newtown where ground water
movement above 20 miliiliters 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

is a known risk to property damage that cannot be mitigated to an acceptable level of risk.

Ambient air quality

13. There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states that
‘the ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel and are
predicted to have negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and
details of the impacts on air quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully
comment on the impact.
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Unacceptable construction noise impacts

32. The EIS states that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation.
The additional mitigation is mentioned but not proposed. All possible mitigation should be included as a
condition of approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial above ground invasive works will be required
to demolish the Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The EIS noise projections indicate that for
10 weeks residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS doe not contain a plan to manage or
mitigate this terrible impact. There is no detail as to which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary
relocation; there are no details of any noise walls or what treatments will be provided to individual homes
that are badly affected. The approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact will be
manéged and minimised during the construction period and, in particular, during site establishment. |
object to the selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that the works required (demolition and surface
works) will create unacceptable and unbearable noise and vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS
indicates that at least 36 homes will basically be unliveable during this period. In addition, the planned 170
heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction noise.

No mention of aircraft noise

33. The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels
identified are misleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable
noise impacts it will have on surrounding homes and businesses.

Risk of accidents

34. | object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site because of the unacceptable risk it will
create to the safety of our community. Darley Road is a known accident and traffic blackspot and the
movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of accidents. On Transport for
NSW's own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the third most dangerous in
the inner west.

Trucks on local streets

35. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the
site. Given the constraints of the Darley Road site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS needs to be
amended to remove queuing as an exceptional circumstance. The truck movements should properly
managed by the contractor so that there is no queuing. This exception will make it easier for contractors to
neglect their obligation to monitor and manage truck movements in and out of the site and needs to be
removed. The EIS needs to specifically mention all local streets abutting Darley Road and expressly
prohibited truck movements (including parking) on these streets. This should include all streets from the
north (James St) to the south (Falls Road), which are near the project footprint.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
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Noise impacts '

23. The EIS indicates that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at the Darley
road construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the Leichhardt
or St Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of
nearby residents and businesses. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an
acceptable level and the EIS should not be approved on this basis.

Alternative truck movement proposal

24. We object to the selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that it provides for daily movements of 170
heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle
route on Darley Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many
school children cross at this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS
states that an alternative truck movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no
trucks to access Darley Road. The selection of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck
movements on Darley Road, which is what it currently provides. ‘

Parking

25. No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking
is at a premium in this area and many residents to not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car
spaces for five years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of ‘kiss
and ride facilities’ at the light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is
not taken into account in the EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright
prohibit any worker parking on local streets.

Installation of a permanént motorway operations complex

26. We object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of
the project on the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been
continually assured that the land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community
purposes. The presence of this.facility will forever prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access
to the light rail stop, with users required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will also limit the future
use of the site. If a permanent facility is to be located then it should be moved to the north of the site so
that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual impact on residents.
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Siranda Torvaldsen
siranda@unsw.edu.au
23 Albert St

Forest Lodge NSW 2037 Australia

Your view on the application: | object to it
Attn: Secretary re WestConnex M4-M5 Link EIS, project number SSI 16_7485 -

| write to express my strong objection to the WestConnex M4-MS Link tollroad proposal.

o Building WestConnex will increase air pollution and global warming and encourage more car use,
quickly filling the increased road capacity. ,

e Increasing vehicle use by inducing more cars onto the road increases the risks related to climate

"change, including extreme rainfall and extreme heat events.

e This stage of WestConnex also facilitates the building of the Western Harbour Tunnel, which will -
see tunnels bored under the Balmain peninsula and generate a need for yet more exhaust stacks in
and around Balmain. '

e WestConnex is not a sustainable solution to Sydney's congestion problem.' It will have unacceptable
impacts on the health and well-being of local communities, such as increasing toxic pollution levels
from unfiltered exhaust smoke stacks located near schools and parks, especially in Rozelle.

e The government has not committed to a genuine consultation process - it released this M4-MS5 Link
proposal just two weeks after submissions closed for comment on the concept design, and only
provided an eight week consultation period. This does not allow sufficient time for submissions
from the community. v




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,

Siranda Torvaldsen
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Tunnel depths

27. Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and
unacceptable risk of damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that
at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it
states that properties will be repaired at the Government's expense. However no details or assurance as to

_how this will occur are provided. The project should not be approved with such tunnelling depths permitted

and with no detail as to the extent of damage and how and when it will be repaired. It will lead to the
situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage structural engineers and lawyers to prove
that the damage was linked to Westconnex works, with no assurance that this property damage will be
promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

Ventilation facilities

28. The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory
environmental and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable
and the EIS does not provide the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is
deprived of any opportunity to comment on their impécts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis
that there may be additional ventilation facilities that are not disclosed in the EIS.

SCHOOL SPECIFIC SUBMISSIONS

Impact on safe walking and riding to schools
29. Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley
Road.There are also a number of childcare centres very close to the Darley Road site.

30. The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day at this site will create an unacceptable risk
to students. The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site. The alternative
proposal which provides that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the only proposal
that should be considered.

Local roads - prohibited truck movements

31. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a
strict prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already
suffering the worst construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition
of lack of parking and additional noise impacts. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements
(including parking) and worker parking on all of these streets.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
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Attn: Director - Transport Assessments
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Applicaton Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Link

Noise impacts .

23. The EIS indicates that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at the Darley
road construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the Leichhardt
or St Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of
nearby residents and businesses. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an
acceptable level and the EIS should not be approved on this basis.

Alternative truck movement proposal

24. We object to the selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that it provides for daily movements of 170
heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle
route on Darley Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many
school children cross at this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS
states that an alternative truck movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no
trucks to access Darley Road. The selection of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck
movements on Darley Road, which is what it eurrently provides.

Parking

25. No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking
is at a premium in this area and many residents to not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car
spaces for five years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of ‘kiss
and ride facilities’ at the light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is
not taken into account in the EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright
prohibit any worker parking on local streets.

Installation of a permanent motorway operations complex

26. We object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of
the project on the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been
continually assured that the land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community
purposes. The presence of this facility will forever prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access
to the light rail stop, with users required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will also limit the future
use of the site. If a permanent facility is to be located then it should be moved to the north of the site so
that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual impact on residents. '

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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Submission to:

Planning Services

Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW 2001

Attention:
Director — Transport Assessments

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application
Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

I strongly ob]ect to this proboéal for the Westconnex M4-
MS link. This Environmental Impact Statement which is
‘indicative only’ should not be approved.

1.The original stated objective of Westconnex had as its
fundamental objective the connecting to Port Botany. The
original objective was the improvement of freight access to
the Airport and Port Botany. Stage 1, 2 and 3 do not
achieve this goal and this is not addressed in the EIS.

2.The EIS gives no information about changes to traffic
increases entering the Sydney CBD caused by the
Westconnex. A minister when he was asked about this, in
connection to large increases of traffic predicted to enter
the city from Westconnex at St Peters, said that traffic
would just disperse! Thousands of extra vehicles would
magically disperse! No plan has been put forward for this.
RMS has only just begun 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 form
an understanding of the true Environmental impacts of this
project — which is the very purpose of an EIS.

3.The Rozelle underground Interchange is only a ‘design’
concept. It involves three levels of tunnels crossing under
densely settled old urban streets. No one at the SMC EIS
sessions has been able to point to where a similar
underground interchange has been built anywhere in the
World. A designer openly admitted that it was a concept
that had been mandated politically and so far not been
engineered. The community should not be placed at risk in
this manner. It would be completely irresponsible to
approve this in this EIS. As there are no real drawn up
designs for this in this EIS it should not be part of this
document and should have a separate EIS issued when real
design plans have been produced.

4. To give approval to this concept on the basis of so little
information exposes large numbers of residents to
substantial danger and a huge blow out in construction
costs for a design that has never been buiit before. These

Neme: TTALA S

Declaration: I HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the

| rracam

costs will be added on to the tolls that millions of motorists
and truck drivers will have to pay for decades to come. This
will be a huge and totally unacceptable economic burden on
the people of Sydney.

5. At the Rozelle Rail Yards site there will be 2 entry/exits
for Heavy vehicles off the City West Link. Extra traffic
controls are to be set up to enable spoil trucks to access
and exit this site. The EIS says there will be 517 Heavy
Truck movements as day, 46 of which will be in Peak
hours, together with10 truck movements from the Crescent
site. Maps in the EIS show the truck all these trucks will
use the City West link. Similar maps for Darley Rd dive site
also show that trucks from that site will use the City West
Link. At a community consultation a Westconnex staff
member stated that trucks removing spoil from
Camperdown dive site would be called up from James Craig
Rd, so there will also be trucks from this location using the
City West Link. The cumulative effect of truck movements
from all sites onto the City West Link will be 700 one way
Heavy truck movements a day, 208 of these will be in Peak
hours. This will cause total gridiock. The EIS says other
routes are being considered; there are no details of these.
This is unacceptable as it would allow a privately owned
SMC to make whatever decisions they saw fit if the EIS is
approved with no input from the community.

6. The Rozelle Rail Yards site is the location of 3 Unfiltered
Pollution Stacks. There is a fourth stack on Victoria Rd
close to Darling St almost opposite Rozelle Primary School.
If the Western Harbour Tunnel is built there will also be a
total of 7 Tunnel Portals. Tunnel Portals are also areas of
high levels of pollution. It is totally unacceptable that the
Poliution Stacks are unfiltered. Recently built tunnels in
Tokyo successfully filter 98% of all pollutants. There are at
least 5 schools and childcare centres in close proximity to
these pollution stacks.

7.There will be a vast increase in heart disease due to air
pollution caused by Westconnex bringing thousands of
more cars into the Inner West stated the Head of
Respiratory medicine at RPA Hospital, Paul Torzillo.
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Attention Director Name:
| Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, And/a—J (JM
Department of Planning and Environment Address:
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 | CS pers (ot idoaed s
Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: Prphods 76 " Postcode 202 (
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Signature: -

Please include / deleté (cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration: | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS M4/M5 Application, for the following reasons:

1. Deciding to build a tollway of the scale and compiexity proposed and that has never been built before is placing the
community at great risk. No project of this kind should be approved on the basis of an ‘indicative design’. This risks
billions of public monies and resources.

2. The planning process that involves such risks has not been subject to any democratic consideration. The huge
majority of community, stakeholder and Council submissions objected to the Environmental Impact Statements for the
first two stages. WestCOnnex is now attempting to rush through approval on an even less complete EIS.

3. The business case for the project across the 3 stages failed to measure or account for the cost of any external
impacts of this massive toll road project. The social costs of dislocation, stress, health impacts, sleep deprivation and
damaged quality of life in communities have been ignored. This proposal will further extend these impacts in
Haberfield and St Peters for years. Fresh unacceptable impacts will be imposed on the suburbs of Leichhardt,
Lilyfield and Rozelle, parts of which will be decimated. The impact of air pollution on human and environmental
health; adding fossil fuel emissions contributing to global warming effects; and the displacement of people and
businesses and the destruction of community cohesion and amenity have never been seriously considered. These
external costs outweigh any benefits from building roads that poorly serve people’s transport needs, induce traffic and
displace congestions spots.

4. The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port
Botany. Neither Stage 2 nor 3 provides such access. Both the new M5 and the new M4-M5 Link will dump 1000s
more per day onto the roads to Sydney Airport which are already at capacity.

5. This EIS has been released only 14 days after submission of comments on the concept design closed and a report
released after the EIS. It seems impossible that the community comments could have been reviewed, assessed and
responses to be incorporated into the EIS in this time. This raises serious questions about the integrity of the entire
EIS process. :

6. 1strongly object to proceeding in the face of unknown hazards associated with two different tunnelling operations
taking place in close time and location - the tunnelling for the M4-M5 link and the proposed Sydney Metro tunnelling
in the same area - Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters and Newtown. The impact of this combined tunnelling is an
unknown hazard to the soundness of the residences and buildings above, many of them very old and heritage listed.
This is a serious community safety issue and residents who do experience damage will be caught between 2
separate contractors for repairs and compensation. No approval should be given until a construction plan is
produced. It is not sufficient to list heritage buildings. Risks should be evaluated not simply described.

7. Given the high cost of the tolls and their annual increases, it is also expected that there will be an increase on traffic
generally on local roads as motorists avoid the toliways. This can already be seen on Parramatta Rd immediately the
new M4 tolls were activated. We expect exactly the same effect in the roads around the interchange, including the
Princes Highway, King St, Edgeware Rd and Enmore Rd and though the streets of Erskineville and Alexandria. The
increasing numbers of vehicles will mean more roadside pollution in the area (known to have adverse effects on
breathing and also to be carcinogenic).

8. |strongly object to unfiltered stacks. | believe that scientific reports that are being used be the government to justify
these is based on out of date evidence. | am appalled that the government would consider building these so close to
schools including St Peters and Rozelle Public Schools.

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:




! 004167

Attention Director Name: (7 AR ET = g o=
Application Nomber: SSI 7485 | e e o S

Infrastructure projects/ p[a,m,'ng ............. Geeveersorenresansanssstnrochntnsasorssnanseessasnoen .
Services Pleaselacludeny personal information when publishing this submission to your website.
Departn:ent of Planning and Environment | HAVE NOT made reportable political donations in the last 2 y

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address: : (,J(?r P22 =

Application Name:

WestConnex M4-M5 Link Suburb: F%@—QF’(% Postcode 2oy

.................................................................................................................................

| ob|ectto the WestConnex M4-M5 | ink proposals for the following reasons, and reauest the Minister reject the
i and ire SMC and RMC to anew EIS that is based on ine, not indicativi i

costings, and business case.

» The EIS admits that it is not even known what excavation would be undertaken at the White Bay Power station. | am
particolarly concerned about the old water channels and the southern penstock which are part of Sydney's industrial
heritage. How covld an EIS for such a major project be put forward on this basis? It is fatuous to state that " physical and
indirect impacts on this heritage element should be avoided" and suggest that a future plan should be done. Why isn't the
need for excavation known? This raises great concerns about the ‘indicative only’ nature of the work that has been done
before this EIS. Why is there such a rush? This EIS is not complete and should be rejected for that reason.

» Motor vehicles account for 14% of Particulate Pollution of 2.5 microns and less in Australia. There is no safe level to
exposure to particulate matter of 2.5 microns and less. Fine particolate matter is linked with Asthma, Lung Disease, Cancer,
Stroke and poor lung development in children. Those most at risk are the old, the young and the unborn of pregnant women.

» Cumulative construction impacts - Camperdown. The EIS states that residents will likely be subject to cumulative
construction impacts as several tunnelling works activities may operate simoltaneously (10-19, E1S) No mitigation steps are
proposed to ease this impact on those affected.

» This EIS treats the public with cbntempt. it offers no final design, no commitment to an outcome and only the most vague and
unreliable traffic modelling. it seeks to get NS 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. This is a continvation of the appalling disregard for transparency and
disregard of the population that bears the brunt of the WestConnex traffic impacts. It displays a lack of understanding of
contemporary good practice in transport problem resolution.

> The EISis based on the fallacy that the M4 and-MS5 need linking when they are already linked by the M7, A6 and A3. The
A3 is the primary eastern link between the two motorways and is shown in the State Road network hierarchy as the M4 -

M5 Connector.

» Ground-borne ovt-of-hours work - Camperdown The EIS acknowledges the noise and vibration impacts and the need for work to
occur outside of standard daytime construction hours. It simply states that 'the specific management strategy for addressing potential
impacts associated with ground~borne noise...would be documented in the OOHW protocol This is inadequate as the community
have no opportunity to comment on the OOHW protocol or the management of the ongoing impacts to which they will be subjected.
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Submission to:

Planning Services,

same JUTSTH L MANDPORLA...co Depurmetof i nd o

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments

Signature:.......... L AL ANAE

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Application Number: SSI 7485

Declaration : I HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.
s > Application Name: WestConnex M4-MS5 Link

........................................................................................................................

201

Postcode.............

«$* 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 ‘%ae
feasible and reasonable’. The mitigation proposed seems in any event to comprise letter-boxing residents about the likely
impacts! The protection of heritage items should be mandated, not just considered and there should be a strict requirement
to protect such heritage items.

#* 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 form an understanding of the true
Environmental impacts of this project — which is the very purpose of an EIS.

7
L <4

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.

()
L X4

The removal of Buruwan Park for road widening 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 local 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 alsé no mention of this bridge
being replaced after construction of the Westconnex. This is not acceptable.

e
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1 object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS Submission to:
application # SSi 7485, for the reasons set out below.

Planning Services
Mt ; !
Nameo& AC . IONET SR v Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
SIBNALUNE: ..o e T e e s bbb

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: SS! 7485 Application
reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

B LIS S PPCEION Name: WestConnex M4 Link

Address: ............

Suburb: Nmequ’L“Postcode

*» 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. I call on the Department of Planning to reject this inadequate EIS that has been prepared
by AECOM that has multiple commercial interests in WestConnex.

< 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.

®,
L

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 MS 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/MS have not even been
letterboxed by SMC. These include St Peters and sections of Erskineville. The SMC received hundreds of submissions on its
concept design and failed to respond to any of these before lodging this EIS.

«» 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 Email Mobile
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contained In the EIS application s SSI 7485, for the reasons set out bei
Planning Services,

Name: Q ;ﬁ ()j (Y aw‘c’,_ L fq;.’r: L-‘—— . ]& A FO ..... Department of Planning and Environment
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| Signature: —!{)%_-—: : " 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.
Address: .. 003 PpAG Rl KIS ﬁfﬁl’é’éﬁﬁl‘e'f“é"ims Link
Suburb: i, /\"”e’}."(’ el ....Postcode...fl-%.q.:t?.

0 The accuracy of the traffic modelling outputs can only be as good as the accuracy of the inputs. Projections of key
inputs relating to population and employment become very vnreliable beyond 10 or 15 years. In addition to this, the
transport sector is facing a potentially significant disruption from connected, avtomated vehicles that may have a
significant impact on traffic growth, This has not been considered or modelled. ‘

0 Becavse the strategic model does not limit the volume on road links and at intersection to their ceiling capacity; it
cannot (and was not designed to) be used precisely as it is. A mesoscopic model, which can provide more a far greater
level of detail than the strategic model used would have ensured a more thorough analysis of the networks'’ ability to

cope with the traffic predicted.

~

~

0 The EIS admits that impacts of constroction of the M4-MS5 Link will worsen traffic on Parramatta Rd. In these
circomstances it is outrageous for motorists to be asked already to pay vp to up to $20 a day in tolls. | object to the
fact that this is not considered or factored into the traffic analysis.

0 The EIS focusses on the impact of construction traffic during commuter peak-hours. Giveﬁ the EIS notes that
construction-related vehicles will be imited during peak-hours, information should be provided on the impact of
construction-related vehicles when both traffic volumes are hiaher ~ in oarticular doring meekdau lonch nonk nnd

\

\
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Name:

Attention Director oS e L,
Application Number: SSI 7485 Application Signature:

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

. SMC have made it all but impossible for the ity to access hard copies of the EIS outside nonmal working and business hours. The Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has

extremely limited opening hours. Monday and Wednesday: 10am to 7pm. Tuesday: 10am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am 1o 5pm. Saturday and Sunday: 11am (o 4pm. This restricted access
does NOT constitute open and fair community cngagement.

. Given the high cost of the tolls and their anticipated annual increase it is also expected that there will be an increase on traffic gencrally 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.

n The EIS at 12-57 describes | ially serious probl where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key Sydney Water utility services that service Sydney’s eastern and southern suburbs. Why is

SMC proposing tunnelling within metres of these critical services when no accurate surveying has been done? And when there is only limited information available about the strength of these
water tunnels ? The community can have no confidence in the EIS proposals that are incomplete and possibly negligent. The EIS proposals and application should not be approved till these issues

are definitively resolved and publicly published.

- 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
the flawed processes that have already led to massive expenditure on the inad option of privatised toll roads. This proposal is out of step with porary urban pl

L 1 object 10 the fact that the WestConnex Traffic Model has not been rel d to C ils and the ity.

- EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing projcct uncertaintics. “The EIS is based on the concept design developed for the praoject. As such, it is to be expected that some
uncertainties exist that will need to be resolved during detailed design and construction and operational planning. As described in Chapter 1. construction contractors (for each stage of the
project) would be engaged during detailed design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction
methodology to be adopied. This may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to the project would be
reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant mitigation measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval . The EIS
should not be approved till the bulk of these ‘uncertainties’ have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public comment.

- I object to the publication of this EIS only 14 days after the final date for submission of ts on the pt 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 idered let alone d before the EIS model was finalised. The rushed

was

process exposes the fundamental lack of integrity in the feedback process and treats the community with contempt.

- Stagc 3 is the most complex and cxpensive stage of WestConnex, yet there are no detailed construction plans. 1t is not enough to say there will be mitigation if negative impacts unfold. An EIS
should assess risks and be ablc to predict whether they arc worth risking and if so, what mitigation should be nccessary.
. The assessment and solution 10 potentially serious problems described in the EIS at 12-57 (where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key Sydney Water utility scrvices 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 1o

demonstrate that.construction of the M4-MS5 Link tunnels would have negligible adverse settlement or vibration impacts on these tunnels. A settlement monitoring program would also be

1,

implemented during construction to

orr the predictions should it be required.” The community can have no confidence in the EIS proposals that arc incomplete and possibly -

negligent. The EIS proposals and application should not be approved till these issues are definitively resolved and publicly published.

Campalgn 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 Mobi/e-
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application Submission to: %
# SS17485, for the reasons set out below.

, L ‘A~ Planning Services,
Name!\!‘k'/a'uy{@(ﬂ‘\/\ Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

. —
SIGNATUNE:.......... e ettt ettt son e s s s b s
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: SS17485 Application

Address: 165 QJW’\MP\ (&O{

........................................................................................................................... Application Name: meonnex M4_M5 Link

Suburb: ................ LQ/(C{’\('\CU/"" ............................. Postcode....a?ﬂ.%o

a. Forexample, the AECOM EIS for the New M5 failed to deal with how the massively contaminated land fill at Alexandria
would be managed during construction. After months of sickening odours, the NSW EPA admits that despite fining SMC
and requiring contractors to take measures to control odours, they have not stopped. It acknowledges thatit does not
have the power to stop work until WestConnex contractors comply with environmental regulations.

b. Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of
damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less
this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the
Government’s expense. However no details or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project should not be
approved with such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of damage and how and when it will
berepaired. It will lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage structural engineers and
lawyers to prove that the damage was linked to Westconnex works, with no assurance that this property damage will be
promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

c. TheEIS refers to be construction impacts as being ‘temporary’. | do not consider a five year construction period to be
temporary.

d. Worker parking - Leichhardt. There is provision in the EIS for only a dozen worker car parks and no provision for the 100
or so workers who will be permanently based at the Darley Road site for up to five years. A major construction site project
should not be permitted in a neighbourhood area without allocated parking for all workers. No other business would be
permitted to be established without this requirement being satisfied - why is it acceptable for this project? In addition,
the EIS proposes the removal of 20 car spaces used by residents on Darley Road and will remove the kiss and ride’ facility
at the light rail stop. This will result in residents being unable to park in their own street and will increase noise impacts
from workers doing shift changeovers 24 hours aday.

e. Thevolume of extra heavy trafficin the Rozelle area and the acknowledged impact this will have onlocal roads is
completely unacceptable to me.




004173

I object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application Submission to:

# SS17485, for the reasons set out below.
. N\d/ll\-—‘ﬁ__ \ ~ Departmeent of s
( fo‘ @ ( v Department of Planning and

N0 0 1 Y= s S UV URIRREUD TP - —-vetit: F - ST AU Ll
Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

: ] Attn: Director - Transport Assessments
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website

Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Application Number: SSI 7485
Application

. y Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
SUBUTID: ot T O e Mo SR Postcode...Z2\2\ 7./ Link

Acquisition of Dan Murphys site

36. The Darley Road site should be rejected because it involves acquiring Dan Murphy's. This business was
rem=novated and opened with full knowledge that it was to be acquired. The lessee 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.

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 QM& Q\\ﬂkmail Mobile
oY3c w2 oo




004174

Name: \
Attention Director | ... . U ..................................................................
Application Number: 551 7485 Application Signature:
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Please include / delete (cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing this
Department of Planning 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: o\ WOHNSTG\) N|

Application Name: WestConnex M4-MS5 Link | Suburb: Postcode
e PONPANDALE T 203F

| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

% SMC have made it all but i possible for the ity to access hard copics of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS,

and has extremely limited opening hours. Monday and Wednesday: 10am to 7pm. Tuesday: 10am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am 10 Spm. Saturday and Sunday: 11am to 4pm. This
restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair community engagement.

»  Giventhe high cost of the tolls and their anticipated annual increase it is also expected that there will be an increase on traffic generally on local roads as motorists avoid the tollways. This
can already be seen on Parramatta Rd immediately the new M4 tolls were activated. We expect exactly the same effect in the roads around the interchange, including the Princes Highway,
King St, Edgewarc and Enmore Roads and through the strects of Erskincville and Alexandria.

> TheEIS at 12-57 describes potentially serious problems where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key Sydney Water utility services that service Sydney’s eastern and southern suburbs.
Why is SMC proposing tunnelling within metres of these critical services when no accurate surveying has been done? And when there is only limited information available about the strength
of these water tunnels ? The community can have no confidence in the EIS proposals that are incomplete and possibly negligent. The EIS proposals and application should not be approved

till these issues are deﬁnitivefy resolved and publicly published.

v

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 altematives, in particular of a major expansion of commuter rail transport. The Department should reject this inadequate E1S and have a

A4

review of the flawed processes that have already led to massive expenditure on the i q option of privatiscd toll roads. This proposal is out of step with cc porary urban pl

v

I objeet 1o the fact that the WestConnex Traffic Model has not been released to Councils and the community.

>  EIS6.l (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncentaintics. “The EIS is based on the concept design developed for the project. As such, it is to be expected that
some uncertainties exist that will need to be resolved during detailed design and construction and operational planning. As described in Chapter 1, construction contractors (for each stage
of the project) would be engaged during detailed design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the

construction methodology to be adopted. This may result in changes 1o both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to the

project would be reviewed for . with the ined in the EIS including relevant mitigation measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions

of approval”. The EIS should not be approved till the bulk of these *uncertainties’ have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any ch ) published for public

1

> object to the publication of this EIS only 14 days after the final date for of co ts on the pt 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 idered let alone d before the EIS model was finalised. The

rushed process exposes the fundamental lack of integrity in the feedback process and treats the community with contempt.

> Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex, yet there are no detailed construction plans. It is not enough to say there will be mitigation if negative impacts unfold. An

EIS should assess risks and be able to predict whether they are worth risking and if so, what should be y.

> The assessment and solution 1o potentially serious problems described in the EIS at 12-57 (where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key Sydney Water utility scrvices 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 verifv the levels and condition of these Sydney Water assets. A detailed assessment would be carried out in consultation with Sydney

Water to demonstrate that construction of the M4-M5 Link tunnels would have negligible adverse settlement or vibration i on these Is. A settlen itoring program would

P

also be implemented during construction 1o validate or reassess the predictions should it be required.” The community can have no confidence in the EIS proposals that are incompletc and

possibly negligent. The ELS proposals and application should not be approved till these issues are definitively resolved and publicly published.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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Attention Director

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Name: MWA’W 60!/\/6:\/

Address: 745 Ewick ST

Application Number: SSI 7485

Suburb: () HALDT Postcode 20%0

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Signature: W/%L/\

- Please INCLUDE my personal information when publishingﬁs subrission {o your website
* ‘Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

1 object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1. Worker car parking — Leichhardt: The EIS does not provide appropriate parking for the estimated 100 or so
workers that the EIS states will work every day at the site, while other equivalent sites have allocated
parking for such workers (Northcote Civil site (150)) and Parramatta Road East Civil site (140). It is also
noted that the EIS provides for loss of 20 residential parks on Darley Road. Local streets are at capacity
ailready because of the lack of off-street parking for many residents and the Light Rail stop which means
that commuters use local streets. The EIS states that workers ‘will be encouraged to use public transport.’
The reference to The EIS needs to mandate that no trucks or construction vehicles are to park in local
streets. There needs to be a requirement that is enforceable that workers use the Light Rail stop which is
adjacent to the site or a plan to bus in workers.

2. Accidents — Leichhardt: | object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site because of the
unacceptable risk it will create to the safety of our community. The traffic forecasts indicate that Darley
Road will have 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day. Darley Road is a known accident and traffic
biackspot and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of accidents.
On Transport for NSW's own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the third
most dangerous in the inner west. The addition of hundreds of heavy truck movements a day into that
intersection will increase the risk of serious accidents for both pedestrians and drivers. The EIS states that
the levels of service are expected to Darley Road is directly next to the North Leichhardt Light Rail stop
which is a pedestrian hub. Children travelling to school walk to the stop. Active transport users such as
bicycle riders will be at risk, along with pedestrians using Canal Road to access the Bay Run, Leichhardt

pool and the dog park.

3. Traffic — Leichhardt: | object to the location of the Darley Road civil and construction site because the site
cannot accommodate the projected traffic movements without jeopardising the road network. Darley Road
is a critical access road for the residents of Leichhardt and the inner west to access and cross the City
West Link. It is already congested at peak hours and the intersection at James Street and the City West
link already has queues at the traffic lights. The only other option for commuters to access the city West
Link is to use Norton Street, a two-lane largely commercial strip which is already at capacity. The addition
of hundreds of trucks and contractor vehicles will result in traffic grinding to a halt and traffic chaos at this
critical juncture with commuter travel times drastically increased.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not

be divulged to other parties

Name Email

Mobile




Attention Director

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,

Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sycggey, NSW, 2001

Name: Jan olverino

Address: @5/1/ Atice *

Application Number: SSI 7485

Suburb: 7V e Toe Postcode Qo 4« 2
Application Name: WegtConnex M4-M5 Link

Signature: <@ lotvey

004176

Please include / delete (cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing this submission to your website

Declaration: | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained

in the EIS M4/M5 Appilication, for the following reasons:

1. The business case for the project in all three stages does not take into account the costs of external impacts of air pollution for

human and environmental health; increased fossil fuel emissions contributing to increase global warming; and in the economic
and social costs of the disruption to human activities; of displacement of people and businesses; and of the destruction of
community cohesion and amenity. These external costs far outweigh the questionable short term benefits of building roads

which poorly serve people’s transport needs and are not sustainable in the long term.

2. |strongly object to the privatisation of the WestConnex project that turns public monies into private profit.

3. | object to the issue of this EIS only 14 days after submission of comments on the concept design closed. There is no public
response to the 1000s of comments on the design and it seems impossible that the comments could have been reviewed,
assessed and responses to them incorporated into the EIS in the time. This questions the integrity of the entire EIS process.

4. The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. Neither

Stage 2 or 3 provides such access. Both the new M5 and the new M4-M5 Link will dump 1000s more per day onto the roads to

the Airport which are already at capacity.

5. The increased amount of traffic the M4-M5 Link will direct onto the roads to and from the St Peters Interchange will have a
heavy disruptive impact on the local transport routes, whether by vehicle, bus, or active transport (walking and cycling).

6. Given the high cost of the tolls and their anticipated annual increase it is also expected that there will be an increase on traffic

generally on local roads as motorists avoid the tollways. This can already be seen on Parramatta Rd immediately the new M4
tolls were activated. We expect exactly the same effect in the roads around the interchange, including the Princes Highway,

King St, Edgeware Rd and Enmore Rd and though the streets of Erskineville and Alexandria.

7. The increasing numbers of vehicles will mean more vehicle pollution in the area (known to have adverse effects on breathing

and also to be carcinogenic).

-

8. The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in
an area where the prevailing south and north-westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields.
The St Peters Primary School in particular will be at the apex of a triangle between the two exhaust stacks on the south—

western and north-western corners of the interchange. This is utterly unacceptable.

b

| object to there being two different tunnelling operations taking place in close proximity in time and location - the deep

tunnelling for the M4-MS5 link and the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same area - Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters,
Newtown and Camperdown and beyond. The impact of this combined tunnelling is an unknown hazard to the soundness of the

residences and buildings above, many of them very old and heritage listed. This is a serious community safety issue and
residents who do experience damage will be caught between 2 separate contractors for repairs and compensation.

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 7 ; Email:

; Mobile:
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Application Number: SSI 7485 . - _ -
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Declaration : | have not made any reportable Please include / delete (cross out or circle) my personal

political donations in the last 2 years. information when publishing this submission to your website

| object to the whole of the Westconnex Project, including the Westconnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the
EiS, for the following reasons :

10.

11.

The process that has led to this EIS has been undemocratic and obscure, driven by decisions made behind closed doors. | have serious
concerns that such a complex project with hundreds of risks could be treated by NSW politicians as if approval was a foregone conclusion.
There has been no independent consideration of alternatives, in particular of a major expansion of commuter rail transport. The Department
should reject this inadequate EIS and have a review of the flawed processes that have already led to massive expenditure on the inadequate
option of privatised toll roads. This proposal is out of step with contemporary urban planning.

The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. We now have
proposals for Stages 1,2 and 3 and none achieve this goal. The community is asked to support this proposal on the basis of other major
unfunded projects, which are little more than ideas on a map. This is NOT the way to plan a liveable city.

| object to the publication of this EIS only 14 days after the final date for submission of comments on the concept design. At the time this EIS
was approved for publication, there had been no public response to the public submissions on the design. It was not possible that the
community’s feedback was considered let alone assessed before the EIS model was finalised. The rushed process exposes the fundamental
lack of integrity in the feedback process.

The increased amount of traffic the M4-M5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters Interchange will have a disruptive impact on
the local transport networks comprising vehicle, bus and active transport (walking and cycling).

| oppose the destruction of any more of Sydney’s heritage for WestCONnex. | am appalled that WestCONnex are seeking approval to tunne!
under hundreds of heritage buildings in Newtown without no serious assessment of risks at all.

It is quite clear that the escalating cost of tolls will encourage drivers to avoid tollways. This will further pollute and congest local roads. Such
impact was evident on Parramatta Rd usage immediately the new M4 tolls were activated. The community expects similar impacts on the
roads around the St Peters interchange, including the Princes Highway, King St, Enmore and Edgeware Roads and though streets of Alexandria
and Erskineville. The Traffic analysis fails to deal with this issue of traffic beyond the boundaries of the project and should be rejected.

| object to the fact that the WestConnex Traffic Model has not been released to Councils and the community.

Increased traffic congestion will also increase the atmospheric pollution along roadsides in local areas, 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 they can be understood by ordinary citizens. instead information is presented in a way that is deliberately obscure and hard to interpret.
Unfiltered stacks anywhere in Sydney are not unacceptable. An extra exhaust stack on the NW corner of the St Peters interchange will
increase pollution in an area where the prevailing winds will spread emissions over residences, schools and sports fields. St Peters Primary
School will be at the apex of a triangle between the two exhaust stacks on the SW and NW corners of the interchange.

The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-M5 link —in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same area —in Tempe,
Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown hazard to the soundness of the buildings, 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 contractors will blame the other project. )

In this submission | have only been able to include some of my objections to this EIS. We have already witnesses the destruction of tracts of
Haberfield and St Peters. Please do not ailow the Sydney Motorway Corporation and its contractors to further extend this damage.

I call on the Secretary of the Planning Department to advise the Minister for Planning to reject this project and demand that the government re-
think the transport planning for the whole metropolitan area with active consideration and comparison of heavy and light rail alternatives.

1 would like to assist and/or keep up to date with the anti-Westconnex campaign - These details will be removed before lodging this submission,

and will be used only for campaign purposes and will not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile




004176-M00002

Attention Director X
Name: :

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, \ja,p\/ FO (/\}U N

Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address: 0?5'//3/ AUce St

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: /\/W_lLDWV\ Postcode ) L.{. 2

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Signature: %/ p é/{//(,w

1.dé ete"{cross ouit or'ci rcle)‘ rhy personal |nformat o \when ubhsﬂ~ ing thi
Declaratlon T HAVE NOT made any, reponable pohtlcal donatlons in;

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS M4/M5 application, for the following reasons:

1. Thereis great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will become a 24-hour clearway. The EIS at 7-41
acknowledges that, and states “Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street”. This
statement is deliberately misleading as it infers that SMC has the authority to establish Clearways on regional roads. Roads and
Maritime have the unfettered right to declare Clearways wherever and whenever they wish, and RMS has NEVER stated
publicly that King Street will not be subject to extended clearways.

2. The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tuniiels. It is only when you get to EIS 12-57 (Sydney Water Tunnels)
that is becomes clear that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may vary very significantly, after further survey work has
been done and construction methodology determined by the construction contractor. The maps provided in the EIS are only
‘indicative’ and are misleading the community. The EIS should be withdrawn, corrected and updated, and reissued for genuine
public comment based on ‘definitive’ information.

3. The EIS refers to concerns that were raised by the community that the route of tunnels in Newtown appeared to go to the east
of King Street, an area that had had no geotech testing (see at 7-51) SMC staff indicated at Community information sessions
that the maps included in the Concept Design were.broad and indicative only, and that further details would be available in the
EiS. The details in the just released EIS indicate both sides of King St but as it is only indicative how is it possible to comment on
the likely impacts. This seriously casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process.

4. 1strongly object to the way the EIS treats “uncertainties”. EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the process re-project
uncertainties. “The EIS is based on the concept design developed for the project.-... it is to be expected that some uncertainties
exist that will need to be resolved during detailed design and construction and operational planning. As described in Chapter 1,
construction contractors ... would be engaged during detailed design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of
temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction methodology to be adopted. This may result
in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to
the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant mitigation measures,
environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval”. Given this | strongly object to the approval of this
EIS until critical ‘uncertainties’ have been fully researched and the results (and any changes) published for public comment.

5. At 7-25 the EIS does not mention the many hundreds of extended written submissions that were lodged in late July and early
August. These critical ‘community engagement’ feedback submissions have clearly not been considered in the preparation of
the EIS. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process.

6. It all very difficult for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The Newtown
Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. This restricted access does NOT constitute open
and fair community engagement.

7. This €IS contains no meaningful design and construction details and no parameters as to how broad changes and therefore -
impacts could be. It therefore fails to allow the community to be informed about and comment on the project impacts in a
meaningful way.

i call on the Minister for Planning to reject this project and demand that the government re-think the transport planning for the
whole metropolitan area taking into account long term sustainability over short-term private profit.

Campaign Mailing Lists: | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name: ; Email: ; Mobile
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| object to the whole of the WesiConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the EIS M4/M5S Application, for the following reasons:

1. |strongly object to the unknown hazard associated with two different tunnelling operations taking place in close proximity in
time and location - the deep tunnelling for the M4-M5 link and the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same area -
Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown. The impact of this combined tunnelling is an unknown hazard to the
soundness of the residences and buildings above, many of them very old and heritage listed. This is a serious community safety
issue and residents who experience damage will be caught between 2 separate contractors for repairs and compensation.

2. | object to the issue of this EIS only 14 days after the deadline for submission of comments on the concept design. The formal
response to the 1000s of comments and submissions on the design, released only after the EIS, cannot possibly be based on a
full assessment and consideration of the community responses. This is an insult to the community and questions the integrity of
the entire EIS process.

3. The decision to build a three-stage tollway of the scale and complexity proposed and that has never been buiit before is risking
community safety and state resources. | strongly object to that fact that this risk 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. ‘

4. The original objectives of WestConnex was to improve road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany with the
Interchange now being built at St Peters located much closer to the airport. This contradicts the stated purpose of the extension
of the M4. Now both the new M5 and the new M4-M5 Link will dump 1000s more cars per day onto the roads to the airport
which are already over-crowded and competing with freight transport. | strongly object to the impact of the M4/MS5 link as it

-fails to meet the original purpose and provide a sustainable rail link to enable freight to be moved out.of the city and
commuters to travel by public transport.

5. Across all 3 stages the business case has not taken into account the external costs of these massive road projects in air pollution
for human and environmental health, in adding fossil fuel emissions to increase global warming effects, and in the economic
and social costs of the disruption to human activities, of displacement of people and businesses and of the destruction of
community cohesion and amenity. These external costs far outweigh any benefits from building roads which poorly serve
people’s transport needs but instead enrich private corporations.

6. The high cost of the tolls has already resuited in an increase in traffic on Parramatta Rd immediately the new M4 tolls were
activated. Their anticipated annual increase will likely mean that more and more commuters will seek to avoid the expensive
tolls. 1t makes sense to expect the same effect on the roads around the St Peters Interchange, including the Princes Highway,
King St, Edgeware Rd and Enmore Rd and though the streets of Erskineville and Alexandria. The increasing numbers of vehicles
will mean more vehicle pollution in the area (known to have adverse effects on breathing and also to be carcinogenic). A viable
public train system would easily and effectively manage commuter traffic without the requirement for expensive private
tollways.

Campaign Mailing Lists: | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name ; Email: ; Mobile:
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the Environmental Impact Statement M4/M5 application, for the following reasons:

1. 1 am deeply disappointed that the EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a
wish list not based on actual effects. Everything is indicative, ‘would’ not ‘will’, telling me nothing is actually ‘known’ for
certain. This is a dangerous and reckless attempt to get approval for a project that is yet to be properly designed.

2. 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.

3. Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex, yet there are no detailed construction plans. It is not
enough to say there will be mitigation if negative impacts unfold. An EIS should assess risks and be able to predict
whether they are worth risking and if so, what mitigation should be necessary.

4. The justification for this project relies on the completion of other projects such as the Western Harbour Tunnel which
has not yet been planned, let alone approved.

5. It is clear that the tunnel portals will be major sites for more traffic congestion. Some intersections that are currently
very congested will be just as bad in 2033.

6. | completely reject the idea that unfiltered pollution stacks should be built anywhere in Sydney, let alone three or four in
a single area. | am patrticularly concerned that schools would be near such unfiltered stacks. The government needs to
urgently review its policy of support for unfiltered stacks.

7. | have read the warm and caring words contained in the EIS, ref Sustainabiliiy Management Strategy. What purpose do
these serve if they are not reflected in actual plans. They simply highlight the wanton destruction of homes, trees and
habitat already.

8. 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>

9. | am concerned that SMC has selected one of Sydney’s most dangerous traffic spots, Darley Rd in Leichhardt for a
construction site that will bring hundreds of extra trucks and cars into the area on a daily basis for years.

For these and many other reasons, | urge the Secretary of Planning to advise the Minister to reject this EIS.

[}

Campaign Mailing Lists: [ would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details
must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to
other parties

Name ; Email: i ; Mobile
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained
in the Environmental Impact Statement M4/M5 application, for the following reasons:

1. SMC has made it all but impossible for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and
business hours. The Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. Monday and
Wednesday: 10am to 7pm. Tuesday: 10am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am to Spm. Saturday and Sunday: 11am to
4pm. This restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair community engagement. 4

2. EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncertainties. “The EIS is based on the concept
design developed for the project. As such, it is to be expected that some uncertainties exist that will need to be resolved during
detailed design and construction and operational planning. As described in Chapter 1, construction contractors (for each
stage of the project) would be engaged during detailed design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of
temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction methodology to be adopted. This may
result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in this EIS. Any
changes to the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant
mitigation measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval”. The EIS should not be
approved until critical ‘uncertainties’ have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes)
published for public comment.

3. At 7-25 the EIS refers to 876 comments (limited to 140 characters) made via the collaborative map on the Concept Design
‘up to July’ that were considered in the preparation of the EIS. It does not mention the many hundreds of extended written
‘submissions that were lodged in late July and early August. These critical ‘community engagement’ feedback submissions
have clearly not been considered in the preparation of the EIS. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS
process.

4. The EIS acknowledges at 7-41 that there is great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will be made a 24-
hour clearway, stating “Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street”. This statement
is deliberately misleading - it infers that SMC has authority in controlling impacts on regional roads. Roads and Maritime
have the unfettered right to declare Clearways wherever and whenever they wish, and RMS has NEVER stated publicly
that King Street will not be subject to extended clearways. i

5. 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 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. There are no further details provided. Again, this casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS
process.

6. The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is clear from more detailed reading deep into the EIS
(ie 12-57 Sydney Water Tunnels) that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may vary very significantly, after further
survey work has been done and construction methodology determined by the construction contractor. The maps
provided in the EIS are nothing more than ‘indicative’ and are misleading the community. The EIS should be withdrawn,
corrected and updated, and reissued for genuine public comment based on ‘definitive’ information.

I call on the Minister for Planning to reject this project and demand that the government re-think the transport planning for
the whole metropolitan area.

Campaign Mailing Lists: ] would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details
must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to
other parties

Name ; Email: ; Mobile
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Application Number: SSI 7485 : Date: o
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Address: W/ / /
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I OB]ECT TO THIS Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). My reasons are as follows

There is a lack of strategic justification for the project. No feasible alternatives have been developed or
assessed.

This EIS is a strategy-only document. It does not commit to any design and it therefore does not address any
local impacts created by the proposed M4-M5 Link. Instead, it prepares the pathway for the sale of the
Sydney Motorway Corporation (SMC) to the private sector, which would remove from the Government the
responsibility, oversight and control of the final design, cost and implementation of the M4-M5 Link.

* Importantly, the M4-M5 Link fails to meet the primary objectives of pr:)viding a direct motorway connection .
between Western Sydney and Sydney Airport and Port Botany. '

While the Rozelle Interchange is supposed to be opened in December 2023, the désign is so preliminary and
so complex (and would be incredibly expensive if it were to proceed) that it should be treated as a separate
stage of the project to ensure that potential private sector funders are willing to invest in it.

There will be major impacts on the Anzac Bridge (projected 60% increase in daily traffic) and the CBD. The
EIS forecasts major impacts on bus travel times and reliability.

The EIS does not adequately account for impacts on health and air quaiity. Very concerningly, it identifies
an additional five (5) unfiltered ventilation stacks to be constructed in Rozelle/Lilyfield. Additionally, local
surface roads will be widened and traffic volumes will increase - with associated increased air quality risks.

In summary, the EIS treats the public - our communities ~ with contempf.' It offers no final design, no -
commitment to improved transport and only vague and unreliable traffic modelling.

If the M4-M5 Link proceeds, the people of the affected inner west suburbs - and indeed in wider Sydney -
will have a highly destructive, intrusive motorway that escalating tolls will make extremely unpopular, and
therefore avoided wherever possible. In turn, this will inevitably create traffic congestion in smaller, local
streets.

I believe the real purpose of this EIS is to get NSW Government approval so that the opportunity to design,
build, operate, maintain and put a toll on the road can be sold to private investors - a process completely
outside of the scrutiny of the public (taxpayers) who will bear the ill-effects on their various communities for
decades to come.

I call on the Secretary of NSW Planning to advise the Minister to rejecf this entire EIS and re-write it
‘prior to any further work on the other sections of WestConnex continuing,
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Submission to : Planning Services, Name: Ml}
Department of Planning and Environment T Qp k/\@{
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Application Number: SSI 7485 Application

Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Address:

Suburb: D W\U/\ H/\(“ Postcode N §{i/ 2QC 2

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application

= | completely reject the notion that unfiltered pollution stacks should be built anywhere in Sydney, let alone three or four in a single area. | am
particularly concerned that schools would be near such unfiltered stacks. The government needs to urgently review its policy of support for
unfiltered stacks.

= The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in an area where
the prevailing south and north-westerly winds will send that 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.

* |am deeply disappointed that the EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a wish list not based on
actual effects. Everything is indicative, ‘would’ not ‘will’, telling me nothing is actually ‘known’ for certain. This is a dangerous and reckless
attempt to get approval for a project that is yet to be properly designed.

=  The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-MS link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same area - in the Tempe,
Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown hazard to the soundness of the buildings above, and given that
two different tunnelling operations will take place quite close, the people in those buildings will struggle to get repairs and compensation for
loss because either contractor will no doubt blame the other. 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.

=  There have been widespread reports in the media about extensive unresolved disputes regarding damages to houses in the Stage 1 M4 and
Stage 2 M5 construction process. Why should the community believe that there will not be extensivedamages to houses in Stage 3 ?

»  Because this is still based on a “concept design” it is unknown how the communities affected will not know what is being done below their
residences, schools, business premises and public spaces, particularly if the whole project is sold into a private corporation’s ownership before
the actual designs and construction plans are determined. The EIS makes references to these designs and plans being reviewed but there is NO
information as to what agency will be responsible for such reviews or whether the outcomes of such reviews will be made public. The
communities below-whose homes, business premises, public buildings and public spaces this massive project will be excavated and built will be
completely in the dark about what is being done, what standards it is Supposed to comply with, what inspection or scrutiny it will subject to,
and whether the private corporations undertaking the work will be held to any liability by our government.

»  |tis quite clear that the escalating cost of tolls will encourage drivers to avoid tollways. This will further poliute and congest local roads. Such
impact already evident on Parramatta Rd usage after the new M4 tolls were introduced. The community expects similar impacts on roads
around the St Peters interchange, including the Princes Highway, King St, Enmore and Edgeware Roads and though streets of Alexandria and
Erskineville. The EIS Traffic analysis fails to deal with this issue of traffic beyond the boundaries of the project and should be rejected.

= |t 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.

= | am concerned that SMC has selected one of Sydney’s most dangerous traffic spots, Darley Rd in Leichhardt for a construction site that will
bring hundreds of extra trucks and cars into the area on a daily basis for years.

»  The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in an area where
the prevailing south and north-westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields. The St Peters Primary School in
particular will be at the apex of a triangle between the two exhaust stacks on the south-western and north-western corners of the interchange.
This is utterly unacceptable.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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Planning Services,
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Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Application Number: SS| 7485
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Application Name:
WestConnex M4-M5 Link

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.

0 | do not consider so many disruptions of pedestrian and cycle ways to be a 'temporary’ impact. Four years in the life of a
commuﬁitg 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 should be included in the
EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary xvii)

0  Alternative access route for trucks — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there are ‘investigations' occurring into
alternative access to the Darley Road site. The EIS does not provide any detail on which residents can comment abouvt
alternative access which would keep trucks off Darley Road. The plans for alternative access should be expedited. It
shovld 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 current proposal creates

0 We object to the selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that it provides for daily movements of 170 heavy and
light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of pedestrians accessing the
North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on Darley Road and entering Canal
road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay rur. 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.

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 Liik will domp 1,000s
more per day onto the roads to the Airport which are already at capacity.

L S
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(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

I do not consider so many disruptions of pedestrian
and cycle ways to be a 'temporary’ impact. Four years
in the life of a community is a long time. The EIS
acknowledges that there will be more danger in the
environment around construction sites. It is a serious
matter to deliberately take steps to reduce the safety
of a community, especially when as the traffic analysis
shows there will be a legacy of traffic congestion even
in 2033. A promise of a plan is NOT an answer to
those concerned about the impacts.

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

biject to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS a

....Postcode...Z.‘.?S.j
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lication Submission to:

Planning Services,

Department of Planning and
Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments
Application Number: SSI 7485

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Link

decisions. The Inner West Council’s documents state
that Darley Road is not built to normal road
requirements and safety standards, as it was
established as an access road for the former goods
line. Two fatalities have occurred near the site
location, with many accidents. The Council has been
trying to make Darley Road a safer route for many
years. Elwick Street North for example was partially
closed as a result of a fatality. The approval conditions
need to make it clear that all road closures need to be
made in consultation with residents affected and that
the safety issues are adequately addressed. No arterial
traffic from Darley Road should be allowed to be
diverted onto narrow local roads

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.

Campaign Mailing Lists : ] would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details
must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to
other parties

Name

Email

Mobile
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1. 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 (demolitioh and surface works) will
create unacceptable and unbearable noise and vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates that
at least 36 homes will basically be unliveable during this period. In addition, the planned |70 heavy and light
vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction noise.

2. | 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.

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the site.
Given the constraints of the Darley Road site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS needs to be
amended to remove queuing as an exceptional circumstance. The truck movements should properly managed
by the contractor so that there is no queuing. This exception will make it easier for contractors to neglect their
obligation to monijtor and manage truck movements in and out of the site and needs to be‘ removed. The EIS
needs to specifically mention all local streets abutting Darley Road and expressly prohibited truck movements
(including parking) on these streets. This should include all streets from the north (James St) to the south (Falls
Road), which are near the projectfootprint.

4. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three

years. The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an  unacceptable impact for
residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised.

5. The EIS.does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels
identified are misleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise
impacts it will have on surrounding homes and-businesses.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email . Mobile
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1. The substation and water treatment plant should be moved t6 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.

2. The site should be returned to the community as compensation for the imposition of this construction site in our
neighbourhood for a 5 year period. If the substation and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site,
then the lower 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.

3. The EIS currently permits trucks to access local roads in ‘exceptional circumstances’,{which includes queuing at the
site. Given the constraints of the site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site for Dan Murphy's),
queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS needs to be amended to rule our

queuing as an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads.

4. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to falls Street) should have a
blanket prohibition’ on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These hoems are already suffering the
worst  construction impécts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking
and additional noise impacts. These streets are not constructed for heavy vehicle movements and on this basis
should also be ruled out. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements including' parking) and worker‘

parking on all of these streets.

5. The EIS needs to require thaf all workers are bussed in° or use public transport such as the light rail with no
"parking whatsoever perrﬁitted on local roads at the Darley Road site. This is justified because the site brovides 1
car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day on site. The project cannot be app;roved on this ba§is without a
strict requirement on workers to use public transport or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in
place against parking on local streets. The EIS needs to require that this restriction is included in all contracts

and in the relevant approval -documentation.

6. The Darley Road site should be rejected because it involves acquiring Dan Murphy's. This business was rennovated

and opened with full knowledge that it was to be acquired. The lessee and sub-lessees should not be permitted

Campaign Mailing Lists : | 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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compensation _in these circumstances. The demolition of the entire building (which the EIS confirms will occur) is

wasteful and represents mismanagement of public resources.

Name Email
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removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed
and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the
design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed
design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.” Therefore this entire
process is a sham as the extent to which concerns are taken into account is not known as the contractor
can simply make further changes. As the contractor is not bound to take into account community impacts
outside of the strict requirements and as the contractor will be trying to deliver the project as quickly and
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the additional measure proposed with respect to construction noise
mitigation for (example) will not be adopted. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not
provide a reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with
a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the
Government to provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of
project delivery. The additional effect of this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the
Council will be unable to undertake compliance activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack
any substantial detail.

There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will
significantly worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any
compensation is offered for residents for these periods.(Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that
residents should have these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no
attempt to measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise
exposure.

The EIS states that there may be a ‘small increase in pollutant concentrations’ near surface roads.The EIS
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and
particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be ‘acceptable.” We '
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because
of these impacts. (Executive Summary xvi)

The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits
the fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-
standing and employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii)

No noise barriers have been proposed. This is unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be
included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary xvii) '

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the antiZWestConnex campiigns - My details must be
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& The project directly affected-five listed heritage items, including demolition of the stormwater canal at Rozelle.
Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or local heritage significant would be subject to indirect impacts
through vibration, settlement and visual setting. And directly affected nine individual buildings as assessed as being’
potential local heritage items. It is unacceptable that heritage items are removed or potentially damaged and the
approval should prohibit such destruction.(Executive Summary xviii)

& The EIS states that ‘Impacts associated with property acquisition would be managed through a property acquisition
support service.” There is no reference as to how this support service will be more effective than that currently
offered. There were many upset residents and businesses who did not believe they were treated in a respectful and fair
manner in earlier stages. The EIS needs to include details as to'lessons learned from earlier projects and how this will
be improved for the M4-M5 impacted residents and businesses. (Executive Summary xviii)

& The EIS states that investigation would be undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road bridge is a potential
roost site for microbats. There will be attempts to ‘manage potential impacts’ if confirmed. This is inadequate. The
" project should not be permitted to impact on vulnerablespecies.

é The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will occur during construction. However it does not propose to
address these negative impacts in the design of the project. This is unacceptable and the EIS needs to propose
walls,, plant and perimeter treatments and other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the impact on visual
amenity. (Executive Summary xviii)

& The EIS does not provide any opportunity to comment on the urban design and landscape component of the project. It
states that ‘a detailed review and finalisation of the architectural treatment of the project operational infrastructure
would be undertaken ‘during detailed design’. The Community should be given an opportunity to comment upon and
influence the design and we object to the approval of the EIS on the basis that this detail is not provided, nor is the
community (or other stakeholders) given an opportunity to comment or influence the final design.

& The construction and operation of the project will result in 51 property acquisitions. We object to the project in its
entirety because of this impact. We note that a number of long-standing businesses have been acquired and that many
families and businesses in earlier stages have been forced to go to court to seek fair compensation. We object to the
acquisition in particular of the Dan Murphys site. The business was substantially renovated and a new business
opened with full knowledge of the likely acquisition. We object to it being acquired and compensated in this
circumstances and call on the Government to investigate the circumstances which led to this occurring (Executive
Summary xvii)
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& The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed
and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the
design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed
design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.” Therefore this entire
process is a sham as the extent to which concerns are taken into account is not known as the contractor
can simply make further changes. As the contractor is not bound to take into account community impacts
outside of the strict requirements and as the contractor will be trying to deliver the project as quickly and
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the additional measure proposed with respect to construction noise
mitigation for (example) will not be adopted. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not
provide a reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with
a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the
Government to provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of
project delivery. The additional effect of this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the
Council will be unable to undertake compliance activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack
any substantial detail.

& There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will
significantly worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any
compensation is offered for residents for these periods.(Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that
residents should have these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no
attempt to measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise
exposure.

d  The EIS states that there may be a ‘small increase in pollutant concentrations’ near surface roads.The EIS
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and
particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be ‘acceptable.’ We
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because
of these impacts. (Executive Sumﬁ'\ary xvi)

4 The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits
the fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-
standing and employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii)

& No noise barriers have been proposed. This is unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be
included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary xvii)
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons:

1.

Traffic diversions — Leichhardt. The EIS states that ‘temporary diversions along Darley Road may be
required during construction’ (8-65). No detail is provided as to when these diversions would occur;
there is no provision for consultation with the community; no detail as to how long the diversions will be
in place and no comment on the impact of diversions on local roads or the amenity of residents. Will
diversions occur at night? If so, down what streets? Diverting the arterial traffic from Darley Road down
local streets (which are not designed for heavy vehicle volumes) will result in damage to streets, sleep
disturbances for residents and create safety issues. There is also childcare centre and a school near
the William Street/Elswick Street intersection which will be impacted by diverting vehicles onto local
roads. It is unacceptable for proposed road diversions not to be detailed whatsoever in the EIS. The
EIS should not be approved without setting out the impacts of road diversions on residents and
businesses. :

Permanent water treatment plant and substation — Leichhardt The proposal to locate this permanent
structure in a residential setting is opposed. The site will have a negative visual impact on the area and is in
direct line of sight of a number of homes. If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the site
further from homes. ‘

Discharge of water into storm water at Blackmore Oval — Leichhardt The permanent substation and
water treatment plant proposed for the Darley Road site facility should not be approved as part of the EIS. It
proposes discharging water from the tunnels into the storm water canal near Blackmore Oval. This will
devastate our waterways and impact negatively on the amenity of the bay which has four rowing clubs in
close proximity. In addition, the environmental impacts of this discharge are not properly set out irll the EIS.
Impacts not provided — Permanent water treatment plant and substation — The EIS states that
there will be an office, worker parking and buildings to accommodate this facility on a permanent basis.
It does not provide any detail as to — noise impacts, numbers of workers on site, any health risks
associated with the facility. This is simply inadequate and the decision to locate this facility should be
subject to a thorough assessment and approval process. It should not be approved as part of this EIS
as there is simply no detail provided about the impact of this facility on the amenity of the area.
Removal of vegetation — Leichhardt. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the Darley
Road site. There are several mature trees located on the north of the site. None of these trees should be
removed as they provide precious greenery. They also act as a visual and noise screen for residents from
the City West Link traffic. All efforts should be taken to retain the trees and the EIS should not simply permit
these trees to be removed without proper investigations being undertaken as to how they can be retained. If
they are removed 9followign a proper investigation and consideration of all options) then the approval needs
to specify that all streets are replaced with mature, native trees at the conclusion of the construction at the
site.
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

I object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds.

The period of construction proposed is unacceptably long. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that
the Darley Road site would be operational for three years while the EIS states that it will be operational for 5
years. This period creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a
three-year program as was promised.

' / -
The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level and the EIS should not be -
approved on this basis. The EIS states that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at
the Darley road construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the
Leichhardt or St Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of
nearby residents and businesses.

No truck movements should be permitted on Darley Rd or any local roads in Leichhardt or ad}oining suburbs. The
EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley
Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also
compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this
critical arterial road providing access to and across the City West Link. The EIS states that an alternative truck
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road.
I object to the selection of the Darley Rd site altogether, but propose this alternatlve, which appears to represent
the least worst impact, should be chosen if this site is to beused.

" 1object to the number of truck movements proposed at the Darley Road site. The EIS states that there will be daily

movements of 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on
Darley Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The selection
of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, as is currently provided.

No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking is at a
premium in this area and many residents do not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five
years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of ‘kiss and ride facilities’ at the

light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account in the

EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on local streets
and provide a plan for enforcement (to be paid for my SMC and not by the Inner West Council).
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

o TheElSstates that property damage due to ground movement may occur. We object to the projectinits entirety on
this basis. The EIS states that ‘settlement, induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occurin
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 northand
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 Thereisnoevidence providedin the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states that ‘the
ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel and are predicted to have
negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This isinadequate and details of the impacts on air
quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the impact.

o TheEIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option’ would be determined during ‘detailed design’. This is
unacceptable and residents have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. The failure to include this detail
means that residents have no idea as to what is planned and cannot comment or inputinto those plans. (Executive
Summary xvi)

o TheEIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the site which includes a mature tree. | object to the removal of the
tree which creates a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the tree isremoved it must be
replaced with a mature tree as soon as the rem_ediat'ion of the site commences.

o Theproposal fora permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road will prevent
direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the projectis completed.
The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the
area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct
line of sight to the facility. it should not be permitted on this site.

o TheElSdoesnot mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels identified are
misleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts it willhave on
surrounding homes and businesses.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

o The project directly affected five listed heritage items, including demolition of the stormwater canal at Rozelle.
Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or local heritage significant would be subject to indirect impacts
through vibration, settlement and visual setting. And directly affected nine individual buildings as assessed as being
potential local heritage items. It is unacceptable that heritage items are removed or potentially damaged and the
approval should prohibit such destruction.(Executive Summary xviii)

o The EIS states that ‘Impacts associated with property acquisition would be managed through a property acquisition
support service.” There is no reference as to how this support service will be more effective than that currently offered.
There were many upset residents and businesses who did not believe they were treated in a respectful and fair manner
in earlier stages. The EIS needs to include details as to lessons learned from earlier projects and how this will be
imprbved for the M4-M5 impacted residents and businesses. (Executive Summary xviii)

o The EIS states that investigation would be undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road bridge is a potential
roost site [or microbats. There will be attempts to ‘manage-potential impacts’ il confirmed. This is inadequate. The
project should not be permitted to impact on vulnerable species.

o The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will occur during construction. However it does not propose to address
these negative impacts in the design of the project. This is unacceptable and the EIS needs to propose walls,, plant
and perimeter treatments and other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the impact on visual amenity.
(Executive Summary xviii) A '

o The EIS does not provide any opportunity to comment on the urban design and landscape component of the project.
It states that ‘a detailed review and finalisation of the architectural treatment of the project operational infrastructure
would be undertaken ‘during detailed design’. The Community should be given an opportunity to comment upon
and influence the design and we object to the approval of the ELS on the basis that this detail is not provided, nor is
the community (or other stakeholders) given an opportunity to comment or influence the final design.

o The construction and operation of the project will result in 51 property acquisitions. We object to the project in its
entirety because of this impact. We note that a number of long-standing businesses have been acquired and that' many
families and businesses in earlier stages have been forced to go to court to seek fair compensation. We object to the
acquisition in particular of the Dan Murphys site. The business was substantially renovated and a new business
opened with full knowledge of the likely acquisition. We object to it being acquired and compensated in this
circumstances and call on the Government to investigate the circumstances which led to this occurring (Executive
Summary xvii)
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| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

o 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 @ sham as the extent to which concerns are taken into account is not known as the contractor
can simply make further changes. As the contractor is not bound to take into account community impacts
outside of the strict requirements and as the contractor will be trying to deliver the project as quickly and
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the additional measure proposed with respect to construction noise
mitigation for (example) will not be adopted. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not
provide a reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with
a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the
Government to provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of
project delivery. The additional effect of this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the
Council will be unable to undertake compliance activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack
any substantial detail.

o There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will
significantly worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any
compensation is offered for residents for these periods.(Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that
-residents should have these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no
attempt to measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise
exposure.

o The EIS states that there may be a ‘small increase in pollutant concentrations’ near surface roads.The EIS
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and
particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be ‘acceptable.’ We
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because
of these impacts. (Executive Summary xvi)

o The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits
the fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-
standing and employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii)

o No noise barriers have been proposed. This is unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be
included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary xvii)
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I object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

o

% We object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the project
on the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured that
the land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this facility will
forever prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users required to walk down a
dark and winding path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is to be located then it should
be moved to the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual impact on residents.

% Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of

damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less

this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the

Government’s expense. However no details or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project should not

be approved with such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of damage and how and when it

will be repaired. It will lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage structural engineers and
lawyers to prove that the damage was linked to Westconnex works, with no assurance that this property damage will be
promptly and satlsfactorlly fixed.

o,

% The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory environmental

" and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable and the EIS does not
provide the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is deprived of any opportunity to
comment on their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be additional ventilation
facilities that are not disclosed in the EIS. '

% Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road.There are also
a number of childcare centres very close to the Darley Road site.

% The presénce of 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day at this site will create an unacceptable risk to students.
The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site. The alternative proposal which provides
that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the only proposal that should be considered.

< All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a strict
prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already suffering the worst
construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and
additional noise impacts. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker parking
on all of these streets.

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




004187-M00001

Name:
Attention Director
Application Number: SSI 7485 App//cat/on Signature:
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Please include my personal /nformat/o when publishing this submission to your website.
Department of Planning and Environment | HAVE NOT made reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 | Address: w 7 i 4‘(&71)7’\/ S”
APP//cat/on Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Suburb ( ckl\cvcﬁ[ Postcode Z: ‘—[O

| object to the WestConnex M4-MS Link proposals for the following reasons:

< The substation and water treatment plant should be moved to the north end of the site near the City West link. This
will mean that the site is less visible to residents and most pedestrian access is at this end. There are no homes that
will have direct line of site of the facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access to the light rail
without the need to use the winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and adds to the time
required to access the light rail stop.

< The site should be returned to the community as compensation for the imposition of this construction site in our
neighbourhood for a 5 year period. If the substation and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site,
then the lower half of the site (which is the most accessible end) could be converted into open space with mature
trees planted. As this site is immediately adjacent to the bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that support
active transport could be included. This would result increase the green space for residents and result in a pleasant
green environment for pedestrians, rather than a fenced facility.

< The EIS currently permits trucks to access local roads in ‘exceptional circumstances’, which includes queuing at the
site. Given the constraints of the site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site for Dan Murphy's),
queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS needs to be amended to rule our queuing as an
exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads.

% All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to falls Street) should have a blanket
prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These hoems are already suffering the worst
construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and
additional noise impacts. These streets are not constructed for heavy vehicle movements and on this basis should
also be ruled out. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements including parking) and worker parking on all
of these streets.

< The EIS needs to require that all workers are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail with no parking
whatsoever permitted on local roads at the Darley Road site. This is justified because the site provides 11 car
spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a strict
requirement on workers to use public transport or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in place
against parking on local streets. The EIS needs to require that this restriction is included in all contracts and in the
relevant approval documentation. '

%+ The Darley Road site should be rejected because it involves acquiring Dan Murphy's. This business was rennovated
and opened with full knowledge that it was to be acquired. The lessee and sub-lessees should not be permitted
compensation in these circumstances. The demolition of the entire building (which the EIS confirms will occur) is
wasteful and represents mismanagement of public resources.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals for the follewing reasons:
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The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement may occur. We object to the projectin 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

riskto property damage that cannot be mitigated to an acceptable level of risk.

There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states that ‘the
ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel and are predicted to have
negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the impacts on air
quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the impact..

The EIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option’ would be determined during ‘detailed design’. This is
unacceptable and residents have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. The failure to include this detail

" means that residents have no idea as to what is planned and cannot comment or input into those plans. (Executive

Summary xvi)

The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the site which includes a mature tree. | object to the removal of the
tree which creates a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the tree is removed it must be
replaced with a mature tree as soon as the remediation of the site commences.

The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road will prevent
direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. it will affect the future uses of the site once the project is completed.
The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the
area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct
line of sight to the facility. It should not be permitted on this site.

The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels identified are
misleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts it will have on
surrounding homes and businesses. .

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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I object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

% The project directly affected five listed heritage items, including demolition of the stormwater canal at Rozelle.
Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or local heritage significant would be subject to indirect impacts

- through vibration, settlement and visual setting. And directly affected nine individual buildings as assessed as being
potential local heritage items. It is unacceptable that heritage items are removed or potentially damaged and the
approval should prohibit such destruction.(Executive Summary xviii)

¢ The EIS states that ‘Impacts associated with property acquisition would be managed through a property acquisition
support service.” There’is no reference as to how this support service will be more effective than that currently offered.
There were many upset residents and businesses who did not believe they were treated in a respectful and fair manner
in earlier stages. The EIS needs to include details as to lessons learned from earlier projects and how this will be
improved for the M4-M5 impacted residents and businesses. (Executive Summary xviii)

% The EIS states that investigation would be undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road bridge is a potential
roost site for microbats. There will be attempts to ‘manage potential impacts’ if confirmed. This is inadequate. The
project should not be permitted to impact on vulnerable species.

¢ The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will occur during construction. However it does not propose io dddress

these negative impacts in the design of the project. This is unacceptable and the EIS needs to propose walls,, plant

and perimeter treatments and other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the impact on visual amenity.

(Executive Summary xviii)

¢ The EIS does not provide any opportunity to comment on the urban design and landscape component of the project.
It states that ‘a detailed review and [inalisation ‘of the architectural treatment of the project operational infrastructure
would be undertaken ‘during detailed design’. The Gommunity should be given an opportunity to comment upon
and influence the design and we object to the approval of the EIS on the basis that this detail is not provided, nor is
the community (or other stakeholders) given an opportunity to comment or influence the final design.

®,
*

The construction and operation of the project will result in 51 property acquisitions. We object to the project in its
entirety because of this impact. We note that a number of long-standing businesses have been acquired and that many
families and businesses in earlier stages have been forced to go to court to seek fair compensation. We object to the 4
acquisition in particular of the Dan Murphys site. The business was substantially renovated and a new business
opened with full knowledge of the likely acquisition. We object to it being acquired and compensated in this
circumstances and call on the Government to investigate the circumstances which led to this occurring (Executive
Summary xvii)

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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| object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

o The EIS states that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation. The
additional mitigation is mentioned but not proposed. All possible mitigation should be included as a condition of
approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial above ground invasive works will be required to demolish the
Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The EIS noise projections indicate that for 10 weeks residents will
suffer unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS doe not contain a plan to manage or mitigate this terrible impact. There
is no detail as to which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary relocation; there are no details of any noise walls
or what treatments will be provided to individual homes that are badly affected. The approval needs to contain
detail as to how this unacceptable impact will be managed and minimised during the construction period and, in
particular, during site establishment. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that the works
required (demolition and surface works) will create unacceptable and unbearable noise and vibration impacts for
extended periods. The EIS indicates that at least 36 homes will basically be unliveable during this period. In
addition, the planned 170 heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction noise.

e | 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.

e The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the site.
Given the constraints of the Darley Road site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS needs to be amended to
remove queuing as an exceptional circumstance. The truck movements should properly managed by the contractor
so that there is no queuing. This exception will make it easier for contractors to neglect their obligation to monitor
and manage truck movements in and out of the site and needs to be removed. The EIS needs to specifically
mention all local streets abutting Darley Road and expressly prohibited truck movements (including parking) on
these streets. This should include all streets from the north James St) to the south (Falls Road), which are near the
project footprint.

o Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three years.
The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works
on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised.

o The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels identified
are misleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site’because of the unacceptable noise impacts it will
have on surrounding homes and businesses.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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| object to the WestConnex M4-MS Link proposals for the following reasons:

o
.

The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed
and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the
design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed
design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.’ Therefore this entire
process is a sham as the extent to which concerns are taken into account is not known as the contractor
can simply make further changes. As the contractor is not bound to take into account community impacts

. outside of the strict requirements and as the contractor will be trying to deliver the project as quickly and
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the additional measure proposed with respect to construction noise
mitigation for (example) will not be adopted. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not
provide a reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with
a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the
Government to provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of
project delivery. The additional effect of this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the
Council will be unable to undertake compliance activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack
any substantial detail.

.

R/
*

There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will

~ significantly worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any
compensation is offered for residents for these periods.(Executive Summary xxvii).. It is unacceptable that
residents should have these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no
attempt to measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise
exposure.

< The EIS states that there may be a ‘small increase in pollutant concentrations’ near surface roads.The EIS
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and
particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be ‘acceptable.” We
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because
of these impacts. (Executive Summary xvi)

% TheEISis misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits
the fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-
standing and employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii)

% No noise barriers have been proposed. This is unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be
included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary xvii) '

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the speCIfc WestConnex M4-M5 L|nk proposals as contained in the EIS

application, for the following reasons:

1. lobject to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the foll'owing grounds.

" 2. The period of construction proposed is unacceptably long. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that

the Darley Road site would be operational for three years while the EIS states that it will be operational for 5

. years. This period creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a

three-year program as was promised.

3. The noise impacts.of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level and the EIS should not be
approved on this basis. The EIS states that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at
the Darley road construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the
Leichhardt or St Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of

nearby residents and businesses.

4. No truck movements should be permitted on Darley Rd or any local roads in Leichhardt or adjoining suburbs. The
EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley
Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also
compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this
critical arterial road providing access to and across the City West Link. The EIS states that an alternative truck
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road.
[ object to the selection of the Darley Rd site altogether, but propose this alternative, which appears to represent
the least worst impact, should be chosen if this site is to beused. '

"~ 5. 1object to the number of truck movements proposed at the Darley Road site. The EIS states that there will be daily
movements of 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on
Darley Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The selection
of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, as is currently provided.

6. No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking is at a
premium in this area and many residents do not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five
years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as V\;ill the removal of ‘kiss and ride facilities’ at the
light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account in the
EIS. This will place further stress on pafking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on local streets

_ and provide a plan for enforcement (to be paid for my SMC and not by the Inner West Council).

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

1. 1 object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds.

2. 1 object to the proposal that 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day will occur at this site. This will create an
unacceptable risk to pedestrians and bicycle users. The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley
Road site. The alternative proposal which provides that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the
only proposal that should be considered. The EIS does not mention that many students walk or ride to Orange Grove

. and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road. There are also a number of childcare centres very close
to the Darley Road site. _ - N

3. lobject to the location of a'pérmanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the project
on the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured
that the land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this
facility will forever prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users
required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is
to be located then it should be moved to the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual
impact on residents. ‘

4. Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of
damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and:
less this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be répaired
at the Government’s expense. However, no details or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project
should not be approved with such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of démage and
how and when it will be repaired. It will lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage ‘
structural engineers and lawyers to prove that the damage was linked to WestConnex works, with no assurance that
this property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

5. The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory
environmental and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable and the
EIS does not provide the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is deprived of any
opportunity to comment on their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be additional
ventilation facilities that are not disclosed in the EIS.

6. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a strict -

' prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already suffering the worst
construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and

- additional noise impacts. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker
parking on all of these streets. ' : : )

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS

application, for the following reasons:

1. | further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this

submission.

2. The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed and does
not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the design and construction
approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed design and construction planning to
be undertaken by the successful contractors.’ The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a
reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine
opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the Government to
provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to change. Because of this the
EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of project delivery. The additional effect of
this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the Council will be unable to undertake compliance
activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack any substantial detail.

3. The impacts in the EIS are misleading because they do not include any detail of the cumulative impact caused by

the overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 (of up to one year). No additional mitigation or any
compensation is offered for residents for these periods (Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents
should have these prolonged periods of exposure to multiple WestConnex projects. The EIS makes no attempt to’
measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure. Nor does the
EIS provide for any traffic management to prevent rat running during the period of construction, when Stages 1 and
2 have opened. The EIS should not be approved without this detail and adequate plans to manage this impact.

The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the fact
that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii}

The EIS states that all vegetation on the Darley Road site will be removed. This includes a mature large tree
which provides a visual and noise barrier from the City West Link. The tree should not be permitted to be
removed. ' '

Despite the fact the EIS identifies over 30 homes with severe noise impacts, no mitigation is mandated. While the
possibility of noise walls is flagged, along with in-home treatments, none of this is a requirement. Nor is any detail
provided on which residents or business owners can comment. No noise barriers have been proposed. This is
unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary
xvii)

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex cam'paigns - My details must be
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons: )

I. | object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this submission.

2. | object because of the unacceptable risk it will create to the safety of our community. Darley Road is a known
accident and traffic blackspot and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of
accidents. On Transport for NSW’s own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the
third most dangerous in the inner west.

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the site.

Given the constraints of the Darley Road site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS needs to be amended to
remove queuing as an exceptional circumstance. The truck movements should properly managed by the contractor
so that there is no queuing. This exception will make it easier for contractors to neglect their obligation to monitor
and manage truck movements in and out of the site and needs to be removed. The EIS needs to speci'ﬁcally provide
that all local streets abutting Darley Road and expressly prohibited truck movements (including parking) on these
streets. This should include all streets from the north (James St) to the south (Falls Road), which are near the
project footprint. 4 o

4. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three years.
The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works
on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised.

5. The EIS states that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation. The
additional mitigation is mentioned but not propbsed or any detail provided. All possible mitigation should be
included as a condition of approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial above ground invasive works will be
required to demolish the Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The EIS noise projections indicate that for
|0 weeks residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS does not contain a plan to manage or mitigate
this terrible impact. There is no detail as to which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary relocation; there are
no details of any noise walls or what treatments will be provided to individual homes that are badly affected. The
approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact will be managed and minimised during the
construction period and, in particular, during site establishment. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site on
the basis that the works required (demolition and surface works) will create unacceptable and unbearable noise and
vibration ‘impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates that at least 36 homes will basically be unlivable during this
period. In addition, the planned 170 heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction
noise. '

6. The EIS does not even mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels

 identified are misleading. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts
it will have on surrounding homes and businesses.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

1. I further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this
submission.

2. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a reliable basis on which to base the
approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful
feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the Government to provide a consultation process
because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to change. Because of this the EIS has many caveats and
depends upon further steps (such as traffic management plans), the detail of which is not provided. The
community has no certainty that any of the impacts from construction will be managed to an acceptable level.

3. There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one.year. This will significantly
worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any compensation is
offered for residents for these periods (Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents should have
these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no attempt to measure.or
mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure.

4. The EIS states that there may be a ‘small increase in pollutant concentrations’ near surface roads. The EIS
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and
particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be ‘acceptable.’ We -
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because of
these impacts. (Executive Summary xvi)

5. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the
fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and -
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii) ’

6. There are 36 homes identified as having severe noise impacts during construction in Leichhardt and Lilyfield.
No noise barriers have been identified so residents are unable to comment as to whether this impact will be
reduced. No proposal for alternative accommodation is provided. This is unacceptable and all of the proposed
noise mitigation options should be detailed in the EIS so that residents have an opportunity to comment on
what is proposed. (Executive Summary xvii) :

7. There is no plan to manage traffic on Darley Road proposed in the EIS. This critical arterial road is regularly
congested at peak periods. Reference in the EIS to developing a traffic management plan in the future is not
acceptable. The detail of what is proposed needs to be contained in the EIS so that residents can assess whether
the impact of 170 light and heavy vehicle movements a day in and out of the site can be acceptably managed.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS
application, for the following reasons:

1. | object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys site on Darley Road for the creation of a civil and tunnel
works site. )

2. The Darley Road site has many issues which make tunneling at this point an unacceptable risk, including that it is in
a flood zone. This proposal will worsen the existing flooding risk. The mitigation suggested in the EIS is not
adequate.

3. TheEIS states that property damage willoccurdue to ground movement may occur. The EIS states that ‘settlement,
induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment’.
The proposed tunnel alignmentcreates an unacceptable risk of ground movement. We object to the projectin its
entirety on this basis. The risk of ground movementis lessened where tunnellingis more than 35 metres. However,
sometunnellingis atlessthan 10 metres. ‘

4. The EIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option’ would be determined during ‘detailed design’. This
approach deprives residents of any ability to comment on the detailed designs. (Executive Summary xvi)

5.  TheEISdoes not mentionthe i\mpact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. Therefore, noise levelsidentified inthe
EiSare hisleading. The EIS states there will be at least 10 weeks of severe noise impacts during the time that Dan
Murphys is demolished and the road prepared. | object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the
unacceptable noise impacts it will have on surrounding homes and businesses, with at least 36 homes identified as
suffering extreme noise interferencé for this initial 10-week period. '

6. TheElISstatesthatall vegetatio'n will be removed on the DarleyRoad site which includes several mature trees. | object to
the removal of these trees which create a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the trees
are removed they must be replaced with mature trees as soon as the remediation of the site commences.

7. There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be safe. The EIS simply states that ‘the
ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunneland are'predicted to have
negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the impacts on air
quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the impact.

8. The proposal for a permanent water treatment plantand substation to the south of the site on Darley Road will prevent
direct pedestrianaccess to the light rail station. it will affect the future uses of the site once the project is compléted.
The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the
area. This site is a pedestrianhub and will be avisual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct
line of sight to the facility. It should not be permitted tobelocated on this site.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or. be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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Attention Director

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydnéy, NSW, 2001

Name: 2\/ \\C‘A Z“ “ﬁv/

‘Address:g Ca&\qm 8&_.. '

Application Number: SSI 7485

Suburbiﬁo LdLQ Postcode aogoi

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

Signature:

"

'\'Av/'\

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS

application, for the following reasons:

1. | object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys site on Darley Road for the creation of a civil and tunnel
works site as it will create unacceptable noise impacts for the community and lead to traffic chaos, along with
creating an increased risk of accidents to pedestrians and cycle users.

2. The substation and water treatment plant proposed for Darley Road should be moved to the north end of the site
near the City West link so that it is less visible to residents. There are no homes that will have direct line of site of the
facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access to the light rail without the need to use the
winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and adds to the time required to access the light rail

stop.

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in ‘exceptional circumstances’, which includes queuing at the site. Given
the acknowledged constraints of the Darley Rd site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site for Dan
Murphy's), queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS, as pertains to the Darley Road site, needs to be

amended to rule out queuing as an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads.

At the conclusion of the construction period, the Darley Road site should be returned to the corhmunity as
compensation for the imposition of this construction site in our neighbourhood for a 5-year period. If the substation
and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site, then the lower half of the site (which is the most
accessible end) could be converted into open space with mature trees planted. As this site is immediately adjacent
to the bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that support active transport could be included. This would result
increase the green space for residents and result in a pleasant green environment for pedestrians, rather than a
fenced facility. The approval conditions need to mandate that the Darley Rd site is to be preserved as green space
or other community purposes at the conclusion of the construction period.

No trucks (heavy or light) should be permitted on any streets adjacent to Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James
Street to Falls Street). A blanket prohibition should be in force with respect to any worker vehicles from the
construction site parking on these local streets. These homes will already suffer the worst construction impacts
and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and the additional noise impacts of additional cars
on their street. These local streets are not designed to handle heavy vehicle movements. Therefore, any approval
conditions need to-prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker parking on all local streets
adjacent to Darley Road.

Any approval conditions and the relevant construction contracts must require that all workers to the Darley Rd site
are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail, with no parking whatsoever permitted on local roads
adjacent to the Darley Road site. The site currently provides only 11 car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day
on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a strict requirement on workers to use public
transport or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in place against parking on Iocgl streets.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed-about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be .
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email

Mobile
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Name
Attention Director | T e T
Application Number: S51 7485 Application Signature:
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Please include / dglete (cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing this
Department of Planning and Environment submission to\}ﬁur website.| HAVE NOT made reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address: }A(‘V\ o a A %
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Suburb: M { Postcode ’Z.O 3 Q(

| object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons:

. SMC have made it all but impossible for the ity to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has

extremely limited opening hours. Monday and Wednesday: 10am to 7pm. Tucsday: 10am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am 10 5pm. Saturday and Sunday: 11am 10 4pm. This restricied access
does NOT constitute open and fair community engagement.

- Given the high cost of the tolls and their anticipated annual increase it is also expected that there will be an increase on traffic generally on local roads as motorists avoid the tollways. This can
alrcady be seen on Parramatta Rd immediately the new M4 tolls were activated. We expect exactly the same effect in the roads around the interchange, including the Princes Highway, King St,
Edgeware and Enmore Roads and through the streets of Erskineville and Alexandria.

L4 The EIS at 12-57 describes potentially serious problems where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key Sydney Water utility services that service Sydney’s castern and southem 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.
n 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 Departiment should reject this inadequate EIS and have a review of

d

the flawed processes that have already led to massive expenditure on the i

q option of privatised toll roads. This proposal is out of step with cc porary urban pl

. 1 object 10 the fact that the WestConnex Traffic Model has not been rel dto C ils and the ity.

- EIS 6.1 (Synthcsis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncertaintics. “The EIS is based on the concept design developed for the project. As such, it is to be expected that some
uncertainties exist that will need to be resolved during detailed design and construction and operational planning. As described in Chapter 1, construction contractors (for each stage of the
project) would be engaged during detailed design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction
methodology to be adopted. This may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to the project would be
reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant mitigation measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval”. The EIS
should not be approved till the bulk of these ‘uncertainties’ have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public comment.

+

- 1 object to the publication of this EIS only 14 days after the final date for

of cc on the pt design. At the time this EIS was approved for publication, there had been no

id

public response to the public submissions on the design. It was not possible that the ¢ ity's feedback was ed let alone d before the EIS model was finalised. The rushed

process exposes the fundamental lack of integrity in the feedback process and treats the community with contempt.

. Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex, yet there are no detailed construction plans. It is not enough to say there will be mitigation if negative impacts unfold. An EIS
should asscss risks and be able to predict whether they are worth risking and if so, what mitigation should be necessary.

- The assessment and solution to potentially serious problems described in the EIS at 12-57 (where mainline tunncls alignment crosses key Sydney Water utility services that service Sydney’s
eastern and southern suburbs) is “based on assumptions about the strength and stiffness of the water tunnels given that limited information about the design and condition of these assets was
available. Detailed surveys should be undertaken to verify the levels and condition of these Sydney Water assets. A detailed assessment would be carried out in consultation with Sydney Water to

Iy I

gligible adverse or vibration imy on these Is. A settl itoring program would also be

demonstrate that construction of the M4-M5 Link tunnels would have

1id, g

implemented during construction to or reassess the pre should it be required.” The community can have no confidence in the EIS proposals that are incomplete and possibly

negligent. The EIS proposals and application should not be approved till these issues arc definitively resolved and publicly published.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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Attention Director Name. S oA n L-(,LW\.W e l\*

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment | Address: g_\/( V\ﬂ/\‘\ :
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 g \ g WO \9‘/
;
Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: (/ ‘54/,(}» € (d Postcode Lolf(o
[

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Signature:
Link

Please INCLUDE my personal information w\hjen'publishing“th'i's"submission~to your
website
Declaration : | HAVE.NOT. made any reportable political donations in the'last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link prbposals.as
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: '

1. No need for ‘dive’ site — Leichhardt. There is no need for the Darley Road site, other than a time saving
(tunneling) of several months. It is unacceptable that the community should be forced to endure 5 years of
severe disruption to accommodate the timetable of the private contractors. The EIS should not be approved
on the basis that it contains provision for the Darley Road site without any proper justification as for its need.

2. Truck routes — Leichhardt: No trucks should be permitted on Darley Road or local roads in Leichhardt
or Lilyfield. The EIS 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\\d'oeg not
propose any noise or safety barriers to address this. Despite the unacceptable impact to nearby homes, -
there is no proposal for noise walls, nor any mitigation to individual homes.

3. Alternative access route for trucks — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there are ‘investigations’
occurring into alternative access to the Darley Road site. The EIS does not provide any detail on which
residents can comment about alternative access which would keep trucks off Darley Road. The plans
for alternative access should be expedited. It should be a condition of approval that the alternative
access is confirmed and that no spoil trucks are permitted to access Darley Road due to the
unacceptable noise, safety and traffic issues that the current proposal creates.

4. Vegetation: Leichhardt. The mature trees on the Darley Road site should be preserved. If any trees are
removed during construction it should be a condition of approval that they are replaced with mature trees.

5. Permanent substation and water treatment plant — Leichhardt: | object to the location of this facility in
our neighbourhood as out of step with the surroundings. If it is retained, then it should be moved to the north
of the site, out of view from homes. The residual land should be returned for community purposes such as
parkland.

J

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 4

Name Email Mobile
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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,

Name: ... /Q’VWWDF}— NWIN Department of Planning and

............................................................................................................................. LA
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Signature:....

o . Attn: Director - Transport Assessments
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website

Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Application Number: SSI 7485
Application

Address:..... glp@ggﬂ&i/ .............................................................................

‘ Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5

Suburb: /\/57/\/f01nll\/ .............. NSIN o Postcode. e2OXe2....;  Link

IRON COVE AREA

14. The EIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option’ would be determined during ‘detailed design’. This
is unacceptable and residents have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. The failure to
include this detail means that residents have no idea as to what is planned and cannot comment or input
into those plans. (Executive Summary xvi) '

Removal of vegetation

15. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the site which includes a mature tree. | object to the
removal of the tree which creates a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the
tree is removed it must be replaced with a mature tree as soon as the remediation of the site commences.

Substation and water treatment plant

16. The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road
will prevent direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the
project is completed. The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and
detracts from the visual amenity of the area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for
pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct line of sight to the facility. It should not be
permitted on this site.

Relocation of the Substation and water treatment plant

17. The substation and water treatment plant should be.moved to the north end of the site near the City West
link. This will mean that the site is less visible to residents and most pedestrian access is at this end. There
are no homes that will have direct line of site of the facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct
pedestrian access to the light rail without the need to use the winding path at the rear of the site which
creates safety issues and adds to the time required to access the light rail stop.

Future use of the Darley Road site

18. The site should be returned to the 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.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application Submission to:
# SS1 7485, for the reasons set out below.

Planning Services,

Department of Planning and
Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

. Attn: Director - Transport Assessments
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 Nuinber: SSI 7485

- Application
Address:.... N8 AN O e
" Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5

Suburb: %\\.\J\CVL\M ........... NOSKA Postcode 229 Link

IRON COVE AREA

14. The EIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option’ would be determined during ‘detailed design’. This
is unacceptable and residents have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. The failure to
include this detail means that residents have no idea as to what is planned and cannot comment or input
into those plans. (Executive Summary xvi) )

Removal of vegetation

15. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the site which includes a mature tree. | object to the
removal of the tree which creates a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. if the '
tree is removed it must be replaced with a mature tree as soon as the remediation of the site commences.

Substation and water treatment plant

16. The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road
will prevent direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the
project is completed. The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and
detracts from the visual amenity of the area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for
pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct line of sight to the facility. It should not be
permitted on this site. '

Relocation of the Substation and water treatment plant

17. The substation and water treatment plant should be moved to the north end of the site near the City West
link. This will mean that the site is less visible to residents and most pedestrian access is at this end. There
are no homes that will have direct line of site of the facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct
pedestrian access to the light rail without the need to use the winding path at the rear of the site which
creates safety issues and adds to the time required to access the light rail stop.

Future use of the Darley Road site

18. The site should be returned to the 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.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties’

Name Email Mobile
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1 object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application  Submission to:
# SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.
Planning Services,

Name:........@..w\.m, ....... \6\( WJQ"D ........................................................... Department of Planning and

Environment

. 6 pd GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
Signature:...{.. / f

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable-political donations in the last 2 years. Application Number: SSI 7485

. Applicati
Addressqgk\mw/{(\,g_\’ ............................................................. ppiication

’ Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Suburb: \'2——@2,60&.@,/ ........................................................ Postcode..}@S.% Link

Tunnel depths .

27. Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and
unacceptable risk of damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that-
at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it
states that properties will be repaired at the Government’s expense. However no details or assurance as to
how this will occur are provided. The project should not be approved with such tunnelling depths permitted
and with no detail as to the extent of damage and how and when it will be repaired. It will lead to the
situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage structural engineers and lawyers to prove
that the damage was linked to Westconnex works, with no assurance that this property damage will be
promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

Ventilation facilities

28. The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory
environmental and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable
and the EIS does not provide the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is
deprived of any opportunity to comment on their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis
that there may be additional ventilation facilities that are not disclosed in the EIS.

SCHOOL SPECIFIC SUBMISSIONS

Impact on safe walking and riding to schools
29. Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley
Road.There are also a number of childcare centres very close to the Darley Road site.

30. The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day at this site will create an unacceptable risk
to students. The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site. The alternative
proposal which provides that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the only proposal
that should be considered.

Local roads - prohibited truck movements

31. All of the streets abutting Darley Road idéntified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) shouid 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 truick movements
(including parking) and worker parking on all of these streets.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile
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Submission from:

TEN MO YA

Please include / delete (cross out or circle) my personal information when
publishing this submission to your website Declaration : | HAVE NOT made
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Addresséa‘A’v\v\Mm ..... W ...........

Submission to:

Planning Services,

Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link

| submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application.
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| object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS Submission to:
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.
A 'e Planning Services,
Name(;/25l S e seeenveeere e senenen. Department of Planning and Environment
(7 GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Signature:.........cou.ee,

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments

Pleasﬁ includ;)/ delete (cross out or circle}] my personal information when

publishi is submission to your website Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any Application Number: SSI 7485 Application
reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

/ 7 Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link
Address: ............ S Z M [ok lrr 0/

Suburb: U)VV(W‘CL‘L“ Postcode.....,..L.....Z.Q 3

e Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex and the government is seeking approval, yet
there are no detailed construction plans so we are not speaking to a real situation.

e The process that has led to this EIS has been undemocratic and obscure, driven by decisions made behind
closed doors.

e The business case for the project in all three stages has failed to taken into account the external costs of these
massive road projects in air pollution for human and environmental health, in adding fossil fuel emissions to
increase global warming effects, and in the economic and social costs of the disruption to human activities, of
displacement of people and businesses and of the destruction of community cohesion and amenity. These
external costs far outweigh any benefits from building roads which poorly serve people’s transport needs but
instead enrich private corporations.

e This EIS contains no meaningful design and construction details and no parameters as to how broad changes
and therefore impacts could be. It therefore fails to allow the community to be informed about and comment on
the project impacts in a meaningful way.

e The EIS at 7-41 acknowledges that there is great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will be
made a 24 hour clearway, stating “Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King
Street”. This statement is deliberately misleading - it infers that SMC has authority in controlling impacts on
regional roads. Roads and Maritime have the unfettered right to declare Clearways wherever and whenever they
wish, and RMS has NEVER stated publicly that King Street will not be subject to extended clearways.

e The EIS at 12-57 describes possible disruptions of water supply to a vast area of Sydney as a result of tunnelling
in the proximity of two major Sydney Water Tunnels in the Newtown area, stating “Detailed surveys should be
undertaken to verify the levels and condition of these Sydney Water Assets”. Why has an EIS been published that
infers that the tunnel alignments have been thoroughly surveyed and researched, when further survey work could
dramatically alter the alignments in the future ?

e There are estimated 100 heavy and 70 light vehicle movements a day and the plan is to allow a right-hand turn
into Darley Road from the CW Link. The trucks will drive onto Darley Road, turn right into the site and then left
back out onto the CW Link, which is unrealistic given the amount of traffic on these roads now.

o | am appalled that the Sydney Motorway Corporation could seek approval to build complex interchanges under
the suburbs of Rozelle and Leichhardt on the basis of an EIS that is based on a concept design rather than
detailed proposal that includes engineering plans.

e The warm and caring words contained in the EIS, ref Sustainabi/ity Management Strategy, have not been
reflected in the wanton destruction of homes, trees and habitat already. Why should we believe them?

e The increased amount of traffic the M4-M5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters Interchange
will have a heavy disruptive impact on the local transport routes, whether by vehicle, bus, or active transport
(walking and cycling).

Other Comments :

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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Atténtion Director Name: 7 .
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, /‘\Y\ol réo. ’ WANA

Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 Address: (00 PAdf~pr AL
7

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: | « P
PP Mo~ e ‘(\/ e ostcode a\Q‘O?

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link | Signature: Olo\z\/

" Please inélud’e?l delete (cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration: | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

| object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained

in the Environmental Impact Statement M4/MS application, for the following reasons:

1. SMC has made it all but impossible for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and

business hours. The Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. Monday and

Wednesday: 10am to 7pm. Tuesday: 10am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am to 5pm. Saturday and Sunday: 11am to
4pm. This restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair community engagement.
2. EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncertainties. “The EIS is based on the concept

design developed for the project. As such, it is to be expected that some uncertainties exist that will need to be resolved during

detailed design and construction and operational planning. As described in Chapter 1, construction contractors (for each
stage of the project) would be engaged during detailed design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of
temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction methodology to be adopted. This may
result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in this EIS. Any
changes to the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant

mitigation measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval”. The EIS should not be

approved until critical ‘uncertainties’ have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes)
published for public comment.

3. At 7-25 the EIS refers to 876 comments (limited to 140 characters) made via the collaborative map on the Concept Design
‘up to July’ that were considered in the preparation of the EIS. It does not mention the many hundreds of extended written
submissions that were lodged in late July and early August. These critical ‘community engagement’ feedback submissions

have clearly not been considered in the preparation of the EIS. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS
process.

4. The EIS acknowledges at 7-41 that there is great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will be made a 24-
hour clearway, stating “Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street”. This statement
is deliberately misleading - it infers that SMC has authority in controlling impacts on regional roads. Roads and Maritime

have the unfettered right to declare Clearways wherever and whenever they wish, and RMS has NEVER stated publicly
that King Street will not be subject to extended clearways.

5. TheEIS 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 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. There are no further details provided. Again, this casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS
process.

6. The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is clear from more detailed reading deep into the EIS
(ie 12-57 Sydney Water Tunnels) that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may vary very significantly, after further
survey work has been done and construction methodology determined by the construction contractor. The maps

provided in the EIS are nothing more than ‘indicative’ and are misleading the community. The EIS should be withdrawn,

corrected and updated, and reissued for genuine public comment based on ‘definitive’ information.

I call on the Minister for Planning to reject this pfoject and demand that the government re-think the transport planning for
the whole metropolitan area.
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Heritage impacts

5. The project directly affected five listed heritage items, including demolition of the stormwater canal at
Rozelle. Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or local heritage significant would be subject to
indirect impacts through vibration, settiement and visual setting. And directly affected nine individual
buildings as assessed as being potential local heritage items. It is unacceptable that heritage items are
removed or potentially damaged and the approval should prohibit such destruction.(Executive Summary
xviii) -

Property acquisition support service

6. The EIS states that ‘Impacts associated with property acquisition would be managed through a property
acquisition support service.” There is no reference as to how this support service will be more effective
than that currently offered. There were many upset residents and businesses who did not believe they
were treated in a respectful and fair manner in earlier stages. The EIS needs to include details as to
lessons learned from earlier projects and how this will be improved for the M4-M5 impacted residents and
businesses. (Executive Summary xviii)

Biodiversity

7. The EIS states that investigation would be undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road bridge is a
potential roost site for microbats. There will be attempts to ‘manage potential impacts’ if confirmed. This is
inadequate. The project should not be permitted to impact on vulnerable species.

Visual amenity

8. The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will occur during construction. However it does not propose to
address these negative impacts in the design of the project. This is unacceptable and the EIS needs to
propose walls,, plant and perimeter treatments and other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the
impact on visual amenity. (Executive Summary xviii)

Lack of ability to comment on the urban design as part of the approval process

9. The EIS does not provide any opportunity to comment on the urban design and landscape component of
the project. It states that ‘a detailed review and finalisation of the architectural treatment of the project
operational infrastructure would be undertaken ‘during detailed design’. The Community should be given
an opportunity to comment upon and influence the design and we object to the approval of the EIS on the
basis that this detail is not provided, nor is the commumty (or other stakeholders) given an opportunlty to
comment or influence the final design.
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IRON COVE AREA

14. The EIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option’ would be determined during ‘detailed design’. This
is unacceptable and residents have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. The failure to
include this detail means that residents have no idea as to what is planned and cannot comment or input
into those plans. (Executive Summary xvi) : V

Removal of vegetation

15. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the site which includes a mature tree. | object to the
removal of the tree which creates a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the
tree is removed it must be replaced with a mature tree as soon as the remediation of the site commences.

Substation and water treatment plant

16. The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road
will prevent direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the
project is completed. The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and
detracts from the visual amenity of the area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for
pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct line of sight to the facility. It should not be
permitted on this site.

Relocation of the Substation and water treatment plant

17. The substation and water treatment plant should be moved to the north end of the site near the City West
link. This will mean that the site is less visible to residents and most pedestrian access is at this end. There
are no homes that will have direct line of site of the facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct
pedestrian access to the light rail without the need to use the winding path at the rear of the site which
creates safety issues and adds to the time required to access the light rail stop. '

Future use of the Darley Road site

.18. The site should be returned to the 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 (whiéh 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.

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




004197-M00002

I object to the WestConnex M4-MS5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application  Submission to:
# SS17485, for the reasons set out below.

Planning Services,
Name:... OLQM.CX*(G\-« [0\4\3 Department of Planning and

Environment
Signature:....é......

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
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

e BNkl S

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5S

Suburb: ROZ},QJQQ/ .......................................................... Postcode...z._az..? Link

Use of local roads by trucks

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments

19. The EIS currently permits trucks to access local roads in ‘exceptional circumstances’, which includes
queuing at the site. Given the constraints of the site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site
for Dan Murphy's), queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS needs to be amended to rule
our queuing as an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads.

Local roads - prohibited truck movements

20. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to falls Street) should have a
blanket prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These hoems are already
suffering the worst construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition
of lack of parking and additional noise impacts. These streets are not constructed for heavy vehicle
movements and on this basis should also be ruled out. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements
including parking) and worker parking on all of these streets.

Requirement to use public transport or are bussed in by contractors

21. The EIS needs to require that all workers are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail with no
parking whatsoever permitted on local roads at the Darley Road site. This is justified because the site
provides 11 car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a'day on site. The project cannot be approved on
this basis without a strict requirement on workers to use public transport or project provided transport and
a prohibition needs to be in place against parking on local streets. The EIS needs to require that this
restriction is included in all contracts and in the relevant approval documentation.

Alternative truck movement proposal

22. The EIS states that an alternative truck movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link
' and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road. This proposal is supported, subject to further
information about potential impacts being provided. The EIS should not be approved on its current basis
which provides for 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road on a daily basis. This will create
unacceptable safety issues and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also compromising pedestrian and
bicycle access to the light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this critical arterial road
providing access to and across the City west Link. The current proposal which provides for truck
movements solely on Darley Road should not be approved and approval should only be given to the
alternative proposal. | repeat however my objection to the selection of this site altogether, but propose the
least worst impact should be chosen if this site is to be used.
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Acquisition of Dan Murphjs site

36. The Darley Road site should be rejected because it involves acquiring Dan Murphy's. This business was
rem=novated and opened with full knowledge that it was to be acquired. The lessee and sub-lessees
should not be permitted compensation in these circumstances. The demolition of the entire building (which
the EIS confirms will occur) is wasteful and represents mismanagement of public resources.
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Property acquisitions

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments

10. The construction and operation of the project will result in 51 property acquisitions. We object to the project
in its entirety because of this impact. We note that a number of long-standing businesses have been
acquired and that many families and businesses in earlier stages have been forced to go to court to seek
fair compensation. We object to the acquisition in particular of the Dan Murphys site. The business was
substantially renovated and a new business opened with full knowledge of the likely acquisition. We object
to it being acquired and compensated in this circumstances and call on the Government to investigate the
circumstances which led to this occurring (Executive Summary xvii)

Noise barriers

11. No noise barriers have been proposed. This is unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be
included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary xvii)

Risk of settlement (ground movement)

12. The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement may occur. We object to the project in its
entirety on this basis. The EIS states that ‘settlement, induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater
drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment’. The risk of ground movement is
lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 metres. However, some tunnelling is at less than 10 metres.
This proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS
states that there are a number of discrete areas to the north and northwest of the Rozelle Rail Yards, to
the north of Campbell Road at St Peters and in the vicinity of Lord Street at Newtown where ground water
movement above 20 milliliters is predicted ‘strict limits on the degree of settlement permitted would be
imposed on the project” and ‘damage’ would be rectified at no cost to the owner. wouId be placed

is a known risk to property damage that cannot be mitigated to an acceptable level of risk.

Ambient air quality

13. There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states that
‘the ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel and are
predicted to have negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and
details of the impacts on air quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully
comment on the impact.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties

Name Email Mobile




004198

| ob]ect to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application Submission to:

# SS1 7485, for the reasons set out below.
Planning Services,

Name: &R\KA EL/L,\’DTT Department of Planning and

.................................. Envirom o
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

Signature:..!

) Attn: Director - Transport Assessments
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website

Declaration : | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Application Number: SSI 7485
Application
Address:........... 7—3CU\UFG|/\ ..... 54/ ............................................................
. Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Suburb: ....ccoeeeenn. L-l ....... F‘elO\ ................................................ Postcode. 20T 0. Link

EIS is Indicative only

1. The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed
and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the
design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed
design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.’ Therefore this entire
process is a sham as the extent to which concerns are taken into account is not known as the contractor
can simply make further changes. As the contractor is not bound to take into account community impacts -
outside of the strict requirements and as the contractor will be trying to deliver the project as quickly and
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the additional measure proposed with respect to construction noise
mitigation for (example) will not be adopted. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not
provide a reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with
a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the
Government to provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements fn
project delivery. The additional effect of this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the
Council will be unable to undertake compliance activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack
any substantial detail.

Overlap in construction periods

2. There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will
significantly worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any
compensation is offered for residents for these periods.(Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that
residents should have these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no
attempt to measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise
exposure.

Human health risk (Executive Summary xvi)

3. The EIS states that there may be a ‘small increase in pollutant concentrations’ near surface roads.The EIS
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and
particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be ‘acceptable.” We
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because
of these impacts.

Jobs created

4. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits
the fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-
standing and employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii)
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EIS is Indicative only

1. The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed
and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states ‘the detail of the
design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed
design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.’ Therefore this entire
process is a sham as the extent to which concerns are taken into account is not known as the contractor
can simply make further changes. As the contractor is not bound to take into account community impacts
outside of the strict requirements and as the contractor will be trying to deliver the project as quickly and
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the additional measure proposed with respect to construction noise
mitigation for (example) will not be adopted. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not
provide a reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with
a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the
Government to provide a consultation process because the designs are ‘indicative’ only and subject to
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements fn
project delivery. The additional effect of this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the
Council will be unable to undertake compliance activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack
any substantia) detail.

Overlap in construction periods

2. There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will
significantly worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any
compensation is offered for residents for these periods.(Executive Summary xxvii). Itis unacceptable that
residents should have these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no
attempt to measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise
exposure.

Human health risk (Executive Surﬁmary Xvi)

3. The EIS states that there may be a ‘small increase in pollutant concentrations’ near surface roads.The EIS
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and
particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be ‘acceptable.” We
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because
of these impacts.

Jobs created

4. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits
the fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-
§tanding and employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii)
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Heritage impacts

5. The project directly affected five listed heritage items, including demolition of the stormwater canal at
Rozelle. Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or iocal heritage significant would be subject to
indirect impacts through vibration, settlement and visual setting. And directly affected nine individual
buildings as assessed as being potential local heritage items. It is unacceptable that heritage items are
removed or potentially damaged and the approval should prohibit such destruction.(Executive Summary
Xviii)

Property acquisition support service

6. The EIS states that ‘Impacts associated with property acquisition would be managed through a property
acquisition support service.’ There is no reference as to how this support service will be more effective
than that currently offered. There were many upset residents and businesses who did not believe they
were treated in a respectful and fair manner in earlier stages. The EIS needs to include details as to
lessons learned from earlier projects and how this will be improved for the M4-M5 impacted residents and
businesses. (Executive Summary xviii)

Biodiversity

7. The EIS states that investigation would be undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road bridge is a
potential roost site for microbats. There will be attempts to ‘manage potential impacts’ if confirmed. This is
inadequate. The project should not be permitted to impact on vulnerable species.

Visual amenity

8. The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will occur during construction. However it does not propose to
address these negative impacts in the design of the project. This is unacceptable and the EIS needs to
propose walls,, plant and perimeter treatments and other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the
impact on visual amenity. (Executive Summary xviii) '

Lack of ability to comment on the urban design as part of the approval process

9. The EIS does not provide any opportunity to comment on the urban design and landscape component of
the project. It states that ‘a detailed review and finalisation of the architectural treatment of the project
operational infrastructure would be undertaken ‘during detailed design’. The Community should be given
an opportunity to comment upon and influence the design and we object to the approval of the EIS on the
basis that this detail is not provided, nor is the community (or other stakeholders) given an opportunity to
comment or influence the final design. :
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Property acquisitions

10. The construction and operation of the project will result in 51 property acquisitions. We object to the project
in its entirety because of this impact. We note that a number of long-standing businesses have been
acquired and that many families and businesses in earlier stages have been forced to go to court to seek
fair compensation. We object to the acquisition in particular of the Dan Murphys site. The business was ’
substantially renovated and a new business opened with full knowledge of the likely acquisition. We object
to it being acquired and compensated in this circumstances and call on the Government to investigate the
circumstances which led to this occurring (Executive Summary xvii)

Noise barriers

11. No noise barriers have been broposed. This is unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be
included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary xvii)

Risk of settlement (ground movement)

12. The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement may occur. We object to the project in its
entirety on this basis. The EIS states that ‘settlement, induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater
drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment’. The risk of ground movement is
lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 metres. However, some tunnelling is at less than 10 metres.
This proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS .
states that there are a number of discrete areas to the north and northwest of the Rozelle Rail Yards, to
the north of Campbell Road at St Peters and in the vicinity of Lord Street at Newtown where ground water
movement above 20 milliliters is predicted ‘strict limits on the degree of settlement permitted would be
imposed on the project” and ‘damage’ would be rectified at no cost to the owner. would be placed
(Exécutive Summary, xvii -iii). The project should not be permitted to be delivered in such a way that there
is a known risk to property damage that cannot be mitigated to an acceptable level of risk.

Ambient air quality

13. There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states that
‘the ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel and are
predicted to have negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and
details of the impacts on air quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can.meaningfully
comment on the impact.
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Use of local roads by trucks

19. The EIS currently permits trucks to access local roads in ‘exceptional circumstances’, which includes
queuing at the site. Given the constraints of the site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site
for Dan Murphy's), queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS needs to be amended to rule
our queuing as an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads.

Local roads - prohibited truck movements

20. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to falls Street) should have a
blanket prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These hoems are already
suffering the worst construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition
of lack of parking and additional noise impacts. These streets are not constructed for heavy vehicle
movements and on this basis should also be ruled out. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements
including parking) and worker parking on all of these streets.

Requirement to use public transport or are bussed in by contractors

21. The EIS needs to require that all workers are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail with no
parking whatsoever permitted on local roads at the Darley Road site. This is justified because the site
provides 11 car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day on site. The project cannot be approved on
this basis without a strict requirement on'workers to use public transport or project provided transport and
a prohibition needs to be in place against parking on local streets. The EIS needs to require that this
restriction is included in all contracts and in the relevant approval documentation.

Alternative truck movement proposal :

22. The EIS states that an alternative truck movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link
and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road. This proposal is supported, subject to further
information about potential impacts being provided. The EIS should not be approved on its current basis
which provides for 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road on a daily basis. This will create
unacceptable safety issues and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also compromising pedestrian and
bicycle access to the light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this critical arterial road
providing access to and across the City west Link. The current proposal which provides for truck
movements solely on Darley Road should not be approved and approval should only be given to the
alternative proposal. | repeat however my objection to the selection of this site altogether, but propose the
least worst impact should be chosen if this site is to be used.

Campaign Mailing Lists : | would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties
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Application

Applicaton Name: WestConnex M4-M5
Link

Noise impacts

23. The EIS indicates that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at the Darley
road construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the Leichhardt
or St Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of
nearby residents and businesses. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an
acceptable level and the EIS should not be approved on this basis.

Alternative truck movement proposal

24. We object to the selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that it provides for daily movements of 170
heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle
route on Darley Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many
school children cross at this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS
states that an alternative truck movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no
trucks to access Darley Road. The selection of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck
movements on Darley Road, which is what it currently provides.

Parking

25. No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parkiri'g
is at a premium in this area and many residents to not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car |
spaces for five years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of ‘kiss |
and ride facilities’ at the light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is
not taken into account in the EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright
prohibit any worker parking on local streets.

Installation of a permanent motorway operations complex

26. We object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of
the project on the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been
continually assured that the land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community
purposes. The presence of this facility will forever prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access
to the light rail stop, with users required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will also limit the future
use of the site. If a permanent facility is to be located then it should be moved to the north of the site so
that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual impact on residents.

Campaign Mailing Lists : t would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be -
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14. The EIS states that ‘a preferred noise mitigation option’ would be determined during ‘detailed design’. This
is unacceptable and residents have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. The failure to
include this detail means that residents have no idea as to what is planned and cannot comment or input
into those plans. (Executive Summary xvi)

Removal of vegetation

15. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the site which includes a mature tree. | object to the
removal of the tree which creates a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the
tree is removed it must be replaced with a mature tree as soon as the remediation of the site commences.

- Substation and water treatment plant

16. The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road
will prevent direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the
project is completed. The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and '
detracts from the visual amenity of the area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for
pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct line of sight to the facility. It should not be
permitted on this site.

Relocation of the Substation and water treatment plant

17. The substation and water treatment plant should be moved to the north end of the site near the City West
link. This will mean that the site is less visible to residents and most pedéstrian access is at this end. There
are no homes that will have direct line of site of the facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct
pedestrian access to the light rail without the need to use the winding path at the rear of the site which
creates safety issues and adds to the time required to access the light rail stop.

Future use of the Darley Road site

18. The site should be returned to the community as compensation for the imposition of this construction site
in our neighbourhood for a § 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.
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I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SS17485, for
the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application

Experience on the New M5 has shown that
residents who are affected badly by noise are
being refused assistance on the basis that an
unknown consultant does not consider them to
be sufficiently affected. Night time noise is
therefore another unacceptable impact of this
project and reason why it should be opposed.

Rozelle is an old and historic suburbs of Sydney.

The damage that this project would do in
destruction of homes, other buildings and
vegetation is unacceptable, especially when the
project would leave a legacy of traffic
congestion in the area.

1 do not consider so many disruptions of
pedestrian and cycle ways to be a 'temporary'
impact. Four years in the life of a community is
a long time. The EIS acknowledges that there
will be more danger in the environment around
construction sites. It is a serious matter to
deliberately take steps to reduce the safety of a
community, especially when as the traffic
analysis shows there will be a legacy of traffic
congestion even in 2033. A promise of a plan
is NOT an answer to those concerned about the
impacts.

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.

V.

VL.

VILI.

There is a higher than average number of shift
workers in the Inner West. The EIS
acknowledges that even allowing for mitigation
measures such as acoustic sheds and noise
walls, shift workers will be more vuinerable to
impacts of years of construction work and will
consequently be at risk of a loss of quality of
life, loss of productivity and chronic mental and
physical illness.

The impact of the project on cycling and
walking will be considerable around
construction sites. The promise of a
construction plan is not sufficient. There has not
been sufficient consultation or warning given to
those directly affected or interested
organisations. There needs to be a longer
period of consultation so that the community
can be informed about the added dangers and
inconvenience, especially when you consider
that it is over a 4 year period.

The social and economic impact study notes
the high value placed on community networks
and social inclusion but does nothing to
seriously evaluate the social impacts on these
of WestCONnex. Any genuine assessment
would draw on experience with the New M5 and
M4 East rather than ignoring it.This lack of
genuine engagement with social impact
reduces the study to the level of a demographic
description and a series of bland value
statement




