Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

The F6 toll-road is an outdated 1950s approach that will fail the mobility needs of a 21st century
Sydney.

[ object to a transport “solution” that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won’t be party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I'd support any
development that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister
for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend
Brighton-Le-Sands primary, St Peters primary, McCallum's Hill primary, Haberfield primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred
schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

Air quality (and resulting health impacts) once the tunnels are in operation was not assessed
with the inclusion of filtration, or other pollutant reduction measures, in the tunnel exhaust
stacks. As a result, the potential benefit to human health of including filtration has not been
objectively assessed.

In addition to providing potential physical and clinical benefits from reducing pollution
exposure, there are psychological health benefits that should also be taken into consideration
when evaluating the worth of installing pollution abatement measures in the stacks.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on
people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of obesity
by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful
to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveabi]ity because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis I strongly reject the Fé6 in favour of
investment in public transport.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the Fé extension
will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground.
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St George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable.
Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these
will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or
only partially delivering promised urban repair.

I object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain of trucks
idling for long periods, trucks rat running through local streets, high impact machinery at night,
stated relief periods not adhered to, and / or the use of high pitch reverse beepers to no effect.
The Department of Planning is ineffectual in enforcing compliance.

We need adaptable, innovative and an affordable holistic transport model of multiple modes.
With 35% of Sydney’s real estate already devoted to roads and parking, it's now time to turn our
attention to improving public transport. I object to the F6 toll road as it perpetuates car
dependence and is the most inefficient way to move people and freight.

[ further object:

[ ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name.

Addre

Email.,

Signat



Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

The F6 toll-road is an outdated 1950s approach that will fail the mobility needs of a 21st century
Sydney.

I object to a transport “solution” that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won'’t be party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I'd support any
development that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister
for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend
Brighton-Le-Sands primary, St Peters primary, McCallum’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred
schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

Air quality (and resulting health impacts) once the tunnels are in operation was not assessed
with the inclusion of filtration, or other pollutant reduction measures, in the tunnel exhaust
stacks. As a result, the potential benefit to human health of including filtration has not been
objectively assessed.

In addition to providing potential physical and clinical benefits from reducing pollution
exposure, there are psychological health benefits that should also be taken into consideration
when evaluating the worth of installing pollution abatement measures in the stacks.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on
people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of obesity
by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful
to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis [ strongly reject the F6 in favour of
investment in public transport.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension
will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground.
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St George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable.
Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these
will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or
only partially delivering promised urban repair.

I object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain of trucks
idling for long periods, trucks rat running through local streets, high impact machinery at night;
stated relief periods not adhered to, and / or the use of high pitch reverse beepers to no effect.
The Department of Planning is ineffectual in enforcing compliance.

We need adaptable, innovative and an affordable holistic transport model of multiple modes.
With 35% of Sydney’s real estate already devoted to roads and parking, it's now time to turn our
attention to improving public transport. I object to the F6 toll road as it perpetuates car
dependence and is the most inefficient way to move people and freight.

[ further object:

[ ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please frretwele @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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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

The F6 toll-road is an outdated 1950s approach that will fail the mobility needs of a 21st century
Sydney.

I object to a transport “solution” that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. | find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won't be party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I'd support any
development that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister
for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren't the thousands of children that attend
Brighton-Le-Sands primary, St Peters primary, McCallum’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred
schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

Air quality (and resulting health impacts) once the tunnels are in operation was not assessed
with the inclusion of filtration, or other pollutant reduction measures, in the tunnel exhaust
stacks. As a result, the potential benefit to human health of including filtration has not been
objectively assessed.

In addition to providing potential physical and clinical benefits from reducing pollution
exposure, there are psychological health benefits that should also be taken into consideration
when evaluating the worth of installing pollution abatement measures in the stacks.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on
people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of obesity
by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful
to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis [ strongly reject the F6 in favour of
investment in public transport.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension
will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground.



St George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable.
Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these
will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or
only partially delivering promised urban repair.

| object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain of trucks
idling for long periods, trucks rat running through local streets, high impact machinery at night,
stated relief periods not adhered to, and / or the use of high pitch reverse beepers to no effect.
The Department of Planning is ineffectual in enforcing compliance.

We need adaptable, innovative and an affordable holistic transport model of multiple modes.
With 35% of Sydney’s real estate already devoted to roads and parking, it’s now time to turn our
attention to improving public transport. [ object to the F6 toll road as it perpetuates car
dependence and is the most inefficient way to move people and freight.

[ further object: ‘

I ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Signature...,




Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SS117_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

The F6 toll-road is an outdated 1950s approach that will fail the mobility needs of a 215t century
Sydney.

I object to a transport “solution” that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won't be party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I'd support any
development that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister
for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend
Brighton-Le-Sands primary, St Peters primary, McCallum’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred
schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

Air quality (and resulting health impacts) once the tunnels are in operation was not assessed
with the inclusion of filtration, or other pollutant reduction measures, in the tunnel exhaust
stacks. As a result, the potential benefit to human health of including filtration has not been
objectively assessed.

In addition to providing potential physical and clinical benefits from reducing pollution
exposure, there are psychological health benefits that should also be taken into consideration
when evaluating the worth of installing pollution abatement measures in the stacks.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on
people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of obesity
by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful
to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise”.

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis I strongly reject the F6 in favour of
investment in public transport.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension
will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground.
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St George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable.
Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these
will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or
only partially delivering promised urban repair.

I object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain of trucks
idling for long periods, trucks rat running through local streets, high impact machinery at night,
stated relief periods not adhered to, and / or the use of high pitch reverse beepers to no effect.
The Department of Planning is ineffectual in enforcing compliance.

We need adaptable, innovative and an affordable holistic transport model of multiple modes.
With 35% of Sydney’s real estate already devoted to roads and parking, it's now time to turn our
attention to improving public transport. [ object to the F6 toll road as it perpetuates car
dependence and is the most inefficient way to move people and freight.

[ further object:

|

I ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name.......

Address...

Email.......,

Signature
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Department of Planning & Environment
Application number ss1_8931

GPO Box 39
Sydney NSW 2001 Department of Planining
kereivad
My submission objecting to the F6 Extension Stage 1 project 13 DEC 703
I strongly object to the F6 Extension Stage 1 project. Scanning Room

First of all, I think spending more than 2 billion dollars to construct a 4 km road is far
too much because either the taxpayers or the users of this road will have to pay for it.

The reason for the cost being so high is the way it is going to be built—a tunnel is to
be built instcad of a surface road which would be the original idea. If it has not been
built for sixty years, there must be a good reason for that. I think the reason is the high
cost in carrying out the plan—not only the cost in dollars but also other costs such as
the destruction of Royal National Park, the loss of Rockdale Wetlands, open space &
playing fields, the effect on Rockdale Bicentennial Park, etc. It is just too much
sacrifice to be made for this road.

Another problem associates with the tunnel is the exhaust stacks. They are tall and
visible and constantly remind people that they are there to collect the fume in the
tunnel and release them. We can tell people they are harmless to our health but very
few people would believe that. As a consequence the nearby properties will drop in
value and their owners will suffer financially if they try to sell the properties and
move elsewhere.

Another problem is the increased traffic in President Avenue, Kogarah. It is claimed
that after the tunnel is built each day about 10,000 vehicles plus 2,000 trucks will be
removed from nearby surface roads, but what happen to them? They will all come to
President Avenue, Kogarah, which is already very busy as it is, and it will be a
potential bottleneck as the total length of President Avenue in Kogarah is only one
and half kilometres long, and divided into a few even shorter sections by several
uncoordinated traffic lights. If theie is a blockage in just one of the sections of
President Avenue, then the whole President Avenue and all the roads leading to it
may be affected. Can we afford to take this gamble?

In fact, a study, commissioned by the Illawarra Business Chamber and NRMA, found
there will be a 26 per cent increase in President Avenue with the opening of stage one
of F6 extension. It does not matter how beneficial this tunnel is, how is it fair to
expect the residents living in President Avenue, Kogarah to put up with such a sudden
change in their living environment? In this country we are obsessed with fairness,
does this project pass the fairness test?

Furthermore, I think the concept of making use a small fraction of reserved F6
corridor to build so called F6 Extension Stage 1 is a bad idea. I believe the original F6
would provide several spots somewhere along the route between Loftus and St Peters
for the vehicles to enter or to get out of this road to make the most out of it. But the



new design requires all the users of this tunnel to come to this one spot which is
located at President Avenue, Kogarah, and that will only result in congestion.

I sincerely believe F6 is an outdated concept and should be abandoned for there is no
point to flog a dead horse as a former state government Minister Mr Carl Scully
already found out and ruled out F6 publically many years ago. It is unthinkable today
that 60 hectares of the heritage listed Royal National Park and the irreplaceable
Rockdale Wetlands can get involved in a road project. F6 was proposed in 1950s
before the publication of the book Silent Spring in 1962 which ignited the
Environmental Movement and forged our environmental consciousness. That is why
now we have to have an Environmental Impact Statement and have it released for the
public to give comments, and then assessed carefully, before the project is approved.

I object to the closure of Bicentennial Park even just for a short period of time.
I object to the elimination of the footpath on the north side of President Avenue along
the Bicentennial Park for the sake of this tunnel. I have been walking on this footpath

all the way to the beach regularly for 40 years. I love that walk and hate losing it.

And I object to this project because it will restrict the residents in the Moorefield
Estate to drive in and out of there.

[ ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

[ have not made any reportable political donation in the last two years.
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Infastructure Projects, Planning Services bepa. iment of P’fmmg
Dept of Planning and Director F 3csived
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Dept of Planning and Environment .
Application Number SSI 17_8931 Scar nﬂhi(_,, ROOM .

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

Re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arnciliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number SSI
17_8931

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

Objection to the F6 Extension Stage 1

As a local resident, | strongly object to the F6 Extension Stage 1 which will have a hugely detrimental
impact to the St George community’s health and wellbeing.

NEGATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

| object to the proposed loss outlined in the EIS of 41 significant and mature native trees, as
well as hundreds of others, which will be replaced after construction only with low-level
trees and shrubs. Bayside Council’s tree canopy is only at around 12.3%, and with the
increased high-rise development around Rockdale, Kogarah and Ramsgate, we need parks
and recreation spaces as well as mature places for wildlife more than ever.

| object to the destruction of the wetlands and parks and the ground level pollutants that
will occur during construction, increasing the risk of contamination to other nearby
waterways including Cooks River.

| object to the “cut and cover” approach ploughing through precious playing fields just
metres from Brighton-Le-Sands Public School which will result in dust and other pollutants,
echoing what’s happening at Haberfield and St Peter’s.

| object to the proposed unfiltered exhaust stacks, metres from homes and Brighton-Le-
Sands Public School. These towers will impact the high-rise apartments, hospitals and
schools nearby. Fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and other diseases.

TRAFFIC IMPACTS:

| object to the F6 because it will have no benefit to our community. Traffic for the F6 will all
feed into President Avenue, Kogarah, which is busy enough as it is. Increased traffic at the
corner of Princes Highway and President Avenue is a concern for pedestrian safety and will
impede access to hospitals and schools.

The F6 extension will divide our community, quite I|teraily The pedestrian access
“footbridge” is only one point where we would be safely able to cross and there are
proportionally more elderly residents in the area who want a swift route.

Public transport is already scarce enough in our area, and more traffic on President Avenue
will slow down travel times from buses going to/from stations.

O’Connell Street, Monterey is predicted to have more heavy traffic including noisier and
larger vehicles which could impact on our health and wellbeing; the “calming” measures do
not solve the problem and could make routes even slower, thus directing them to Grand
Parade instead.



e Banks St, Solander St and other side streets off O’Connell St will become busier for
northbound cars cutting across to the F6 from the Grand Parade and avoiding turning left
into President Avenue from Grand Parade. These are quiet residential streets with many
elderly people and children.

HEALTH CONCERNS DURING CONSTRUCTION AND BEYOND:

e Theimpacts will not stop at the end of the project. Instead communities will be left to deal
with traffic and unhealthy pollution and the additional financial and social costs that will
result.

e | object to the construction fatigue and noise disturbances outlined in the EIS which states
that more than 100 homes in the vicinity are going to bear the brunt of the construction
noise to such an extent that it may disturb sleep and have negative health impacts. This
noise could happen 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. Not to mention homes outside of this in
Kogarah and Arncliffe that will deal with spoil haulage along the route at all hours.

The F6 extension is not a good idea. To save only a few predicted minutes of travel time from
Kogarah to the city is just not worth a multi-billion-dollar project when alternatives such as public
transport are available. Not only the financial costs, but the loss of dozens of mature trees, the
destruction of the pathways and wetlands and importantly the ongoing negative health impacts with
extra traffic, pollution and reduced walkability to what is currently a pleasant suburban area.

Issues raised at the Parliamentary Inquiry into Westconnex are alarming; families have been forced
out of homes and residents have not been compensated for damaged property. We don’t want this
to be repeated with an F6.

In addition we object to the mere 35 days the community has had to write an objection to this.
| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

| further object:

Yours sincerely,

SoH? (4G

Name:
Address: Maﬂ///ﬁﬂiﬁﬁ 2217
Email: .

Signature:
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Director Transport Assessments
Department of Planning and Environment
Application Number SSI 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

Re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arnciliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number Sgcaﬂﬁmg ROOi'ﬂ
17 8931

Please include/exclude my personal information when publishing this submission to your website.
Objection to the F6 Extension Stage 1

| strongly object to the F6 Extension Stage 1 which will have a hugely detrimental impact to the St
George community’s health and wellbeing.

NEGATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

e | object to the proposed loss outlined in the EIS of 41 significant and mature native trees, as
well as hundreds of others, which will be replaced after construction only with low-level
trees and shrubs. Bayside Council’s tree canopy is only at around 12.3%, and with the
increased high-rise development around Rockdale, Kogarah and Ramsgate, we need parks
and recreation spaces as well as mature places for wildlife more than ever.

e | object to the destruction of the wetlands and parks and the ground level pollutants that
will occur during construction, increasing the risk of contamination to other nearby
waterways including Cooks River.

e | object to the “cut and cover” approach ploughing through precious playing fields just
metres from Brighton-Le-Sands Public School which will result in dust and other pollutants,
echoing what'’s happening at Haberfield and St Peter’s.

e | object to the proposed unfiltered exhaust stacks, metres from homes and Brighton-Le-
Sands Public School. These towers will impact the high-rise apartments, hospitals and
schools nearby. Fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and other diseases.

TRAFFIC IMPACTS:

e | object to the F6 because it will have no benefit to our community. Traffic for the F6 will all
feed into President Avenue, Kogarah, which is busy enough as it is. Increased traffic at the
corner of Princes Highway and President Avenue is a concern for pedestrian safety and will
impede access to hospitals and schools.

e The F6 extension will divide our community, quite literally. The pedestrian access
“footbridge” is only one point where we would be safely able to cross and there are
proportionally more elderly residents in the area who want a swift route.

e Public transport is already scarce enough in our area, and more traffic on President Avenue
will slow down travel times from buses going to/from stations.

e O’Connell Street, Monterey is predicted to have more heavy traffic including noisier and
larger vehicles which could impact on our health and wellbeing; the “calming” measures do
not solve the problem and could make routes even slower, thus directing them to Grand
Parade instead.



e Banks St, Solander St and other side streets off O’Connell St will become busier for
northbound cars cutting across to the F6 from the Grand Parade and avoiding turning left
into President Avenue from Grand Parade. These are quiet residential streets with many
elderly people and children.

HEALTH CONCERNS DURING CONSTRUCTION AND BEYOND:

e The impacts will not stop at the end of the project. Instead communities will be left to deal
with traffic and unhealthy pollution and the additional financial and social costs that will
result.

e | object to the construction fatigue and noise disturbances outlined in the EIS which states
that more than 100 homes in the vicinity are going to bear the brunt of the construction
noise to such an extent that it may disturb sleep and have negative health impacts. This
noise could happen 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. Not to mention homes outside of this in
Kogarah and Arncliffe that will deal with spoil haulage along the route at all hours.

The F6 extension is not a good idea. To save only a few predicted minutes of travel time from
Kogarah to the city (and it’s a toll road) is just not worth a multi-billion-dollar project when
alternatives such as public transport are available. Not only the financial costs, but the loss of dozens
of mature trees, the destruction of the pathways and wetlands and importantly the ongoing
negative health impacts with extra traffic, pollution and reduced walkability to what is currently a
pleasant suburban area.

Issues raised at the Parliamentary Inquiry into Westconnex are alarming; families have been forced
out of homes and residents have not been compensated for damaged property. We don’t want this
to be repeated with an F6.

In addition we object to the mere 35 days the community has had to write an objection to this.
| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

| further object:

Yours sincerely,

Name: Na(‘e“e Ccz::rr\ﬁ\\'u\g

iiress: N 5+ voee s I NS 2 T

N

Declaration: | have not made any political donations in the last 2 years.
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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services

2 ] o
Department of Planning and Environment Department Ol Plar ining
GPO BOX 39 Recaived
Sydney 2001 11 DEC 1073

Scanning Room

Application Number §51 17_8931
Dear Sir / Madam,

| write to object to the F6 freeway. My reasons for objection will be provided below under the
heading, Conflicts.

Sydney’s transport planning is flawed, and the F6 is part of this process. The F6 will have huge
implications particularly for residents living in the vicinity of the President Avenue, Kogarah. It will
also have impacts further afield in our local area.

Governments of both political persuasions have deliberated over many years on the construction of
the F6. They may have also considered public transport options, but they were not actively pursued
to planning stages. The current NSW Government failed to give any consideration at all to public
transport in the EIS process to the F6.

Current NSW Government policies have continued to approve increased densities in our local
suburbs. In May 2017, the Kogarah LEP was gazetted by the Department of Planning. This will allow
11 stories of units in an area, which is close to the Kogarah Town Centre and Kogarah railway
station. Additional density was also permitted elsewhere in the local area. One must ask where the
additional traffic generated by these developments is to go, given that our rail network has not been
upgraded to keep pace with population growth. Local residents are very concerned at the future
amenity and sustainability of their suburbs.

One cannot now forecast that travelling times in using the F6 will be improved when the
development of units in the local Kogarah area has increased, and our local population will therefore
increase. Any benefit in travelling times will have been eroded.

A 4 km tolled freeway “will be a freeway to nowhere” as traffic builds up in the approaches, exits
and in the tunnel itself. No overseas city would even consider building a tunnel only 4km in length.

In a medium to large city such as Sydney, the railway and not the road system determines the shape
and structure of the city. We have allowed the car and freeways to determine our city at the
expense of a good public transport system.
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The costs of the F6 freeway are huge to our local community. I, like other residents find it hard to
find any benefits of this 4km freeway.

CONFLICTS
Moorefield Estate

The Moorefield Estate was built in the late 1950’s after Moorefield Racecourse (1888-1951) closed.
The course remained open for horse training and barrier trials until the mid-1950’s.

The streets on the Estate are not wide; Civic Avenue and Marshall Street are the widest. These
narrow streets make it difficult for parking. If cars are parked on both sides only one car can safely
pass by.

Residents are very concerned at what they see as an “entrapment “ - the difficulty in gaining safe
exit from and access to the Estate. This also concerns staff, students and parents at Moorefield Girls
High School and St George Special School, which both have vehicular entry in Marshall Street.

Both schools use bus transport for students being dropped off and picked up at school, as well as
buses for school excursions and sport .The St George Special School has a particular dependence on
taxi and bus transport for its students,

Traffic management on the Estate needs to be more carefully thought out. It concerns a significant
number of people.

I - Voorefield Estate resident of many years, has written a comprehensive
submission to the Department of Planning. [} has isted all of the current conflict issues in
each of the streets on the Moorefield Estate. She has stated what is likely to happen after the F6, if
it is built, and then she offers her opinion on the situation.

I also stress that more attention needs to be given by traffic engineers to the impact of F6 traffic
flows (along Princes Highway) on Marshall Street. Moorefield Estate residents need to have safe exit

and access.
| will not elaborate further here on Moorefield Estate traffic issues.
PATMORE SWAMP

The EIS has indicated that 30 metres of Patmore Swamp will be taken for road widening in President
Avenue. This land is historically very significant.

When the Irishman Patrick Moore received his pardon in 1806, he was given a grant of land in 1809
of 60 acres at Minto. This was withdrawn and reissued on August 25 1812 at Botany Bay. The grant
was called “Moorefield.”

It was a land grant by Governor Lachlan Macquarie to Patrick Moore and was the land on which the
racecourse was later built by Peter Moore in 1888.



Patrick lived largely in Pitt Row, Sydney as he found his land grant hard to get to by sea or land. It
was marsh territory and became known as Patmore Swamp. He made attempts to farm his land and
succeeded with cattle, Between 1817-1821 he tendered beef supplies for Government Stores. The
name Patmore Swamp remains to this day, and acknowledges an early settler of this area.

The history of the Moore family is recorded in Chapter One of “The History of Moorefield
Racecourse Kogarah, Sydney, Australia (1888-1951) “which | self-published in October 2016. The
Moore family made a substantial contribution to our St George community over many years.

A bicycle path through the Patmore Swamp is simply not acceptable and | object to it.
RELOCATION OF COMMUNITY ASSETS

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park and the adjoining open space is a matter
of strong concern. The loss of soccer (football) fields, cycle way, children’s playground equipment,
picnic tables, car-parking space, open space and the skate board ramp will disadvantage our
community. These facilities will be unable to be used for a period of maybe 5 years. Open space for
sporting fields is increasingly in short supply in our local area.

Bicentennial Park was opened in 1988, and was Rockdale Council’s contribution to the
acknowledgement of the 200th anniversary of the birth our nation.

It is a facility, which is used by so many people of different age groups in the community. The
wetland corridor behind the park is an area of much environmental significance and is enjoyed by
our community.

Proximity to open space and clean air aids participation in physical activity. People are time poor and
like to have open space close by. Parents take their children to the park to play, football is played
and people walk in this area. Walking aids people with chronic ilinesses and is beneficial to those
with mental illness.

Young people need to exercise and enjoy the outdoors instead of being tied to their iPads and
mobile phones. Teachers and parents face a battle today to have children exercise instead of being
glued to their screens.

A ventilation stack, which is planned for West Botany Street directly opposite Bicentennial Park, will
not be conducive to outdoor activities for our community.

AIR POLLUTION

The unfiltered exhaust stack in West Botany Street is located close to Brighton le Sands Infants and
Primary School, and the two child care centres in Crawford Road, Brighton le Sands.

llinden’s sporting fields, residential homes, as well as the industrial estate in Beach Street, Kogarah,
are also located close to the exhaust stack.

Residents are not convinced that these stacks are safe. Increased traffic will lead to more air
pollution.



DAMAGE TO PROPERTIES

There are many heritage properties in Farr Street, Gibbs Street and the adjoining areas in Rockdale.
When these homes were built over 100 years ago, building standards differed to today’s standards.

Once excavation for the tunnel begins it is highly probable that cracks will appear in these
properties. These properties are unlikely to withstand the tunnel construction from heavy
equipment. Residents will then have a huge legal battle to achieve just compensation.

NOISE AND LIGHTING

Increased traffic from vehicles wanting to use the freeway, and the noise and vibration from
construction equipment will result in more local traffic noise. The Moorefield Estate has always been
a quiet area in which to live; it will no longer be quiet.

Bicentennial Park will be a construction zone for 5 years. The corner of Civic Avenue will be a
construction zone and the area around O’Connell Street and President Avenue will be a treeless
construction zone.

The noisy and well- lit environment will not assist the wildlife, which lives in this area,

President Avenue will be lit up at night as it becomes a construction zone 24/7. Living conditions will
become difficult for local residents.

ENVIRONMENT
There will be huge impacts on our local environment’s flora and fauna.

| have walked through the wetland areas on a number of occasions and appreciate the beauty of the
area. To divert the wetland area is not acceptable to animal habitats.

The swamp mahogany tree in Bicentennial Park is listed as endangered, as is the swamp oak
floodplain in Kings Road Wetland.

It is expected that 237 native trees will be removed, 41 having been identified as high retention
value. And 21 non-native trees would be removed for construction.

All trees on President Avenue will be removed. It will take many years for the vegetation to regrow.

Threatened species such as the Grey Headed Flying Fox, the Green and Golden Bell Frog, and the
Southern Myotis Flying Bat are mentioned in the EIS. Habitat changes will impact on their
environment.

The EIS addresses threatened and endangered animals, but does not include all native animals.
Some animals will be mobile enough to be able to move away; some animals however will be killed
from construction vehicles.



CONCLUSION

My list below highlights that there are no benefits to the community of the F6 freeway being built.

These are the reasons for my objections:

* Difficulties in access and exit from the Moorefield Estate

* impact on the wetlands

* bicycle path through the wetland is unacceptable

* loss of endangered flora and fauna

* increased pollution levels from both traffic and ventilation stack
* increased noise and vibration levels

* the amenity of residents in President Avenue, Kogarah compromised as a 24/7 construction
period. The area will be lit up at night time.

* possible damage to properties from tunnel construction

* 5 year construction period - disruption to the community

* relocation of sporting fields and loss of facilities in Bicentennial Park
* increased traffic and clear ways impacting on local businesses.

* a toll on 4 kms of freeway.

U-I |



| ask the Secretary of the Department of Planning to refuse the approval of this project.

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

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

Name

Address

Email

Signature
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Roads and Maritime Services  F6Extension@rms.nsw.gov.au

cc Mr Steve Kamper MP rockdale@parliament.nsw.gov.au

To whom it may concern,

RE: Response to Environmental Impact Statement and the impact of the proposed F6 Extension
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Name: Manousos Boutzoukas

Address:

Monterey, NSW
2217

Content:
Please see attached PDF submission




I\ 77\ 778\ 77\ /7
F6-PROJECT ROCKDALE AND BRIGHTON
LE SANDS COMMUNITY ACTION GROUP

To whom it may concern,

—
As a business / ial stakeholder in the Rockdale/Brighton Le Sands ared| am writing
to express my support for the submission made by Hayley Huseyin (dated 14/12/18)
requesting that the Minister’s Conditions of Approval for proposed F6 Extension project

include requirements to:

- Reinforce east-west pedestrian and active transport connectivity between the
communities of Rockdale and Brighton Le Sands
- Mitigate deterioration of already unacceptable crash statistics on Bay Street (as

cited in chapter 8 of the EIS).
Specifically, | support the initiatives for:

- A new east-west shared user path and street-scape improvements along Bay
Street, connecting Rockdale station and Rockdale retail precinct with the Brighton Le
sands precinct and foreshore amenities.

- Areduction in speed limit from 60km/hr to 50km/hr along the 1.5km section of

Bay Street between the Princess Highway and the existing 40km/hr zone at

Crawford road.

Name: MOK MUMO S B oU ’[/ZJL/}COLB

Address of busingss or residence:

WONTE ey

Email Address:
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Infastructure Projects, Planning Services
Dept of Planning and Director
Infastructure Projects, Planning Services
Dept of Planning and Environment
Application Number SSI 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

Department of Planning
s ]

6 DEC (33

Re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arnciliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number S§Cdnn‘rig Room

17_8931
Please include/exclude my personal information when publishing this submission to your website.
Objection to the F6 Extension Stage 1

As a local resident, | strongly object to the F6 Extension Stage 1 which will have a hugely detrimental
impact to the St George community’s health and wellbeing.

NEGATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

e | object to the proposed loss outlined in the EIS of 41 significant and mature native trees, as
well as hundreds of others, which will be replaced after construction only with low-level
trees and shrubs. Bayside Council’s tree canopy is only at around 12.3%, and with the
increased high-rise development around Rockdale, Kogarah and Ramsgate, we need parks
and recreation spaces as well as mature places for wildlife more than ever.

e | object to the destruction of the wetlands and parks and the ground level pollutants that
will occur during construction, increasing the risk of contamination to other nearby
waterways including Cooks River.

e | object to the “cut and cover” approach ploughing through precious playing fields just
metres from Brighton-Le-Sands Public School which will result in dust and other pollutants,
echoing what’s happening at Haberfield and St Peter’s.

e | object to the proposed unfiltered exhaust stacks, metres from homes and Brighton-Le-
Sands Public School. These towers will impact the high-rise apartments, hospitals and
schools nearby. Fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and other diseases.

TRAFFIC IMPACTS:

e | object to the F6 because it will have no benefit to our community. Traffic for the F6 will all
feed into President Avenue, Kogarah, which is busy enough as it is. Increased traffic at the
corner of Princes Highway and President Avenue is a concern for pedestrian safety and will
impede access to hospitals and schools.

e The F6 extension will divide our community, quite literally. The pedestrian access
“footbridge” is only one point where we would be safely able to cross and there are
proportionally more elderly residents in the area who want a swift route.

e Public transport is already scarce enough in our area, and more traffic on President Avenue
will slow down travel times from buses going to/from stations.

e (Q’Connell Street, Monterey is predicted to have more heavy traffic including noisier and
larger vehicles which could impact on our health and wellbeing; the “calming” measures do
not solve the problem and could make routes even slower, thus directing them to Grand
Parade instead.



e Banks St, Solander St and other side streets off O’Connell St will become busier for
northbound cars cutting across to the F6 from the Grand Parade and avoiding turning left
into President Avenue from Grand Parade. These are quiet residential streets with many
elderly people and children.

HEALTH CONCERNS DURING CONSTRUCTION AND BEYOND:

e The impacts will not stop at the end of the project. Instead communities will be left to deal
with traffic and unhealthy pollution and the additional financial and social costs that will
result.

e | object to the construction fatigue and noise disturbances outlined in the EIS which states
that more than 100 homes in the vicinity are going to bear the brunt of the construction
noise to such an extent that it may disturb sleep and have negative health impacts. This
noise could happen 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. Not to mention homes outside of this in
Kogarah and Arncliffe that will deal with spoil haulage along the route at all hours.

The F6 extension is not a good idea. To save only a few predicted minutes of travel time from
Kogarah to the city is just not worth a multi-billion-dollar project when alternatives such as public
transport are available. Not only the financial costs, but the loss of dozens of mature trees, the
destruction of the pathways and wetlands and importantly the ongoing negative health impacts with
extra traffic, pollution and reduced walkability to what is currently a pleasant suburban area.

Issues raised at the Parliamentary Inquiry into Westconnex are alarming; families have been forced
out of homes and residents have not been compensated for damaged property. We don’t want this
to be repeated with an F6.

In addition we object to the mere 35 days the community has had to write an objection to this.
| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

| further object:

Yours sincerely,

Signature:
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Attn: Director

Director Transport Assessments
Department of Planning and Environment
Application Number SSI 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

Scanning Room
Re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arnciliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number SSI
17 _8931

Please include/exclude my personal information when publishing this submission to your website.
Objection to the F6 Extension Stage 1

As a local resident, | strongly object to the F6 Extension Stage 1 which will have a hugely detrimental
impact to the St George community’s health and wellbeing.

NEGATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

e | object to the proposed loss outlined in the EIS of 41 significant and mature native trees, as
well as hundreds of others, which will be replaced after construction only with low-level
trees and shrubs. Bayside Council’s tree canopy is only at around 12.3%, and with the
increased high-rise development around Rockdale, Kogarah and Ramsgate, we need parks
and recreation spaces as well as mature places for wildlife more than ever.

e | object to the destruction of the wetlands and parks and the ground level pollutants that
will occur during construction, increasing the risk of contamination to other nearby
waterways including Cooks River.

e | object to the “cut and cover” approach ploughing through precious playing fields just
metres from Brighton-Le-Sands Public School which will result in dust and other pollutants,
echoing what’s happening at Haberfield and St Peter’s.

e | object to the proposed unfiltered exhaust stacks, metres from homes and Brighton-Le-
Sands Public School. These towers will impact the high-rise apartments, hospitals and
schools nearby. Fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and other diseases.

TRAFFIC IMPACTS:

e | object to the F6 because it will have no benefit to our community. Traffic for the F6 will all
feed into President Avenue, Kogarah, which is busy enough as it is. Increased traffic at the
corner of Princes Highway and President Avenue is a concern for pedestrian safety and will
impede access to hospitals and schools.

e The F6 extension will divide our community, quite literally. The pedestrian access
“footbridge” is only one point where we would be safely able to cross and there are
proportionally more elderly residents in the area who want a swift route.

e Public transport is already scarce enough in our area, and more traffic on President Avenue
will slow down travel times from buses going to/from stations.

e (O’Connell Street, Monterey is predicted to have more heavy traffic including noisier and
larger vehicles which could impact on our health and wellbeing; the “calming” measures do
not solve the problem and could make routes even slower, thus directing them to Grand
Parade instead.



e Banks St, Solander St and other side streets off O’Connell St will become busier for
northbound cars cutting across to the F6 from the Grand Parade and avoiding turning left
into President Avenue from Grand Parade. These are quiet residential streets with many
elderly people and children.

HEALTH CONCERNS DURING CONSTRUCTION AND BEYOND:

e The impacts will not stop at the end of the project. Instead communities will be left to deal
with traffic and unhealthy pollution and the additional financial and social costs that will
result.

e | object to the construction fatigue and noise disturbances outlined in the EIS which states
that more than 100 homes in the vicinity are going to bear the brunt of the construction
noise to such an extent that it may disturb sleep and have negative health impacts. This
noise could happen 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. Not to mention homes outside of this in
Kogarah and Arncliffe that will deal with spoil haulage along the route at all hours.

The F6 extension is not a good idea. To save only a few predicted minutes of travel time from
Kogarah to the city is just not worth a multi-billion-dollar project when alternatives such as public
transport are available. Not only the financial costs, but the loss of dozens of mature trees, the
destruction of the pathways and wetlands and importantly the ongoing negative health impacts with
extra traffic, pollution and reduced walkability to what is currently a pleasant suburban area.

Issues raised at the Parliamentary Inquiry into Westconnex are alarming; families have been forced
out of homes and residents have not been compensated for damaged property. We don’t want this
to be repeated with an F6.

In addition we object to the mere 35 days the community has had to write an objection to this.
| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

| further object:

#Tc; —VLQ loc\( o’D CGV\SU]’}H‘AL‘OV\ U-/:'Mr\ 'H,-Q

Cewrvne n]J—Y

Yours sincerely

Name: ’;‘r;‘l:f/\—) l’/féd’{ﬁr "
QRI¢dTn) LESMINS M5
29 16

Declaratiofi: | have not made any political donations in the last 2 years.
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Attn: Secretary, re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arncliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number SSI
17 _8931

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

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the Government is
serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

| object to 43 years of the tolls. This has been imposed on drivers as income for a private motorway owner,
Transurban. The fact that the toll is based on distance traveled disadvantages people who live further south and
west of the Sydney region.

The public are very aware that levels of in tunnel air pollution will reach very high concentrations; that background
levels of air pollution would increase around the stacks and tunnel entry points (portals); and an increase in
morbidity can be calculated. On this basis | strongly object to this failure in duty of care for public health, in favour of
short-term cost cutting.

| object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause, and the worsening of
climate change that will result. | fundamentally reject the proponents’ allegation that F6 will improve air quality and
reduce emissions. It beggars belief. Building and expanding motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce
traffic. No credible authority in the world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting
national greenhouse emissions.

| object that both the RMS and the tunnel proponents continue to deny the potential in these tunnels to use
progressive in-tunnel filtration to alleviate adverse conditions, choosing to misrepresent the costs and the potential
benefits of such systems.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks and portals are located near children’s schools and sports fields. This is a
failure of “duty of care”



| object to the WestConnex F6 Extension as it is instead of public transport improvements that Southern Sydney
desperately needs. The F6 extension is purely to feed more toll-paying traffic onto Transurban’s WestConnex.

Public transport is rejected by the EIS, so the state government is forcing us to use cars more when most major cities
in the world are trying to reduce the number of cars on the roads. We know this is to promote private road
operators' profits. | object to putting so much public funding to the cause of private profit. | ask that this project be
refused approval by the Secretary of Planning.

| object to the F6 extension. Building new roads is not the best way to deal with congestion in Australia’s biggest
cities. The standard response to addressing urban mobility issues has been to increase road infrastructure.
Unfortunately, this creates a vicious circle: more roads encourage urban sprawl, which increases the use of
motorcars. Adding roads is not necessarily the solution for the urban mobility challenges of today.

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel patterns which ignores
Inter-generational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and transport preferences. The WestConnex and
F6 is a concept from the 1950's, already outdated and represents a significant waste of public funds. | therefore
object to the F6 extension.

Scientific consensus is that high-emissions fossil fuel dependence is not sustainable and will inevitably lead to
serious social, environmental and economic problems. The Australian transport sector does not rank well on
efficiency and this carries significant costs. In Australia, rail transport has an important role to play when travelling
longer distances and for certain types of freight.

It is appalling that every homeowner across the WestConnex route is at the personal financial risk of having to repair
their own properties.

Already there are families reporting damage caused by WestConnex construction. The RMS ‘mitigate’ by blaming
“settlement” for the significant cracking now found in these homes and place the onus of proof back to the
homeowner. Although this action is unconscionable, the RMS then conceal detailed documents as requested by
homeowners independent engineers. The RMS have a track record for failing to “make good” the damage they have
caused and the Department of Planning are powerless to enforce compliance. Given that the F6 EIS states some land
subsidence from tunneling is expected causing tensile strain in the masonry on nearby homes, | must object to
infrastructure projects that fail to protect homeowners from unconscionable behaviour of the proponent.

| object that the impact of up to 40% of the existing M5 traffic is predicted to rat-run due to toll avoidance has not
been included in the traffic modelling of the Fé6.

The travel time “savings” of the F6 are underwhelming and short-lived. The social and environmental impacts
described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the
modelling, the actual impacts are likely to be even greater than those forecast.

2



The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete pollution stacks will be visually obtrusive. The
increased traffic volumes on surface roads will result in lower amenity with more noise pollution, more fear and
intimidation, increased crash risk etc. The increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and
surface roads will result in increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

Residents exposed to years of 24/7 high impact construction noise are denied, what had been previously committed
in the EIS, in-house noise attenuation as such noise is deemed “temporary”. Four years of noisy construction cannot
be regarded as “temporary”.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study should be rejected, as it
ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on people and the loss of community identity
and social connections. It is good access to public transport that supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful to mental
and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in livability because it promotes active forms of transport. Increasingly physically
inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and contribute to around 3.2 million preventable
deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70% of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise.

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more traffic is not a
contemporary urban plan. On this basis | reject the F6 in favour of investment in public transport.

We need more and better public transport to keep Sydney moving.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Yours sincerely,

Anne Newton

I s souci
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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI1 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

i

F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons: Scanning Room

Department of Plarinin
Received

17 DEC 133

The F6 toll-road is an outdated 1950s approach that will fail the mobility needs of a 21st century
Sydney.

I object to a transport “solution” that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won’t be party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I'd support any
development that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister
for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend
Brighton-Le-Sands primary, St Peters primary, McCallum'’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred

schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

Air quality (and resulting health impacts) once the tunnels are in operation was not assessed
with the inclusion of filtration, or other pollutant reduction measures, in the tunnel exhaust
stacks. As a result, the potential benefit to human health of including filtration has not been
objectively assessed.

In addition to providing potential physical and clinical benefits from reducing pollution
exposure, there are psychological health benefits that should also be taken into consideration
when evaluating the worth of installing pollution abatement measures.in the stacks.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on
people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of obesity
by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful
to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis I strongly reject the Fé in favour of
investment in public transport.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension
will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground.



St George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable.
Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these
will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or
only partially delivering promised urban repair.

I object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain of trucks
idling for long periods, trucks rat running through local streets, high impact machinery at night,
stated relief periods not adhered to, and / or the use of high pitch reverse beepers to no effect.
The Department of Planning is ineffectual in enforcing compliance.

We need adaptable, innovative and an affordable holistic transport model of multiple modes.
With 35% of Sydney’s real estate already devoted to roads and parking, it’s now time to turn our
attention to improving public transport. [ object to the F6 toll road as it perpetuates car
dependence and is the most inefficient way to move people and freight.

[ further object:

[ ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name..............

Address..........

Signature.......
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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

My submission objecting to the F6 Extension:

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 overwhelmingly
opposed by the great majority of submissions received in response to the Environmental
Impact Statements for the first three stages.

| object to 43 years of the tolls. This has been imposed on drivers as income for a private
motorway owner, Transurban. The fact that the toll is based on distance travelled
disadvantages people who live further south and west of the Sydney region. | further object
that the first exit from Kogarah is St Peters, which will impose two tolls — the F6 and M5. St
George residents who use the F6 would be dumped into an inner west traffic jam. This is not
an appropriate standard of transport planning.

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and
which cannot be verified by NSW EPA. | note that there will be an increase in dangerous
pollution in some areas close to the tollway portals and near roads with increased traffic. It
is not acceptable to me that a government should deliberately place the health of citizens in
jeopardy.

| particularly object to tollway portals and increased traffic being so close to local schools. |
note that fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and is particularly dangerous for the
lungs of growing children.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts
on people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to
public transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which
are harmful to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and
70% of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis | reject the F6 in favour of investment
in public transport.

| object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Communities have long
complained of many consecutive nights of high impact noise, yet are usually denied relief
housing or such relief is adhoc. A family down the road may receives alternate
accomodation, yet those nearer to construction does not.



Residents exposed to years of 24/7 high impact construction noise are denied, what had
been previously committed in the EIS, inhouse noise attenuation as such noise is deemed
“temporary”. Four years of noisy construction cannot be regarded as “temporary”.

The whole Westconnex system will increase greenhouse gas emission in Sydney at a time
when we should be doing all we can to reduce them. | am not convinced by a method of
analysis which does not look at alternatives but instead compares the F6 project against a
‘do nothing’ scenario to claim a reduction in greenhouse gas emissions.

In addtion, no credible authority in the world today would suggest that building huge urban
motorways is the solution to cutting national greenhouse emissions, or that increasses in
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) would somehow result in a net reducton in greenhoouse
gas emissions. Yet this is exactly what the proponent is claiming in this EIS. | object to this
flawed analysis.

| object that the details of the Transurban acquisition is hidden from the public. There is little
doubt that cosy deals struck by Transurban would include “no compete” clauses. Such
clauses mean that improvements in our public transport system will be stymied until 2060,
when Transurban’s lucrative toll concessions expire.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name......

Address...

Email.......

Signature
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My reasons for objection to the F6 Extension:

000414-M00002

| object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause,
and the worsening of climate change that will result. | fundamentally reject the proponents’
allegation that F6 will improve air quality and reduce emissions. It beggars belief. Building
and expanding motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce traffic. No credible
authority in the world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting

national greenhouse emissions.

Over dependence on cars has been
identified as a growing problem in Australian
cities including Sydney because of its
negative impacts on society, economy and
environment. Some negative impacts
include: e Environmental (such as urban
sprawl, smog and air pollution) e Economic
(from providing urban infrastructure across a
more dispersed geographical area) and e
Social (including isolation, economic
stratification of areas and reduced access to
public services).

Whole communities are being disastrously
impacted by this project. The social impact
study should be rejected, as it ignores well
established evidence of the significant
negative impacts on people and the loss of
community identity and social connections.
It is good access to public transport that
supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing
dependence on driving. Each hour spent
driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a
major source of urban air pollution and
noise, which are harmful to mental and
physical health.

The air quality assessment has not
predicted concentrations of air pollutants on
elevated receptors. Experience elsewhere
shows that higher concentrations of air
pollutants will be experienced by receptors
that are elevated above the ground when
emissions occur from an elevated emission
source. For example, the upper floors of a
multi-storey building may receive higher
concentrations of air pollutants from a stack
or vent than are experienced at ground
level. No justification is provided for this
omission, which is particularly significant
given the number of multi-storey buildings
that already exist in the area, and the high
number of medium-to-high rise
developments planned.

| object to a transport solution that involves
unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to
schools, homes and kids sports fields. | find
is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob
Stokes stated “I won't be party to putting
stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell
that I'd support any development that would
put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents
at risk”, yet when Minister for Planning, he
approved the M4 and M5. Why aren't the
thousands of children that attend Brighton-
Le-Sands primary St Peters primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier
Catholic primary and many other schools
and day care centres exposed to




dangerous pollution worth the small cost of
stack filtration?

Whole communities are being disastrously
impacted by this project. The social impact
study should be rejected, as it ignores well
established evidence of the significant
negative impacts on people and the loss of
community identity and social connections.
It is good access to public transport that
supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing
dependence on driving. Each hour spent
driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a
major source of urban air pollution and
noise, which are harmful to mental and
physical health.

The business case for the project for the
first three stages has failed to take 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

Many residents will experience noise during
construction and operation at unsafe levels
that can damage health. | object to the lack
of information about mitigation, particularly
in light of the unlivable conditions imposed
on residents of Haberfield, Ashfield, St
Peters and Arncliffe right now.

No credible authority in the world today
would suggest that building huge urban
motorways is the solution to cutting national
greenhouse emissions, or that increasses
in vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) would
somehow result in a net reducton in
greenhoouse gas emissions. Yet this is
exactly what the proponent is claiming in
this EIS. | object to this flawed analysis.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Email.............

Signature......
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My submission objecting to the F6 Extension:

There has been no authentic consideration for alternatives, in particular a major expansion of
commuter rail transport. The Department of Planning should reject this inadequate EIS and
conduct a full investigation into the flawed processes that have led to already massive expenditure
on privatised toll roads. | object to a proposal that is so out of step with contemporary urban
planning.

It is stated in the EIS (V1a) that travel patterns are changing, with the usage of public transport
increasing greater than population growth. The trend of a modern commuting population is that
driving is declining, particularly for under 30's replaced by public transport and ride share as key
travel modes. It’s no coincidence that the use of public transport is greater in LGA’s where
connected and frequent options are available, compared to LGA’s with high car use where public
transport has a poor service of frequency, lower levels of access and longer travel times. It is false,
therefore, to claim that people prefer to drive, when for most, there is no choice.

Yet, the EIS later contradicts this fact with the statement “demand for mobility by road travel is
forecast to continue to grow”. Given that it is public transport usage that is growing at a much
faster rate, why has this more efficient option been precluded from an in-depth analysis?

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel patterns
which ignores Intergenerational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and transport
preferences. The WestConnex and Fé is a concept from the 1950s, already outdated and represents
a significant waste of public funds. | therefore object to the F6 extension.
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The EIS indicates that the pond at Bicentennial Park will be eradicated if this project goes ahead.
Murray River short neck turtles inhabit this pond and that birds such as Spoonbills and Great Egrets
are feeding here. This loss of habitat is unacceptable ot a time when biodiversity across the world is
declining.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension will
include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground. St
George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable. Although
Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these will occur as
envisioned, WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or only partially
delivering promised urban repair.

| object to the F6 as it poses a real risk for public health. All vehicles, particularly diesel, emit
dangerous substances which contribute to a worsening of overall air quality in the Sydney Basin. As
the dangers of air pollution become more and more evident, it is a failue in our Government’s ‘duty
of care’ to be proposing infrastructure that encourages more vehicle use.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity of
school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration systems in
urban tunnels. | object to the false reassurances by the project team using engineering jargon and
quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case scenario guesses.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name...........
Address.......
Email............

Signature....
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| object to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

| object to the WestConnex — F6 Extension is it is an unsustainable transport plan from the 1950s.
Many contemporary cities are now pulling down their inner city motorways and replacing with more
efficient active and public transport solutions. Why is Sydney so out of step with the modern world?

The social and environmental impacts described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any
benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the modelling, the actual impacts are likely to be even
greater than those forecast. The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete
pollution stacks will be visually obtrusive. The increased traffic volumes on surface roads will result
in lower amenity (more noise pollution, more fear and intimidation, increased crash risk etc. The
increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and surface roads will result in
increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity of
school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration systems in
urban tunnels. | object to the false reassurances by the project team using engineering jargon and
quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case scenario guesses.

I am very concerned that a federally funded National Health and Medical Research Council have
commented on how difficult it was to obtain data about some Australian tunnels.

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the
Government is serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

| object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. When residents try to use these
mechanisms to raise concerns, they often find themselves blocked. It is frustratingly difficult to hold
the RMS and its contractors accountable for their actions. WestConnex aim to reduce complaints to
nil. Not by acting and resolving issues, but by inaction hoping residents would give up. WestConnex
rely on complaint fatigue to conclude “complaints are down, therefore issue fixed”.

| object to this massive waste of our public funds. We can never provide enough road capacity to cater
for the huge latent demand for car travel in a highly populated and fast-growing city. Investing in urban
road expansion to ‘fix congestion’ is essentially a huge waste and based on unsound economic
reasoning. We need more and better public transport alternatives, which will also benefit those that
need to drive.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension will
include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground. St
George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable. Although
Bayside Council is hoping for possible scraps to replace lost community assets it is unlikely these will



occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or only
partially delivering promised urban repair.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits
they bring. Any time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban
freeways induces additional car travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life
and health of residents, as well as those who use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and
exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

More and more cities around the world are coming to this realization and demolishing their freeways,
not building new ones. Why is the NSW Government so completely out of step with contemporary
transport solutions?

| object that the sole purpose of the F6 is to feed more traffic onto the WestConnex M5. Leaked
documents reveal that Transurban, having recently acquired 51% of WestConnex, will reap millions
in compensation payments if the F6 is not built. This is not transport planning. This is handing over
public money to private corporations.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse apprO\TéT for this project.

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

Name...............

Address...........
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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services
Department of Planning and Environment
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My objection to the F6 Extension:

| object to the F6 Extension as there were many issues raised by witnesses at the Parliamentary
Inquiry into Westconnex Impacts that makes me very concerned:

That families across the Westconnex route are reporting being forced from their homes with
compensation significantly less than market value.

That despite reassurances, the RMS are not compensating families for damaged property.

That Westconnex and the F6 extension is instead of the public transport initiatives that had been
originally devised by transport experts for the NSW Transport Master Plan in 2012.

That unfiltered exhaust stacks, that are dangerous to our health, are located near schools, homes
and sportsfields. | consider not filtering the stack is due to cost cutting and is not world best practice.

That the promise of sharing air quality data with schools has not occurred. St Peters and Haberfield
primary schools are an example where children are exposed to very high levels of pollution, but no-
one thought to tell the parents.

That mitigation measures to reduce the impact on sensitive receivers is poorly managed.
That resident complaints are ignored or the severity is watered down.

That the promised in-house noise attenuation has turned out to be a protracted sitution for many
families.

That the promise of urban repair on completion is either not completed, or completed only in part.

That travel time savings of a few minutes will be quickly eroded by induced traffic, yet the
community has lost valueable parks, endured years of construction, and will be exposed to higher
levels of traffic pollution.

That the community information sessions do not supply the detailed information residents need.

That the Department of Planning seems unwilling or unable to enforce compliance to the
Conditions of Approval, which has left communities unprotected.

Furthermore, | object to the F6 extension for the following reasons:

That the F6 extension details are only being released to the public in stages, making it difficult to
evaluate the long-term impact on my community.

That the Government had issued a cabinet direction to Transport NSW to ignore rail improvements
as an alternative. Leaked documents reveal that improving the lllawarra rail line would move ten
times the volume of people than the Fé toll-road, at a fraction of the cost.



That the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS is insufficient. If
the Government is serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90
days.

That the public have been locked out of any meaningful conversation on how we want our
transport network shaped. For decades our rail system has suffered serious under-investment, yet
this is our best way to reduce congestion on our roads by giving commuters an alternative and thus
revitalise urban environments.

That NSW Infrastructure should be more focused towards the car dependency issues with strategies
and policies that should strive to improve pedestrian, cyclist aond public transport connections,
accessibility and permeability within and between activity centres and other parts of the municipality
by providing direct and legible travel pathways and functional multi-modal interchanges to enable
people to reach their destinations with ease, efficiency and in comfort.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits
they bring. Any time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban
freeways induces additional car travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of
life and health of residents, as well as those who use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and
exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please ireterde / exclude 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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My objection to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

I object to the F6 extension. Multiple 4-year WestConnex stages on the communities of
Arncliffe through to Kogarah falls into the realm of unacceptable and unreasonable oppression
of local communities. The lived experience at Arncliffe, Haberfield, and St Peters has
demonstrated that the current approval processes, based around impacts of short term projects
should not apply.

If a governmen has "state significant infrastructure” that it wishes te construet, it should not
throw out the rule book and allow normal regulations that control such industrial work in the
every-day world to be ignored. In fact, the rules for a decade long intrusion into people's lives
need to be more thorough, better regulated and more closely monitored and enforced. In
addition to construction fatigue, there is also complaint fatigue.

The experience residents have, when they have legitimate complaints about dust, noise or
other, is one of slow response and often no response. If the communication team is pushed, the
team member is often irritated by the complaint (as they cannot do anything about it). The
most common response is a cut and paste email that states that the EPL licence allows such
unreasonable noise or other intrusion. On this basis I object to the F6 extension.

The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real risk of damage to
homes due to settlement (ground movement). There is no mitigation provided for this risk.
Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the Government's expense. However, RMS
already have a track record for denying significant cracking in people’s homes was caused by
construction, putting the blame on “settlement” or “drought”. Given that many homes have
stood the test of time for half a century or more, surviving decades of previous droughts, these
excuses are not acceptable. 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
is already leading 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 their property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

It is unacceptable that every homeowner across the WestConnex route is at the personal
financial risk of having to repair their own properties. I am also concerned that the Department
of Planning is not fulfilling their governance role of enforcing compliance on the RMS to “make
good” damages to homes. On this basis, the F6 cannot proceed.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts
on people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by

reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of



obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are

harmful to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise.

I object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity
of school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration
systems in urban tunnels. I object to the false reassurances by the project team using
engineering jargon and quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case

scenario guesses.

I object to the increase in emissions WestConney, including the F6 extension, will cause, and
the worsening of climate change that will result. I fundamentally reject the proponents’
allegation that F6 will improve air quality and reduce emissions. Building and expanding
motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce traffic. No credible authority in the
world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting national

greenhouse emissions.

| further object:
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| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please include / exclude 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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My objection to the F6 Extension.

The F6 toll-road extension will fail everyone, especially those that need to drive.

We already devote 35% of Sydney’s real estate to roads and parking, which is on par with other
cities. Yet more is never enough. Where we differ from contemporary cities is that our public
transport system has been largely neglected for decades. We need to focus on expanding our
public transport networks to cope with the growing population, now, not in 20 years time.

The most efficient way to accommodate the transport and accessibility needs of a growing
population is through mass transit and better land use-transport integration. Urban motorways
are a very inefficient way of moving people around. A single traffic lane can transport a
maximum of only 2700 people per hour (in ideal conditions); a single railway line can transport
24,000 people per hour. It is preposterous that given our rail system is at capacity that this
wasn’t considered the highest priority to invest our public funds. I object to the F6 extension, as

it is rail, not tolls we critically need.

It is even stated in the EIS (V1a) that travel patterns are changing, with the usage of public
transport increasing greater than population growth. The trend of a modern commuting
population is that driving is declining, particularly for under 30’s replaced by public transport
and ride share as key travel modes. It’s no coincidence that the use of public transport is greater
in LGA’s where connected and frequent options are available, compared to LGA’s with high car
use where public transport has a poor service of frequency, lower levels of access and longer
travel times. It is false, therefore, to claim that people prefer to drive, when for most, there is no

choice.

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel
patterns which ignores Intergenerational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and
transport preferences. The WestConnex and F6 is a concept from the 1950s, already outdated
and represents a significant waste of public funds. I therefore object to the F6 extension.

The original objectives of the WestConnex project specified improving road and freight access
to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. We now have the proposals for four stages and the
Sydney Gateway to the airport and port Botany are not included in any of them. The community
is asked to support this proposal based on more unfunded projects, based on "artistic"

impressions.

The movement of freight from Port Botany has long been a problem. Given that a key objective
was to “remove trucks from local roads” I find it absurd that Port Botany was privatised in 2013

with a “no compete” clause. This means Newcastle Port is unable to expand its capacity and



reduce freight coming into Sydney. I object to the F6 toll-road. The public expects a better
standard of transport planning than this.

It is disingenuous to justify building more toll-roads with the claim that road transport will be
the dominant travel choice for the next 20 years. 90% of those that work in the CBD travel by
public transport, and why wouldn’t you, when many direct options are available to commuters.
Those that work in the Southern Industrial area or travel a north or south route have limited
choices or are required to change mode multiple times. The latent demand for good public
transport has been witnessed many times. The Dulwich Hill light rail needed an additional go
services per week to cope with demand. The Mascot and Green Square stations had a 70%

increase in patronage once the station fares were reduced to standard pricing.

The travel survey results also reveal that 50% of those that do drive would use public transport
if reasonable options were available to them. We need a reduction of only 10% to reduce road

congestion, as witnessed every school holidays.

This predict and provide approach to transport planning has been a failure, and is being
abandoned by advanced nations. In a city of 5 million people, we can never provide enough
road capacity to enable everyone to live as far from work as they like, and drive wherever and
whenever they like in free-flowing traffic. More Toll roads for the Transurban monopoly is not
the answer. The public deserve a smarter approach which is more and better public transport

“to get Sydney moving again”

| further object:
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| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please include / exclude 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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My objection to the F6 Extension.

The F6 toll-road extension will fail everyone, especially those that need to drive.

We already devote 35% of Sydney’s real estate to roads and parking, which is on par with other
cities. Yet more is never enough. Where we differ from contemporary cities is that our public
transport system has been largely neglected for decades. We need to focus on expanding our
public transport networks to cope with the growing population, now, not in 20 years time.

The most efficient way to accommodate the transport and accessibility needs of a growing
population is through mass transit and better land use-transport integration. Urban motorways
are a very inefficient way of moving people around. A single traffic lane can transport a
maximum of only 2700 people per hour (in ideal conditions); a single railway line can transport
24,000 people per hour. It is preposterous that given our rail system is at capacity that this
wasn’t considered the highest priority to invest our public funds. I object to the F6 extension, as
it is rail, not tolls we critically need.

It is even stated in the EIS (V1a) that travel patterns are changing, with the usage of public
transport increasing greater than population growth. The trend of a modern commuting
population is that driving is declining, particularly for under 30’s replaced by public transport
and ride share as key travel modes. It’s no coincidence that the use of public transport is greater
in LGA’s where connected and frequent options are available, compared to LGA’s with high car
use where public transport has a poor service of frequency, lower levels of access and longer
travel times. It is false, therefore, to claim that people prefer to drive, when for most, there is no
choice.

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel
patterns which ignores Intergenerational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and
transport preferences. The WestConnex and F6 is a concept from the 1950s, already outdated
and represents a significant waste of public funds. I therefore object to the F6 extension.

The original objectives of the WestConnex project specified improving road and freight access
to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. We now have the proposals for four stages and the
Sydney Gateway to the airport and port Botany are not included in any of them. The community
is asked to support this proposal based on more unfunded projects, based on "artistic"
impressions.

The movement of freight from Port Botany has long been a problem. Given that a key objective
was to “remove trucks from local roads” I find it absurd that Port Botany was privatised in 2013
with a “no compete” clause. This means Newcastle Port is unable to expand its capacity and
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reduce freight coming into Sydney. I object to the F6 toll-road. The public expects a better
standard of transport planning than this.

It is disingenuous to justify building more toll-roads with the claim that road transport will be
the dominant travel choice for the next 20 years. 90% of those that work in the CBD travel by
public transport, and why wouldn’t you, when many direct options are available to commuters.
Those that work in the Southern Industrial area or travel a north or south route have limited
choices or are required to change mode multiple times. The latent demand for good public
transport has been witnessed many times. The Dulwich Hill light rail needed an additional go
services per week to cope with demand. The Mascot and Green Square stations had a 70%

increase in patronage once the station fares were reduced to standard pricing.

The travel survey results also reveal that 50% of those that do drive would use public transport
if reasonable options were available to them. We need a reduction of only 10% to reduce road

congestion, as witnessed every school holidays.

This predict and provide approach to transport planning has been a failure, and is being
abandoned by advanced nations. In a city of 5 million people, we can never provide enough
road capacity to enable everyone to live as far from work as they like, and drive wherever and
whenever they like in free-flowing traffic. More Toll roads for the Transurban monopoly is not
the answer. The public deserve a smarter approach which is more and better public transport

“to ‘cjet Sydney moving again”

| further nhiect:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please include / exclude 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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My objection to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

I object to the F6 extension. Multiple 4-year WestConnex stages on the communities of
Arncliffe through to Kogarah falls into the realm of unacceptable and unreasonable oppression
of local communities. The lived experience at Arncliffe, Haberfield, and St Peters has
demonstrated that the current approval processes, based around impacts of short term projects

should not apply.

If a government has "state significant infrastructure" that it wishes to construct, it should not
throw out the rule book and allow normal regulations that control such industrial work in the
every-day world to be ignored. In fact, the rules for a decade long intrusion into people's lives
need to be more thorough, better regulated and more closely monitored and enforced. In
addition to construction fatigue, there is also complaint fatigue.

The experience residents have, when they have legitimate complaints about dust, noise or
other, is one of slow response and often no response. If the communication team is pushed, the
team member is often irritated by the complaint (as they cannot do anything about it). The
most common response is a cut and paste email that states that the EPL licence allows such
unreasonable noise or other intrusion. On this basis I object to the F6 extension.

The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real risk of damage to
homes due to settlement (ground movement). There is no mitigation provided for this risk.
Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the Government's expense. However, RMS
already have a track record for denying significant cracking in people’s homes was caused by
construction, putting the blame on “settlement” or “drought”. Given that many homes have
stood the test of time for half a century or more, surviving decades of previous droughts, these
excuses are not acceptable. 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
is already leading 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 their property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

It is unacceptable that every homeowner across the WestConnex route is at the personal
financial risk of having to repair their own properties. I am also concerned that the Department
of Planning is not fulfilling their governance role of enforcing compliance on the RMS to “make

good” damages to homes. On this basis, the F6 cannot proceed.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts
on people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by

reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of
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obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are

harmful to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise.

I object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity
of school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration
systems in urban tunnels. I object to the false reassurances by the project team using
engineering jargon and quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case

scenario guesses.

I object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause, and
the worsening of climate change that will result. I fundamentally reject the proponents’
allegation that F6 will improve air quality and reduce emissions. Building and expanding
motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce traffic. No credible authority in the
world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting national

greenhouse emissions.

| further abject:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

SN ATMANN




Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

| object to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

We can never provide enough road capacity to cater for the huge latent demand for
car travel in a highly populated and fast-growing city. Investing in urban road
expansion to ‘fix congestion’ is essentially a huge waste, and should not be built.

We know that urban freeways give a negative return on investment — Sydney’s Cross
City Tunnel and Lane Cove Tunnel are prime examples. WestConnex will be no
different. | object that public funds have been placed at such a risk.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the
provisional benefits they bring. Any time savings and reductions in congestion will be
short lived, because building urban freeways induces additional car travel demand.
Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life and health of residents, as well
as those who use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and exposed to high
concentrations of air toxins.

The F6 EIS predicts that by 2036 the St Peter's Interchange will be a carpark,
particularly in morning peak where queuing into the new M5 mainline tunnel is
anticipated. Inner West communities will be exposed to near a decade of construction,
for no public gain. The roads are congested in the time it takes to build.

| object to the overall WestConnex including the F6 Extension as it is an
unsustainable transport plan from the 1950s. Many contemporary cities are now
pulling down their inner city motorways and replacing with more efficient active and
public transport solutions. Why is Sydney so out of step with the modern world?

Public transport is rejected by the EIS so the state government is forcing us to use
cars more when most major cities in the world are trying to reduce the number of
cars on the roads. We know this is to promote private road operators' profits. | object
to putting so much public funding to the cause of private profit.

WestConnex have a track record of not mitigating awful living conditions imposed on
communities. The experience residents have is a cut and paste email that states that
the EPS licenses allows such unreasonable noise or other intrusion. The Dept. of

Planning, who have the role of governance, are incapable of enforcing adherence to
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their Conditions of Approval. Given the lack of protection afforded to residents, |
object to the F6 extension that will simply dump more traffic into the Inner West.

The major problem is that the public transport services have not been increased as a
result of high car ownership and car ownership has not decreased because public
transport has not been improved. This causes car dependence because there are
limited affordable or available public transport options to keep the public moving,
particularly to the West and South. Sydney needs transport options that are affordable
and available.

For the 40 years from 1970 over 120 kms of motorway had been constructed, much
of it financed by the private sector and funded through tolls, while only 14 km of rail
line has been provided. Although the construction of a motorway network was
appropriate to support freight and commercial traffic, the failure to provide a
complementary public transport network means that traffic on these motorways will
reach capacity much more quickly and they will then play a much less effective role in
supporting the regional economy (WSROC, 2008), as we have witnessed many times
over.

Very little information about NSW government contracts for the entire WestCONnex
project is available to the public, including the Transurban contract to buy 51% of
Sydney Motorway Corporation. | am particularly concerned, that given Transurban’s
reputation for aggressive negotiations we can expect deals like “no compete”
clauses. Such clauses will stymie any meaningful investment in our public transport
system until 2060 when Transurban'’s right to toll expires. On this basis | object.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please include / exclude 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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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Department of Planning and Environment
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GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

| object to WestConnex and the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

Health is a human right, a vital resource for everyday life, and key factor in sustainability. Health equity
and inequity do not exist in isolation from the conditions that underpin people’s health. The health status
of all people is impacted by the social, cultural, political, environmental and economic determinants of
health. Specific focus on these determinants is necessary to reduce the unfair and unjust effects of

conditions of living that cause poor health and disease.

A key impact on human health is that such intrusive construction contributes to stress and anxiety for
residents is the sense of loss of control of your own environment. The WestConnex project has been
imposed on communities and consistently intrudes into everyday (and night) life, by disrupting sleep,
leisure and recreation. It can have many physiological and psychological impacts. The decade long
intrusion into the lives of ordinary people at Arncliffe, St Peters, Haberfield, Kingsgrove and
proposed for St George, without remit or mitigation is oppressive and discriminatory. WestConnex
project teams across the route have handled stress and anxiety issues poorly. On this basis I object to
the F6 extension.

Building new roads is not the best way to deal with congestion in Australia’s biggest cities. The standard
response to addressing urban mobility issues has been to increase road infrastructure. Unfortunately,
this creates a vicious circle: more roads encourage urban sprawl, which increases the use of motorcars.
Adding roads is not necessarily the solution for the urban mobility challenges of today.

Scientific consensus is that high-emissions fossil fuel dependence is not sustainable and will
inevitably lead to serious social, environmental and economic problems. The Australian transport
sector does not rank well on efficiency and this carries significant costs. In Australia, rail transport has
an important role to play when travelling longer distances and for certain types of freight.

Concentrating business and recreational opportunities in one part of a city has led to congestion and
high house prices, creating “transport poverty” in suburban and remote regions.

“There does come a point where you can’t simply keep putting more and more cars on the road or use
trucks, which of course are mostly diesel, to deliver freight,” Australia’s former chief scientist, lan
Chubb.

“There does come a point where traffic congestion becomes so great that cities grind to a halt and
pollution particles ... make residents chronically ill,” he continued. “Some experts say that we’re
starting to reach that tipping point in urban mobility and urgent action is needed.”

Car dependencies on cars add to obesity and other health problems, a cost not included in the cost /
benefit analysis for WestConnex.



There is already more than sufficient capacity along our road corridors to cater for all the essential
vehicle travel, particularly if alternative strategies such as demand management and public transport
investment are implemented. Improving the Illawarra passenger and freight lines would increase
commuter capacity 10 times more than the F6, at a fraction of the cost, and reduce the traffic volumes
coming into the Inner West.

[ object to a transport solution that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools, homes
and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I won’t be
party to putting stacks near kids™. “There is no way in hell that I’d support any development that
would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister for Planning, he
approved the M4 and the M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend Brighton-Le-Sands
primary school, St Peters primary school, McCallum’s Hill primary school, Haberfield primary
school, Arncliffe primary school, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary school (being just a fraction of
the schools & day care centres) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack
filtration?

I object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and which cannot
be verified by NSW EPA. I note that there will be an increase in dangerous pollution in some areas
close to the tollway portals and near roads with increased traffic. It is not acceptable to me that a
government should deliberately place the health of citizens in jeopardy.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

RIS P R R
Lo R EST . LoV ET S
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My submission objecting to the F6 Extension:

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 overwhelmingly
opposed by the great majority of submissions received in response to the Environmental
Impact Statements for the first three stages.

| object to 43 years of the tolls. This has been imposed on drivers as income for a private
motorway owner, Transurban. The fact that the toll is based on distance travelled
disadvantages people who live further south and west of the Sydney region. | further object
that the first exit from Kogarah is St Peters, which will impose two tolls — the F6 and M5. St
George residents who use the F6 would be dumped into an inner west traffic jam. This is not
an appropriate standard of transport planning.

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and
which cannot be verified by NSW EPA. | note that there will be an increase in dangerous
pollution in some areas close to the toliway portals and near roads with increased traffic. It
is not acceptable to me that a government should deliberately place the health of citizens in
jeopardy.

| particularly object to tollway portals and increased traffic being so close to local schools. |
note that fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and is particularly dangerous for the
lungs of growing children.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts
on people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to
public transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which
are harmful to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and
70% of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis | reject the F6 in favour of investment
in public transport.

| object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Communities have long
complained of many consecutive nights of high impact noise, yet are usually denied relief
housing or such relief is adhoc. A family down the road may receives alternate
accomodation, yet those nearer to construction does not.



Residents exposed to years of 24/7 high impact construction noise are denied, what had
been previously committed in the EIS, inhouse noise attenuation as such noise is deemed
“temporary”. Four years of noisy construction cannot be regarded as “temporary”.

The whole Westconnex system will increase greenhouse gas emission in Sydney at a time
when we should be doing all we can to reduce them. | am not convinced by a method of
analysis which does not look at alternatives but instead compares the F6 project against a
‘do nothing’ scenario to claim a reduction in greenhouse gas emissions.

In addtion, no credible authority in the world today would suggest that building huge urban
motorways is the solution to cutting national greenhouse emissions, or that increasses in
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) would somehow result in a net reducton in greenhoouse
gas emissions. Yet this is exactly what the proponent is claiming in this EIS. | object to this
flawed analysis.

| object that the details of the Transurban acquisition is hidden from the public. There is little
doubt that cosy deals struck by Transurban would include “no compete” clauses. Such
clauses mean that improvements in our public transport system will be stymied until 2060,
when Transurban’s lucrative toll concessions expire.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Signatu
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Attention Director

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

My objection to the F6 Extension:

| object to the WestConnex project, including the F6 Extension Stage 1, on the basis that it will not
meet its contrived core objectives, such as taking traffic off local roads, and ask that the Minister for
Planning reject the F6 Extension.

| object to the lack of transparency and that these stages are progressively announced. This is
particularly relevant to communities like Arncliffe, St Peters and Kogarah who are / will be impacted
by cumulative projects without all information available, making it difficult to evaluate the long term
impact.

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the
Government is serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.
There was no genuine community consultation for the F6. Information sessions that were staffed by
poorly informed consultants might “tick the box” but it does not amount to community consultation.

Multiple 4-year WestConnex stages on the communities of Arncliffe through to Kogarah falls into the
realm of unacceptable and unreasonable oppression of local communities. The lived experience at
Arncliffe, Haberfield, and St Peters has demonstrated that the current approval processes, based
around impacts of short term projects should not apply.

| object to the failure of the Sydney Motorway Corporation to publicly reveal the peer review of the
traffic model and their consistent failure to reveal the assumptions on which it is based so
independent traffic planners can test its results.

There is already more than sufficient capacity along our road corridors to cater for all the essential
vehicle travel, particularly if alternative strategies such as demand management and public transport
investment are implemented. Improving the lllawarra passenger and freight lines would increase
commuter capacity 10 times more than the F6, at a fraction of the cost.

The project has a high financial risk. The flaws and optimistic assumptions in the traffic modelling
mean that toll revenue is likely to be significantly lower than forecast. AECOM has a history of
providing over-optimistic traffic forecasts for toll roads, resulting in previous financial failures (e.g.,
Clem7).

The decision not to benchmark the cost of the toll road against the cost of rail solutions represents a
serious and significant shortcoming of the F6 Extension EIS and Business Case. It is not acceptable
that a range of design and location options were considered, but only in the context of a tolled and
untolled road-based solution. This does not comply with the SEARS.



There has been no authentic consideration for alternatives, in particular a major expansion of
commuter rail transport. The Department of Planning should reject this inadequate EIS and conduct
a full investigation into the flawed processes that have led to already massive expenditure on
privatised toll roads. | object to a proposal that is so out of step with contemporary urban planning.

| object to a transport solution that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. | find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won’t be party to putting stacks near kids. There is no way in hell that I'd support any development
that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when he was the Minister for
Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend Brighton-
Le-Sands primary school, St Peters primary, McCallum’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary, Arncliffe
primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred schools) exposed
to dangerous pollution not worth the small cost of stack filtration?

| object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain their homes are
starting to crack from either vibration or groundwater drawdown. The RMS fail to protect, mitigate
or make good damage caused to homes, placing the onus on homeowners the signifcant expense to
prove that home damage is due to construction. All the while denying access to detailed vibration
and geotechnical documuments. This is unconsciounable conduct and a breach of duty of care by
both RMS and the Deparatment of Planning.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name...
Address

Email....

Signatu
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Attention Director

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number 551 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

My objection to the F6 Extension:

| object to the F6 Extension as there were many issues raised by witnesses ot the Parliamentary
Inquiry into Westconnex Impacts that makes me very concerned:

That families across the Westconnex route are reporting being forced from their homes with
compensation significantly less than market value.

That despite reassurances, the RMS are not compensating families for damaged property.

That Westconnex and the Fé6 extension is instead of the public transport initiatives that had been
originally devised by transport experts for the NSW Transport Master Plan in 2012.

That unfiltered exhaust stacks, that are dangerous to our health, are located near schools, homes
and sportsfields. | consider not filtering the stack is due to cost cutting and is not world best practice.

That the promise of sharing air quality data with schools has not occurred. St Peters and Haberfield
primary schools are an example where children are exposed to very high levels of pollution, but no-
one thought to tell the parents.

That mitigation measures to reduce the impact on sensitive receivers is poorly managed.
That resident complaints are ignored or the severity is watered down.

That the promised in-house noise attenuation has turned out to be a protracted sitution for many
families.

That the promise of urban repair on completion is either not completed, or completed only in part.

That travel time savings of a few minutes will be quickly eroded by induced traffic, yet the
community has lost valueable parks, endured years of construction, and will be exposed to higher
levels of traffic pollution.

That the community information sessions do not supply the detailed information residents need.

That the Department of Planning seems unwilling or unable to enforce compliance to the
Conditions of Approval, which has left communities unprotected.

Furthermore, | object to the F6 extension for the following reasons:

That the F6 extension details are only being released to the public in stages, making it difficult to
evaluate the long-term impact on my community.

That the Government had issued a cabinet direction to Transport NSW to ignore rail improvements
as an alternative. Leaked documents reveal that improving the lllawarra rail line would move ten
times the volume of people than the F6 toll-road, at a fraction of the cost.



That the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS is insufficient. If
the Government is serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90
days.

That the public have been locked out of any meaningful conversation on how we want our
transport network shaped. For decades our rail system has suffered serious under-investment, yet
this is our best way to reduce congestion on our roads by giving commuters an alternative and thus
revitalise urban environments.

That NSW Infrastructure should be more focused towards the car dependency issues with strategies
and policies that should strive to improve pedestrian, cyclist and public transport connections,
accessibility and permeability within and between activity centres and other parts of the municipality
by providing direct and legible travel pathways and functional multi-modal interchanges to enable
people to reach their destinations with ease, efficiency and in comfort.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits
they bring. Any time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban
freeways induces additional car travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of
life and health of residents, as well as those who use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and
exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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




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

My reasons for objection to the F6 Extension:

000420-M00003

| object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause,
and the worsening of climate change that will result. | fundamentally reject the proponents’
allegation that F6 will improve air quality and reduce emissions. It beggars belief. Building
and expanding motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce traffic. No credible
authority in the world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting

national greenhouse emissions.

Over dependence on cars has been
identified as a growing problem in Australian
cities including Sydney because of its
negative impacts on society, economy and
environment. Some negative impacts
include: e Environmental (such as urban
sprawl, smog and air pollution) e Economic
(from providing urban infrastructure across a
more dispersed geographical area) and e
Social (including isolation, economic
stratification of areas and reduced access to
public services).

Whole communities are being disastrously
impacted by this project. The social impact
study should be rejected, as it ignores well
established evidence of the significant
negative impacts on people and the loss of
community identity and social connections.
It is good access to public transport that
supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing
dependence on driving. Each hour spent
driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a
major source of urban air pollution and
noise, which are harmful to mental and
physical health.

The air quality assessment has not
predicted concentrations of air pollutants on
elevated receptors. Experience elsewhere
shows that higher concentrations of air
pollutants will be experienced by receptors
that are elevated above the ground when
emissions occur from an elevated emission
source. For example, the upper floors of a
multi-storey building may receive higher
concentrations of air pollutants from a stack
or vent than are experienced at ground
level. No justification is provided for this
omission, which is particularly significant
given the number of multi-storey buildings
that already exist in the area, and the high
number of medium-to-high rise
developments planned.

| object to a transport solution that involves
unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to
schools, homes and kids sports fields. | find
is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob
Stokes stated “l won'’t be party to putting
stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell
that I'd support any development that would
put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents
at risk”, yet when Minister for Planning, he
approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the
thousands of children that attend Brighton-
Le-Sands primary St Peters primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier
Catholic primary and many other schools
and day care centres exposed to




dangerous pollution worth the small cost of
stack filtration?

Whole communities are being disastrously
impacted by this project. The social impact
study should be rejected, as it ignores well
established evidence of the significant
negative impacts on people and the loss of
community identity and social connections.
It is good access to public transport that
supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing
dependence on driving. Each hour spent
driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a
major source of urban air pollution and
noise, which are harmful to mental and
physical health.

The business case for the project for the
first three stages has failed to take 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

Many residents will experience noise during
construction and operation at unsafe levels
that can damage health. | object to the lack
of information about mitigation, particularly
in light of the unlivable conditions imposed
on residents of Haberfield, Ashfield, St
Peters and Arncliffe right now.

No credible authority in the world today
would suggest that building huge urban
motorways is the solution to cutting national
greenhouse emissions, or that increasses
in vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) would
somehow result in a net reducton in
greenhoouse gas emissions. Yet this is
exactly what the proponent is claiming in
this EIS. | object to this flawed analysis.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please ir% / exclude my personal information when publishing this submission to your

website

Name....

Address

Signatur

claration: | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.
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My objection to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

I object to the F6 extension. Multiple 4-year WestConnex stages on the communities of
Arncliffe through to Kogarah falls into the realm of unacceptable and unreasonable oppression
of local communities. The lived experience at Arncliffe, Haberfield, and St Peters has
demonstrated that the current approval processes, based around impacts of short term projects

should not apply.

If a government has "state significant infrastructure” that it wishes to construct, it should not
throw out the rule book and allow normal regulations that control such industrial work in the
every-day world to be ignored. In fact, the rules for a decade long intrusion into people's lives
need to be more thorough, better regulated and more closely monitored and enforced. In
addition to construction fatigue, there is also complaint fatigue.

The experience residents have, when they have legitimate complaints about dust, noise or
other, is one of slow response and often no response. If the communication team is pushed, the
team member is often irritated by the complaint (as they cannot do anything about it). The
most common response is a cut and paste email that states that the EPL licence allows such

unreasonable noise or other intrusion. On this basis I object to the F6 extension.

The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real risk of damage to
homes due to settlement (ground movement). There is no mitigation provided for this risk.
Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the Government's expense. However, RMS
already have a track record for denying significant cracking in people’s homes was caused by
construction, putting the blame on “settlement” or “drought”. Given that many homes have
stood the test of time for half a century or more, surviving decades of previous droughts, these
excuses are not acceptable. 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
is already leading 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 their property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

It is unacceptable that every homeowner across the WestConnex route is at the personal
financial risk of having to repair their own properties. I am also concerned that the Department
of Planning is not fulfilling their governance role of enforcing compliance on the RMS to “make
good” damages to homes. On this basis, the F6 cannot proceed.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts
on people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by

reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of



obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are

harmful to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise.

I object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity
of school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration
systems in urban tunnels. I object to the false reassurances by the project team using
engineering jargon and quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case

scenario guesses.

I object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause, and
the worsening of climate change that will result. I fundamentally reject the proponents’
allegation that F6 will improve air quality and reduce emissions. Building and expanding
motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce traffic. No credible authority in the
world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting national

greenhouse emissions.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please in e / exclude 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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F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

The F6 toll-road is an outdated 1950s approach that will fail the mobility needs of a 21t century
Sydney.

[ object to a transport “solution” that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won’t be party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I'd support any
development that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister
for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend
Brighton-Le-Sands primary, St Peters primary, McCallum'’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred
schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

Air quality (and resulting health impacts) once the tunnels are in operation was not assessed
with the inclusion of filtration, or other pollutant reduction measures, in the tunnel exhaust
stacks. As a result, the potential benefit to human health of including filtration has not been
objectively assessed.

In addition to providing potential physical and clinical benefits from reducing pollution
exposure, there are psychological health benefits that should also be taken into consideration
when evaluating the worth of installing pollution abatement measures in the stacks.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on
people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of obesity
by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful
to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis I strongly reject the Fé in favour of
investment in public transport.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension
will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground.



St George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable.
Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these
will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or
only partially delivering promised urban repair.

[ object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain of trucks
idling for long periods, trucks rat running through local streets, high impact machinery at night,
stated relief periods not adhered to, and / or the use of high pitch reverse beepers to no effect.
The Department of Planning is ineffectual in enforcing compliance.

We need adaptable, innovative and an affordable holistic transport model of multiple modes.
With 35% of Sydney’s real estate already devoted to roads and parking, it’s now time to turn our
attention to improving public transport. I object to the F6 toll road as it perpetuates car
dependence and is the most inefficient way to move people and freight.

[ further object:

[ ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please ir;%ﬁl’e / exclude my personal information when publishing this submission to your
website Declaration: ] HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Name...

Address

Email....

Signatu
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My submission objecting to the Westconnex Fé6 Extension:

1 object to the WestConnex Fé Extension as it is instead of public transport improvements
that Southern Sydney desperately needs. WestConnex and the Fé extension is purely
infrastructure to raise toll revenue, predominantly into the private hands of a Transurban
led consortium.

Improvements to the lllawarra passenger and freight rail line would also avoid multiple sets
of traffic lights and provide employment, reaching ones’ destination much faster and no
problems finding parking. It would also result in less damage to communities, enhance
property values, and produce less pollution. The only loser of this strategy are toll road
operators. | find it disappointing that our Government issued a cabinet direction in place
not to consider other options must not preclude the consideration of public transport. On this
basis | object to the F6, as it is not for public benefit and breaches SEARS.

One toll road leads to another 3 being proposed! The El$’s for the M4 East and the New M$
argued the case that serious congestion created near interchanges would be solved once the
M4/M5 was built. Now it seems this is not the case and more roads will be needed to relieve
the congestion —being Western Harbour Tunnel, the Airport Link and the F6. WHERE DOES$
THIS END? According to the Fé6 EIf the $t Peters Interchange will be a carpark by 2036 with
significant queuing back into the mainline tunnel. Research about roads clearly
demonstrates that roads create congestion. The WestConnex project is no different and the
ElS clearly indicates that this. | object to the WestConnex F6 extension as it will not solve the
south’s commuting issues.

The public are very aware that levels of in tunnel air pollution will reach very high
concentrations; that background levels of air pollution would increase around the stacks and
tunnel entry points (portals); and an increase in morbidity can be calculated. On this basis |
strongly object to this failure in duty of care for public health, in favour of short-term cost
cutting.

I object that both the RM$ and the tunnel proponents continue to deny the potential in these
tunnels to use progressive in-tunnel filtration to alleviate adverse conditions, choosing to
misrepresent the costs and the potential benefits of such systems.

A khey impact on human health is that such intrusive construction contributes to stress and
anxiety for residents is the sense of loss of control of your own environment. The WestConnex
project has been imposed on communities and consistently intrudes into everyday (and
night) life, by disrupting sleep, leisure and recreation. It can have many physiological and
psychological impacts. The decade long intrusion into the lives of ordinary people at
Arncliffe, 5t Peters, Haberfield, Kingsgrove and proposed for St George, without remit or
mitigation is oppressive and discriminatory. WestConnex project teams across the route
have handled stress and anxiety issues poorly. On this basis | object to the F6 extension.



Although the EIS proposes mitigations to address the issue of construction fatigue, residents
of §t George are not reassured. We have seen the communities of Arncliffe, Haberfield, and
$t Peters exposed to awful living conditions, their complaints ignored and the Department of
Planning powerless to enforce adherence to Conditions of Approval, weak as these
conditions are. | therefore object to the F6 extension

The project will directly cause irreversible biodiversity loss, and indirectly through increased
greenhouse gas emissions that will contribute to climate change and damage natural
systems. The project will result in increased VKT, and therefore more contaminants (brake
and clutch dust, hydrocarbon particulates etc.) being deposited on roadways and washed
into waterways.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the Fé
extension will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and
a playground. 5t George is criticaily short of open space and sports fields and the loss is
unacceptable. Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets
it is unlikely these will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either
failing to deliver or only partially delivering promised urban repair.

| further object:

1 ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please ing}uﬂe | exclude 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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| object to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

| object to the WestConnex — F6 Extension is it is an unsustainable transport plan from the 1950s.
Many contemporary cities are now pulling down their inner city motorways and replacing with more
efficient active and public transport solutions. Why is Sydney so out of step with the modern world?

The social and environmental impacts described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any
benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the modelling, the actual impacts are likely to be even
greater than those forecast. The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete
pollution stacks will be visually obtrusive. The increased traffic volumes on surface roads will result
in lower amenity (more noise pollution, more fear and intimidation, increased crash risk etc. The
increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and surface roads will result in
increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity of
school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration systems in
urban tunnels. | object to the false reassurances by the project team using engineering jargon and
quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case scenario guesses.

I am very concerned that a federally funded National Health and Medical Research Council have
commented on how difficult it was to obtain data about some Australian tunnels.

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the
Government is serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

| object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. When residents try to use these
mechanisms to raise concerns, they often find themselves blocked. It is frustratingly difficult to hold
the RMS and its contractors accountable for their actions. WestConnex aim to reduce complaints to
nil. Not by acting and resolving issues, but by inaction hoping residents would give up. WestConnex
rely on complaint fatigue to conclude “complaints are down, therefore issue fixed”.

| object to thié massive waste of our public funds. We can never provide enough road capacity to cater
for the huge latent demand for car travel in a highly populated and fast-growing city. Investing in urban
road expansion to ‘fix congestion’ is essentially a huge waste and based on unsound economic
reasoning. We need more and better public transport alternatives, which will also benefit those that
need to drive.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension will
include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground. St
George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable. Although
Bayside Council is hoping for possible scraps to replace lost community assets it is unlikely these will



occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or only
partially delivering promised urban repair.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits
they bring. Any time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban
freeways induces additional car travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life
and health of residents, as well as those who use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and
exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

More and more cities around the world are coming to this realization and demolishing their freeways,
not building new ones. Why is the NSW Government so completely out of step with contemporary
transport solutions?

| object that the sole purpose of the F6 is to feed more traffic onto the WestConnex M5. Leaked
documents reveal that Transurban, having recently acquired 51% of WestConnex, will reap millions
in compensation payments if the F6 is not built. This is not transport planning. This is handing over
public money to private corporations.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please incletle / exclude 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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My reasons for objection to the F6 Extension:

000420-M00008

It is stated in the EIS (V1a) that travel patterns are changing, with the usage of public transport
increasing greater than population growth. The trend of a modern commuting population is that
driving is declining, particularly for under 30’s replaced by public transport and ride share as key

travel modes.

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel patterns
which ignores Intergenerational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and transport
preferences. The WestConnex and F6 is a concept from the 1950s, already outdated before it is
built, and represents a significant waste of public funds. | therefore request the Secretary to refuse

approval to the F6 extension.

Over dependence on cars has been identified as
a growing problem in Australian cities including
Sydney because of its negative impacts on
society, economy and environment. Some
negative impacts include: e Environmental
(such as urban sprawl, smog and air pollution) e
Economic (from providing urban infrastructure
across a more dispersed geographical area)
and
stratification of areas and reduced access to

public services).

e Social (including isolation, economic

NSW Infrastructure should be more focused
towards the car dependency
strategies and policies that should strive to
improve pedestrian, cyclist and public transport
connections, accessibility and permeability
within and between activity centres and other
parts of the municipality by providing direct and
legible travel pathways and functional multi-
modal interchanges to enable people to reach
their destinations with ease, efficiency and in
comfort.

issues with

For the 40 years from 1970 over 120 kms of
motorway had been constructed, much of it
financed by the private sector and funded
through tolls, while only 14 km of rail line has
been provided. Although the construction of a
motorway network was appropriate to support
freight and commercial traffic, the failure to
provide a complementary public transport
network means that traffic on these motorways
will reach capacity much more quickly and they
will then play a much less effective role in
supporting the regional economy

Road performance is heavily dependent on the
quality and speed of nearby public transport.
We are grinding to a halt as insufficient
investment in public transport has occurred for
decades due to successive governments focus
on roads. A city without decent public transport
is a city that regularly grinds to a halt, which is
exactly what is occurring.

Improvements to the Illawarra passenger and
freight rail line would also avoid multiple sets of
traffic lights and provide employment, reaching

The decision not to benchmark the cost of the
toll road against the cost of rail solutions
represents a serious and significant




ones’ destination much faster and no problems
finding parking. It would also result in less
damage to communities, enhance property
values, and produce less pollution. The only
loser of this strategy are toll road operators. |
find it disappointing that our Government
issued a cabinet direction in place not to
consider other options must not preclude the
consideration of public transport. On this basis |
object to the F6, as it is not for public benefit.

shortcoming of the F6 Extension EIS and
Business Case. It is not acceptable that a range
of design and location options were considered,
but only in the context of a tolled and untolled
road-based solution. This does not comply with
the SEARS. There has been no authentic
consideration for alternatives, in particular a
major expansion of commuter rail transport.
The Department of Planning should reject this
inadequate EIS and conduct a full investigation
into the flawed processes that have led to
already massive expenditure on privatised toll
roads. | object to a proposal that is so out of
step with contemporary urban planning

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are
located in our residential areas within close
proximity of school children. Common and best
practice in developed countries is to install
filtration systems in urban tunnels. | object to
the false reassurances by the project team
using engineering jargon and quoting health
statistics which had been calculated on best
case scenario guesses.

The public are very aware that levels of in
tunnel air pollution will reach very high
concentrations; that background levels of air
pollution would increase around the stacks and
tunnel entry points (portals); and an increase in
morbidity can be calculated. On this basis |
strongly object to this failure in duty of care for
public health, in favour of short-term cost
cutting.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please in

e / exclude 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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My submission objecting to the Westconnex F6 Extension:

I object to the WestConnex F6 Extension as it is instead of public transport improvements
that Southern Sydney desperately needs. WestConnex and the F6 extension is purely
infrastructure to raise toll revenue, predominantly into the private hands of a Transurban
led consortium.

Improvements to the lllawarra passenger and freight rail line would also avoid multiple sets
of traffic lights and provide employment, reaching ones’ destination much faster and no
problems finding parking. It would also result in less damage to communities, enhance
property values, and produce less pollution. The only loser of this strategy are toll road
operators. | find it disappointing that our Government issued a cabinet direction in place
not to consider other options must not preclude the consideration of public transport. On this
basis | object to the F6, as it is not for public benefit and breaches SEARS.

One toll road leads to another 3 being proposed! The El$'s for the M4 East and the New M$
argued the case that serious congestion created near interchanges would be solved once the
M4/M5 was built. Now it seems this is not the case and more roads will be needed to relieve
the congestion —being Western Harbour Tunnel, the Airport Link and the F6. WHERE DOES$
THIS END? According to the F6 El$ the $t Peters Interchange will be a carpark by 2036 with
significant queuing back into the mainline tunnel. Research about roads clearly
demonstrates that roads create congestion. The WestConnex project is no different and the
EIS clearly indicates that this. | object to the WestConnex F6 extension as it will not solve the
south’s commuting issues.

The public are very aware that levels of in tunnel air pollution will reach very high
concentrations; that background levels of air pollution would increase around the stacks and
tunnel entry points (portals); and an increase in morbidity can be calculated. On this basis |
strongly object to this failure in duty of care for public health, in favour of short-term cost
cutting.

| object that both the RM$ and the tunnel proponents continue to deny the potential in these
tunnels to use progressive in-tunnel filtration to alleviate adverse conditions, choosing to
misrepresent the costs and the potential benefits of such systems.

A key impact on human health is that such intrusive construction contributes to stress and
anxiety for residents is the sense of loss of control of your own environment. The WestConnex
project has been imposed on communities and consistently intrudes into everyday (and
night) life, by disrupting sleep, leisure and recreation. It can have many physiological and
psychological impacts. The decade long intrusion into the lives of ordinary people at
Arncliffe, St Peters, Haberfield, Kingsgrove and proposed for $t George, without remit or
mitigation is oppressive and discriminatory. WestConnex project teams across the route
have handled stress and anxiety issues poorly. On this basis | object to the F6 extension.



Although the EIS proposes mitigations to address the issue of construction fatigue, residents
of $t George are not reassured. We have seen the communities of Arncliffe, Haberfield, and
$t Peters exposed to awful living conditions, their complaints ignored and the Department of
Planning powerless to enforce adherence to Conditions of Approval, weak as these
conditions are. | therefore object to the Fé extension

The project will directly cause irreversible biodiversity loss, and indirectly through increased
greenhouse gas emissions that will contribute to climate change and damage natural
systems. The project will result in increased VKT, and therefore more contaminants (brake
and clutch dust, hydrocarbon particulates etc.) being deposited on roadways and washed
into waterways.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the Fé
extension will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and
a playground. $t George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is
unacceptable. Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets
it is unlikely these will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either
failing to deliver or only partially delivering promised urban repair.

| further object:

I ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Signature...
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| object to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

| object to the WestConnex — F6 Extension is it is an unsustainable transport plan from the 1950s.
Many contemporary cities are now pulling down their inner city motorways and replacing with more
efficient active and public transport solutions. Why is Sydney so out of step with the modern world?

The social and environmental impacts described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any
benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the modelling, the actual impacts are likely to be even
greater than those forecast. The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete
pollution stacks will be visually obtrusive. The increased traffic volumes on surface roads will result
in lower amenity (more noise pollution, more fear and intimidation, increased crash risk etc. The
increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and surface roads will result in
increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity of
school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration systems in
urban tunnels. | object to the false reassurances by the project team using engineering jargon and
quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case scenario guesses.

I am very concerned that a federally funded National Health and Medical Research Council have
commented on how difficult it was to obtain data about some Australian tunnels.

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the
Government is serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

| object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. When residents try to use these
mechanisms to raise concerns, they often find themselves blocked. It is frustratingly difficult to hold
the RMS and its contractors accountable for their actions. WestConnex aim to reduce complaints to
nil. Not by acting and resolving issues, but by inaction hoping residents would give up. WestConnex
rely on complaint fatigue to conclude “complaints are down, therefore issue fixed”.

| object to this massive waste of our public funds. We can never provide enough road capacity to cater
for the huge latent demand for car travel in a highly populated and fast-growing city. Investing in urban
road expansion to ‘fix congestion’ is essentially a huge waste and based on unsound economic
reasoning. We need more and better public transport alternatives, which will also benefit those that
need to drive.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension will
include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground. St
George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable. Although
Bayside Council is hoping for possible scraps to replace lost community assets it is unlikely these will



occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or only
partially delivering promised urban repair.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits
they bring. Any time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban
freeways induces additional car travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life
and health of residents, as well as those who use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and
exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

More and more cities around the world are coming to this realization and demolishing their freeways,
not building new ones. Why is the NSW Government so completely out of step with contemporary
transport solutions?

| object that the sole purpose of the F6 is to feed more traffic onto the WestConnex M5. Leaked
documents reveal that Transurban, having recently acquired 51% of WestConnex, will reap millions
in compensation payments if the F6 is not built. This is not transport planning. This is handing over
public money to private corporations.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please include / exclude 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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F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

The F6 toll-road is an outdated 1950s approach that will fail the mobility needs of a 21st century
Sydney.

I object to a transport “solution” that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won’t be party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I'd support any
development that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister
for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend
Brighton-Le-Sands primary, St Peters primary, McCallum'’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred

schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

Air quality (and resulting health impacts) once the tunnels are in operation was not assessed
with the inclusion of filtration, or other pollutant reduction measures, in the tunnel exhaust
stacks. As a result, the potential benefit to human health of including filtration has not been
objectively assessed.

In addition to providing potential physical and clinical benefits from reducing pollution
" exposure, there are psychological health benefits that should also be taken into consideration
when evaluating the worth of installing pollution abatement measures in the stacks.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on
people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of obesity
by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful
to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis I strongly reject the F6 in favour of
investment in public transport.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension
will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground.



St George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable.
Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these
will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or
only partially delivering promised urban repair.

I object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain of trucks
idling for long periods, trucks rat running through local streets, high impact machinery at night,
stated relief periods not adhered to, and / or the use of high pitch reverse beepers to no effect.
The Department of Planning is ineffectual in enforcing compliance.

We need adaptable, innovative and an affordable holistic transport model of multiple modes.
With 35% of Sydney’s real estate already devoted to roads and parking, it's now time to turn our
attention to improving public transport. I object to the F6 toll road as it perpetuates car
dependence and is the most inefficient way to move people and freight.

I further object:

[ ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please in;}n‘a'e / exclude my personal information when publishing this submission to your
website Declaration: | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Name...........
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My objection to the F6 Extension.

The F6 toll-road extension will fail everyone, especially those that need to drive.

We already devote 35% of Sydney’s real estate to roads and parking, which is on par with other
cities. Yet more is never enough. Where we differ from contemporary cities is that our public
transport system has been largely neglected for decades. We need to focus on expanding our
public transport networks to cope with the growing population, now, not in 20 years time.

The most efficient way to accommodate the transport and accessibility needs of a growing
population is through mass transit and better land use-transport integration. Urban motorways
are a very inefficient way of moving people around. A single traffic lane can transport a
maximum of only 2700 people per hour (in ideal conditions); a single railway line can transport
24,000 people per hour. It is preposterous that given our rail system is at capacity that this
wasn’t considered the highest priority to invest our public funds. I object to the F6 extension, as
it is rail, not tolls we critically need.

It is even stated in the EIS (V1a) that travel patterns are changing, with the usage of public
transport increasing greater than population growth. The trend of a modern commuting
population is that driving is declining, particularly for under 30’s replaced by public transport
and ride share as key travel modes. It’s no coincidence that the use of public transport is greater
in LGA’s where connected and frequent options are available, compared to LGA’s with high car
use where public transport has a poor service of frequency, lower levels of access and longer
travel times. It is false, therefore, to claim that people prefer to drive, when for most, there is no
choice.

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel
patterns which ignores Intergenerational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and
transport preferences. The WestConnex and F6 is a concept from the 1950s, already outdated

and represents a significant waste of public funds. I therefore object to the F6 extension.

The original objectives of the WestConnex project specified improving road and freight access
to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. We now have the proposals for four stages and the
Sydney Gateway to the airport and port Botany are not included in any of them. The community
is asked to support this proposal based on more unfunded projects, based on "artistic"

impressions.

The movement of freight from Port Botany has long been a problem. Given that a key objective
was to “remove trucks from local roads” I find it absurd that Port Botany was privatised in 2013

with a “no compete” clause. This means Newcastle Port is unable to expand its capacity and



reduce freight coming into Sydney. I object to the F6 toll-road. The public expects a better
standard of transport planning than this.

It is disingenuous to justify building more toll-roads with the claim that road transport will be
the dominant travel choice for the next 20 years. 90% of those that work in the CBD travel by
public transport, and why wouldn’t you, when many direct options are available to commuters.
Those that work in the Southern Industrial area or travel a north or south route have limited
choices or are required to change mode multiple times. The latent demand for good public
transport has been witnessed many times. The Dulwich Hill light rail needed an additional 90
services per week to cope with demand. The Mascot and Green Square stations had a 70%

increase in patronage once the station fares were reduced to standard pricing.

The travel survey results also reveal that 50% of those that do drive would use public transport
if reasonable options were available to them. We need a reduction of only 10% to reduce road

congestion, as witnessed every school holidays.

This predict and provide approach to transport planning has been a failure, and is being
abandoned by advanced nations. In a city of 5 million people, we can never provide enough
road capacity to enable everyone to live as far from work as they like, and drive wherever and
whenever they like in free-flowing traffic. More Toll roads for the Transurban monopoly is not
the answer. The public deserve a smarter approach which is more and better public transport

“to get Sydney moving again”

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please in?}‘{cie / exclude my personal information when publishing this submission to your
website Declaration: I HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Name...........

Address.......

Signature....,
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My reasons for objection to the F6 Extension:
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| object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause,
and the worsening of climate change that will result. | fundamentally reject the proponents’
allegation that F6 will improve air quality and reduce emissions. It beggars belief. Building
and expanding motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce traffic. No credible
authority in the world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting

national greenhouse emissions.

Over dependence on cars has been
identified as a growing problem in Australian
cities including Sydney because of its
negative impacts on society, economy and
environment. Some negative impacts
include: e Environmental (such as urban
sprawl, smog and air pollution) e Economic
(from providing urban infrastructure across a
more dispersed geographical area) and e
Social (including isolation, economic
stratification of areas and reduced access to
public services).

Whole communities are being disastrously
impacted by this project. The social impact
study should be rejected, as it ignores well
established evidence of the significant
negative impacts on people and the loss of
community identity and social connections.
It is good access to public transport that
supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing
dependence on driving. Each hour spent
driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a
major source of urban air pollution and
noise, which are harmful to mental and
physical health.

The air quality assessment has not
predicted concentrations of air pollutants on
elevated receptors. Experience elsewhere
shows that higher concentrations of air
pollutants will be experienced by receptors
that are elevated above the ground when
emissions occur from an elevated emission
source. For example, the upper floors of a
multi-storey building may receive higher
concentrations of air pollutants from a stack
or vent than are experienced at ground
level. No justification is provided for this
omission, which is particularly significant
given the number of multi-storey buildings
that already exist in the area, and the high
number of medium-to-high rise
developments planned.

| object to a transport solution that involves
unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to
schools, homes and kids sports fields. | find
is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob
Stokes stated “| won't be party to putting
stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell
that I'd support any development that would
put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents
at risk”, yet when Minister for Planning, he
approved the M4 and M5. Why aren'’t the
thousands of children that attend Brighton-
Le-Sands primary St Peters primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier
Catholic primary and many other schools
and day care centres exposed to




dangerous pollution worth the small cost of
stack filtration?

Whole communities are being disastrously
impacted by this project. The social impact
study should be rejected, as it ignores well
established evidence of the significant
negative impacts on people and the loss of
community identity and social connections.
It is good access to public transport that
supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing
dependence on driving. Each hour spent
driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a
major source of urban air pollution and
noise, which are harmful to mental and
physical health.

The business case for the project for the
first three stages has failed to take 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

Many residents will experience noise during
construction and operation at unsafe levels
that can damage health. | object to the lack
of information about mitigation, particularly
in light of the unlivable conditions imposed
on residents of Haberfield, Ashfield, St
Peters and Arncliffe right now.

No credible authority in the world today
would suggest that building huge urban
motorways is the solution to cutting national
greenhouse emissions, or that increasses
in vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) would
somehow result in a net reducton in
greenhoouse gas emissions. Yet this is
exactly what the proponent is claiming in
this EIS. | object to this flawed analysis.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name.....ssies

Address............

Email.c..ooeennnssd

Signature




Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI17_8931
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

My objection to the F6 Extension.

The F6 toll-road extension will fail everyone, especially those that need to drive.

We already devote 35% of Sydney’s real estate to roads and parking, which is on par with other
cities. Yet more is never enough. Where we differ from contemporary cities is that our public
transport system has been largely neglected for decades. We need to focus on expanding our
public transport networks to cope with the growing population, now, not in 20 years time.

The most efficient way to accommodate the transport and accessibility needs of a growing
population is through mass transit and better land use-transport integration. Urban motorways
are a very inefficient way of moving people around. A single traffic lane can transport a
maximum of only 2700 people per hour (in ideal conditions); a single railway line can transport
24,000 people per hour. It is preposterous that given our rail system is at capacity that this
wasn’t considered the highest priority to invest our public funds. I object to the F6 extension, as

it is rail, not tolls we critically need.

It is even stated in the EIS (V1a) that travel patterns are changing, with the usage of public
transport increasing greater than population growth. The trend of a modern commuting
population is that driving is declining, particularly for under 30’s replaced by public transport
and ride share as key travel modes. It’s no coincidence that the use of public transport is greater
in LGA’s where connected and frequent options are available, compared to LGA’s with high car
use where public transport has a poor service of frequency, lower levels of access and longer
travel times. It is false, therefore, to claim that people prefer to drive, when for most, there is no
choice.

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel
patterns which ignores Intergenerational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and
transport preferences. The WestConnex and F6 is a concept from the 1950s, already outdated
and represents a significant waste of public funds. I therefore object to the F6 extension.

The original objectives of the WestConnex project specified improving road and freight access
to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. We now have the proposals for four stages and the
Sydney Gateway to the airport and port Botany are not included in any of them. The community
is asked to support this proposal based on more unfunded projects, based on "artistic"

impressions.

The movement of freight from Port Botany has long been a problem. Given that a key objective
was to “remove trucks from local roads” I find it absurd that Port Botany was privatised in 2013
with a “no compete” clause. This means Newcastle Port is unable to expand its capacity and
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reduce freight coming into Sydney. I object to the F6 toll-road. The public expects a better
standard of transport planning than this.

It is disingenuous to justify building more toll-roads with the claim that road transport will be
the dominant travel choice for the next 20 years. 90% of those that work in the CBD travel by
public transport, and why wouldn’t you, when many direct options are available to commuters.
Those that work in the Southern Industrial area or travel a north or south route have limited
choices or are required to change mode multiple times. The latent demand for good public
transport has been witnessed many times. The Dulwich Hill light rail needed an additional go
services per week to cope with demand. The Mascot and Green Square stations had a 70%

increase in patronage once the station fares were reduced to standard pricing.

The travel survey results also reveal that 50% of those that do drive would use public transport
if reasonable options were available to them. We need a reduction of only 10% to reduce road

congestion, as witnessed every school holidays.

This predict and provide approach to transport planning has been a failure, and is being
abandoned by advanced nations. In a city of 5 million people, we can never provide enough
road capacity to enable everyone to live as far from work as they like, and drive wherever and
whenever they like in free-flowing traffic. More Toll roads for the Transurban monopoly is not
the answer. The public deserve a smarter approach which is more and better public transport

“to get Sydney moving again”

| further object:
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| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Email....ccoceisone

Signature.......




Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI1 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

My reasons for objection to the F6 Extension:

It is stated in the EIS (V1a) that travel patterns are changing, with the usage of public transport
increasing greater than population growth. The trend of a modern commuting population is that

driving is declining, particularly for under 30’s replaced by public transport and ride share as key

travel modes.

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel patterns

which ignores Intergenerational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and transport

preferences. The WestConnex and F6 is a concept from the 1950s, already outdated before it is

built, and represents a significant waste of public funds. | therefore request the Secretary to refuse

approval to the F6 extension.

Over dependence on cars has been identified as
a growing problem in Australian cities including
Sydney because of its negative impacts on
society, economy and environment. Some
negative impacts include: e Environmental
(such as urban sprawl, smog and air pollution) e
Economic (from providing urban infrastructure
across a more dispersed geographical area)
and e Social (including isolation, economic
stratification of areas and- reduced access to

public services).

NSW Infrastructure should be more focused
towards the car
strategies and policies that should strive to

dependency issues with
improve pedestrian, cyclist and public transport
accessibility and permeability
within and between activity centres and other
parts of the municipality by providing direct and
legible travel pathways and functional multi-
modal interchanges to enable people to reach
their destinations with ease, efficiency and in

connections,

comfort.

For the 40 years from 1970 over 120 kms of
motorway had been constructed, much of it
financed by the private sector and funded
through tolls, while only 14 km of rail line has
been provided. Although the construction 'of a
motorway network was appropriate to support
freight and commercial traffic, the failure to
provide a complementary public transport
network means that traffic on these motorways
will reach capacity much more quickly and they
will then play a much less effective role in
supporting the regional economy

Road performance is heavily dependent on the
quality and speed of nearby public transport.
We are grinding to a halt as insufficient
investment in public transport has occurred for
decades due to successive governments focus
on roads. A city without decent public transport
is a city that regularly grinds to a halt, which is
exactly what is occurring.

Improvements to the lllawarra passenger and
freight rail line would also avoid multiple sets of
traffic lights and provide employment, reaching

The decision not to benchmark the cost of the
toll road against the cost of rail solutions
represents a serious and significant
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ones’ destination much faster and no problems
finding parking. It would also result in less
damage to communities, enhance property
values, and produce less pollution. The only
loser of this strategy are toll road operators. |
find it disappointing that our Government
issued a cabinet direction in place not to
consider other options must not preclude the
consideration of public transport. On this basis |
object to the F6, as it is not for public benefit.

shortcoming of the F6 Extension EIS and
Business Case. It is not acceptable that a range
of design and location options were considered,
but only in the context of a tolled and untolled
road-based solution. This does not comply with
the SEARS. There has been no authentic
consideration for alternatives, in particular a
major expansion of commuter rail transport.
The Department of Planning should reject this
inadequate EIS and conduct a full investigation
into the flawed processes that have led to
already massive expenditure on privatised toll
roads. | object to a proposal that is so out of
step with contemporary urban planning

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are
located in our residential areas within close
proximity of school children. Common and best
practice in developed countries is to install
filtration systems in urban tunnels. | object to
the false reassurances by the project team
using engineering jargon and quoting health
statistics which had been calculated on best
case scenario guesses.

The public are very aware that levels of in
tunnel air pollution will reach very high
concentrations; that background levels of air
pollution would increase around the stacks and
tunnel entry points (portals); and an increase in
morbidity can be calculated. On this basis |
strongly object to this failure in duty of care for
public health, in favour of short-term cost
cutting.

| further object:
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| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Signature




Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

My reasons for objection to the F6 Extension:
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Itis stated in the EIS (V1a) that travel patterns are changing, with the usage of public transport
increasing greater than population growth. The trend of a modern commuting population is that
driving is declining, particularly for under 30’s replaced by public transport and ride share as key

travel modes.

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel patterns
which ignores Intergenerational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and transport

preferences. The WestConnex and F6 is a concept from the 1950s, already outdated before it is

built, and represents a significant waste of public funds. | therefore request the Secretary to refuse

approval to the F6 extension.

Over dependence on cars has been identified as
a growing problem in Australian cities including
Sydney because of its negative impacts on
society, economy and environment. Some
negative impacts include: e Environmental
(such as urban sprawl, smog and air pollution) e
Economic (from providing urban infrastructure
across a more dispersed geographical area)
e Social (including isolation, economic
stratification of areas and reduced access to
public services).

and

NSW Infrastructure should be more focused
towards the car dependency issues with
strategies and policies that should strive to
improve pedestrian, cyclist and public transport
connections, accessibility and permeability
within and between activity centres and other
parts of the municipality by providing direct and
legible travel pathways and functional multi-
modal interchanges to enable people to reach
their destinations with ease, efficiency and in
comfort.

For the 40 yeai's froim 1970 over 120 kms of
motorway had been constructed, much of it
financed by the private sector and funded
through tolls, while only 14 km of rail line has
been provided. Although the construction of a
motorway network was appropriate to support
freight and commercial traffic, the failure to
provide a complementary public transport
network means that traffic on these motorways
will reach capacity much more quickly and they
will then play a much less effective role in
supporting the regional economy

Road performance is heavily dependent on the
quality and speed of nearby public transport.
We are grinding to a halt as insufficient
investment in public transport has occurred for
decades due to successive governments focus
on roads. A city without decent public transport
is a city that regularly grinds to a halt, which is
exactly what is occurring.

Improvements to the lllawarra passenger and
freight rail line would also avoid multiple sets of
traffic lights and provide employment, reaching

The decision not to benchmark the cost of the
toll road against the cost of rail solutions
represents a serious and significant




ones’ destination much faster and no problems
finding parking. It would also resuit in less
damage to communities, enhance property
values, and produce less pollution. The only
loser of this strategy are toll road operators. |
find it disappointing that our Government
issued a cabinet direction in place not to
consider other options must not preclude the
consideration of public transport.-On this basis |
object to the F6, as it is not for public benefit.

shortcoming of the F6 Extension EIS and
Business Case. It is not acceptable that a range
of design and location options were considered,
but only in the context of a tolled and untolled
road-based solution. This does not comply with
the SEARS. There has been no authentic
consideration for alternatives, in particular a
major expansion of commuter rail transport.
The Department of Planning should reject this
inadequate EIS and conduct a full investigation
into the flawed processes that have led to
already massive expenditure on privatised toll
roads. | object to a proposal that is so out of
step with contemporary urban planning

I'object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are
located in our residential areas within close
proximity of school children. Common and best
practice in developed countries is to install
filtration systems in urban tunnels. | object to
the false reassurances by the project team
using engineering jargon and quoting health
statistics which had been calculated on best
case scenario guesses.

The public are very aware that levels of in
tunnel air pollution will reach very high
concentrations; that background levels of air
pollution would increase around the stacks and
tunnel entry points (portals); and an increase in
morbidity can be calculated. On this basis |
strongly object to this failure in duty of care for
public health, in favour of short-term cost
cutting.

| further object:
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| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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




Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

| object to WestConnex and the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

Health is a human right, a vital resource for everyday life, and key factor in sustainability. Health equity
and inequity do not exist in isolation from the conditions that underpin people’s health. The health status
of all people is impacted by the social, cultural, political, environmental and economic determinants of
health. Specific focus on these determinants is necessary to reduce the unfair and unjust effects of

conditions of living that cause poor health and disease.

A key impact on human health is that such intrusive construction contributes to stress and anxiety for
residents is the sense of loss of control of your own environment. The WestConnex project has been
imposed on communities and consistently intrudes into everyday (and night) life, by disrupting sleep,
leisure and recreation. It can have many physiological and psychological impacts. The decade long
intrusion into the lives of ordinary people at Arncliffe, St Peters, Haberfield, Kingsgrove and
proposed for St George, without remit or mitigation is oppressive and discriminatory. WestConnex
project teams across the route have handled stress and anxiety issues poorly. On this basis I object to
the F6 extension.

Building new roads is not the best way to deal with congestion in Australia’s biggest cities. The standard
response to addressing urban mobility issues has been to increase road infrastructure. Unfortunately,
this creates a vicious circle: more roads encourage urban sprawl, which increases the use of motorcars.
Adding roads is not necessarily the solution for the urban mobility challenges of today.

Scientific consensus is that high-emissions fossil fuel dependence is not sustainable and will
inevitably lead to serious social, environmental and economic problems. The Australian transport
sector does not rank well on efficiency and this carries significant costs. In Australia, rail transport has
an important role to play when travelling longer distances and for certain types of freight.

Concentrating business and recreational opportunities in one part of a city has led to congestion and
high house prices, creating “transport poverty” in suburban and remote regions.

“There does come a point where you can’t simply keep putting more and more cars on the road or use
trucks, which of course are mostly diesel, to deliver freight,” Australia’s former chief scientist, lan
Chubb.

“There does come a point where traffic congestion becomes so great that cities grind to a halt and
pollution particles ... make residents chronically ill,” he continued. “Some experts say that we’re
starting to reach that tipping point in urban mobility and urgent action is needed.”

Car dependencies on cars add to obesity and other health problems, a cost not included in the cost/
benefit analysis for WestConnex.
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There is already more than sufficient capacity along our road corridors to cater for all the essential
vehicle travel, particularly if alternative strategies such as demand management and public transport
investment are implemented. Improving the Illawarra passenger and freight lines would increase
commuter capacity 10 times more than the F6, at a fraction of the cost, and reduce the traffic volumes
coming into the Inner West.

[ object to a transport solution that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools, homes
and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I won’t be
party to putting stacks near kids™. “There is no way in hell that I"d support any development that
would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister for Planning, he
approved the M4 and the M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend Brighton-Le-Sands
primary school, St Peters primary school, McCallum’s Hill primary school, Haberfield primary
school, Arncliffe primary school, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary school (being just a fraction of
the schools & day care centres) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack
filtration?

[ object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and which cannot
be verified by NSW EPA. I note that there will be an increase in dangerous pollution in some areas
close to the tollway portals and near roads with increased traffic. It is not acceptable to me that a
government should deliberately place the health of citizens in jeopardy.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please include / exclude 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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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

| object to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

We can never provide enough road capacity to cater for the huge latent demand for
car travel in a highly populated and fast-growing city. Investing in urban road
expansion to ‘fix congestion’ is essentially a huge waste, and should not be built.

We know that urban freeways give a negative return on investment — Sydney’s Cross
City Tunnel and Lane Cove Tunnel are prime examples. WestConnex will be no
different. | object that public funds have been placed at such a risk.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the
provisional benefits they bring. Any time savings and reductions in congestion will be
short lived, because building urban freeways induces additional car travel demand.
Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life and health of residents, as well
as those who use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and exposed to high
concentrations of air toxins.

The F6 EIS predicts that by 2036 the St Peter’'s Interchange will be a carpark,
particularly in morning peak where queuing into the new M5 mainline tunnel is
anticipated. Inner West communities will be exposed to near a decade of construction,
for no public gain. The roads are congested in the time it takes to build.

| object to the overall WestConnex including the F6 Extension as it is an
unsustainable transport plan from the 1950s. Many contemporary cities are now
pulling down their inner city motorways and replacing with more efficient active and
public transport solutions. Why is Sydney so out of step with the modern world?

Public transport is rejected by the EIS so the state government is forcing us to use
cars more when most major cities in the world are trying to reduce the number of
cars on the roads. We know this is to promote private road operators' profits. | object
to putting so much public funding to the cause of private profit.

WestConnex have a track record of not mitigating awful living conditions imposed on
communities. The experience residents have is a cut and paste email that states that
the EPS licenses allows such unreasonable noise or other intrusion. The Dept. of

Planning, who have the role of governance, are incapable of enforcing adherence to



their Conditions of Approval. Given the lack of protection afforded to residents, |
object to the F6 extension that will simply dump more traffic into the Inner West.

The major problem is that the public transport services have not been increased as a
result of high car ownership and car ownership has not decreased because public
transport has not been improved. This causes car dependence because there are
limited affordable or available public transport options to keep the public moving,
particularly to the West and South. Sydney needs transport options that are affordable
and available.

For the 40 years from 1970 over 120 kms of motorway had been constructed, much
of it financed by the private sector and funded through tolls, while only 14 km of rail
line has been provided. Although the construction of a motorway network was
appropriate to support freight and commercial traffic, the failure to provide a
complementary public transport network means that traffic on these motorways will
reach capacity much more quickly and they will then play a much less effective role in
supporting the regional economy (WSROC, 2008), as we have witnessed many times
over.

Very little information about NSW government contracts for the entire WestCONnex
project is available to the public, including the Transurban contract to buy 51% of
Sydney Motorway Corporation. | am particularly concerned, that given Transurban’s
reputation for aggressive negotiations we can expect deals like “no compete”
clauses. Such clauses will stymie any meaningful investment in our public transport
system until 2060 when Transurban’s right to toll expires. On this basis | object.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Address.

Email....

Signatur
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Attn: Secretary, re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arncliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number SSI
17 _8931

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

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the Government is
serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

| object to 43 years of the tolls. This has been imposed on drivers as income for a private motorway owner,
Transurban. The fact that the toll is based on distance traveled disadvantages people who live further south and
west of the Sydney region.

The public are very aware that levels of in tunnel air pollution will reach very high concentrations; that background
levels of air pollution would increase around the stacks and tunnel entry points (portals); and an increase in
morbidity can be calculated. On this basis | strongly object to this failure in duty of care for public health, in favour of
short-term cost cutting.

| object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause, and the worsening of
climate change that will result. | fundamentally reject the proponents’ allegation that F6 will improve air quality and
reduce emissions. It beggars belief. Building and expanding motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce
traffic. No credible authority in the world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting
national greenhouse emissions.

| object that both the RMS and the tunnel proponents continue to deny the potential in these tunnels to use
progressive in-tunnel filtration to alleviate adverse conditions, choosing to misrepresent the costs and the potential
benefits of such systems.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks and portals are located near children’s schools and sports fields. This is a
failure of “duty of care”



| object to the WestConnex F6 Extension as it is instead of public transport improvements that Southern Sydney
desperately needs. The F6 extension is purely to feed more toll-paying traffic onto Transurban’s WestConnex.

Public transport is rejected by the EIS, so the state government is forcing us to use cars more when most major cities
in the world are trying to reduce the number of cars on the roads. We know this is to promote private road
operators' profits. | object to putting so much public funding to the cause of private profit. | ask that this project be
refused approval by the Secretary of Planning.

| object to the F6 extension. Building new roads is not the best way to deal with congestion in Australia’s biggest
cities. The standard response to addressing urban mobility issues has been to increase road infrastructure.
Unfortunately, this creates a vicious circle: more roads encourage urban sprawl, which increases the use of
motorcars. Adding roads is not necessarily the solution for the urban mobility challenges of today.

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel patterns which ignores
Inter-generational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and transport preferences. The WestConnex and
F6 is a concept from the 1950's, already outdated and represents a significant waste of public funds. | therefore
object to the F6 extension.

Scientific consensus is that high-emissions fossil fuel dependence is not sustainable and will inevitably lead to
serious social, environmental and economic problems. The Australian transport sector does not rank well on
efficiency and this carries significant costs. In Australia, rail transport has an important role to play when travelling
longer distances and for certain types of freight.

It is appalling that every homeowner across the WestConnex route is at the personal financial risk of having to repair
their own properties.

Already there are families reporting damage caused by WestConnex construction. The RMS ‘mitigate’ by blaming
“settlement” for the significant cracking now found in these homes and place the onus of proof back to the
homeowner. Although this action is unconscionable, the RMS then conceal detailed documents as requested by
homeowners independent engineers. The RMS have a track record for failing to “make good” the damage they have
caused and the Department of Planning are powerless to enforce compliance. Given that the F6 EIS states some land
subsidence from tunneling is expected causing tensile strain in the masonry on nearby homes, | must object to
infrastructure projects that fail to protect homeowners from unconscionable behaviour of the proponent.

| object that the impact of up to 40% of the existing M5 traffic is predicted to rat-run due to toll avoidance has not
been included in the traffic modelling of the Fé6.

The travel time “savings” of the F6 are underwhelming and short-lived. The social and environmental impacts
described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the
modelling, the actual impacts are likely to be even greater than those forecast.
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The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete pollution stacks will be visually obtrusive. The
increased traffic volumes on surface roads will result in lower amenity with more noise pollution, more fear and
intimidation, increased crash risk etc. The increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and
surface roads will result in increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

Residents exposed to years of 24/7 high impact construction noise are denied, what had been previously committed
in the EIS, in-house noise attenuation as such noise is deemed “temporary”. Four years of noisy construction cannot
be regarded as “temporary”.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study should be rejected, as it
ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on people and the loss of community identity
and social connections. It is good access to public transport that supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful to mental
and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in livability because it promotes active forms of transport. Increasingly physically
inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and contribute to around 3.2 million preventable
deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70% of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise.

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more traffic is not a
contemporary urban plan. On this basis | reject the F6 in favour of investment in public transport.

We need more and better public transport to keep Sydney moving.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Yours sincerely,
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Attn: Secretary, re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arncliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number SSI
17 _8931

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

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the Government is
serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

| object to 43 years of the tolls. This has been imposed on drivers as income for a private motorway owner,
Transurban. The fact that the toll is based on distance traveled disadvantages people who live further south and
west of the Sydney region.

The public are very aware that levels of in tunnel air pollution will reach very high concentrations; that background
levels of air pollution would increase around the stacks and tunnel entry points (portals); and an increase in
morbidity can be calculated. On this basis | strongly object to this failure in duty of care for public health, in favour of
short-term cost cutting.

| object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause, and the worsening of
climate change that will result. | fundamentally reject the proponents’ allegation that F6 will improve air quality and
reduce emissions. It beggars belief. Building and expanding motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce
traffic. No credible authority in the world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting
national greenhouse emissions.

| object that both the RMS and the tunnel proponents continue to deny the potential in these tunnels to use
progressive in-tunnel filtration to alleviate adverse conditions, choosing to misrepresent the costs and the potential
benefits of such systems.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks and portals are located near children’s schools and sports fields. This is a
failure of “duty of care”



| object to the WestConnex F6 Extension as it is instead of public transport improvements that Southern Sydney
desperately needs. The F6 extension is purely to feed more toll-paying traffic onto Transurban’s WestConnex.

Public transport is rejected by the EIS, so the state government is forcing us to use cars more when most major cities
in the world are trying to reduce the number of cars on the roads. We know this is to promote private road
operators' profits. | object to putting so much public funding to the cause of private profit. | ask that this project be
refused approval by the Secretary of Planning.

| object to the F6 extension. Building new roads is not the best way to deal with congestion in Australia’s biggest
cities. The standard response to addressing urban mobility issues has been to increase road infrastructure.
Unfortunately, this creates a vicious circle: more roads encourage urban sprawl, which increases the use of
motorcars. Adding roads is not necessarily the solution for the urban mobility challenges of today.

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel patterns which ignores
Inter-generational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and transport preferences. The WestConnex and
F6 is a concept from the 1950's, already outdated and represents a significant waste of public funds. | therefore
object to the F6 extension.

Scientific consensus is that high-emissions fossil fuel dependence is not sustainable and will inevitably lead to
serious social, environmental and economic problems. The Australian transport sector does not rank well on
efficiency and this carries significant costs. In Australia, rail transport has an important role to play when travelling
longer distances and for certain types of freight.

It is appalling that every homeowner across the WestConnex route is at the personal financial risk of having to repair
their own properties.

Already there are families reporting damage caused by WestConnex construction. The RMS ‘mitigate’ by blaming
“settlement” for the significant cracking now found in these homes and place the onus of proof back to the
homeowner. Although this action is unconscionable, the RMS then conceal detailed documents as requested by
homeowners independent engineers. The RMS have a track record for failing to “make good” the damage they have
caused and the Department of Planning are powerless to enforce compliance. Given that the F6 EIS states some land
subsidence from tunneling is expected causing tensile strain in the masonry on nearby homes, | must object to
infrastructure projects that fail to protect homeowners from unconscionable behaviour of the proponent.

| object that the impact of up to 40% of the existing M5 traffic is predicted to rat-run due to toll avoidance has not
been included in the traffic modelling of the Fé6.

The travel time “savings” of the F6 are underwhelming and short-lived. The social and environmental impacts
described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the
modelling, the actual impacts are likely to be even greater than those forecast.

2



The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete pollution stacks will be visually obtrusive. The
increased traffic volumes on surface roads will result in lower amenity with more noise pollution, more fear and
intimidation, increased crash risk etc. The increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and
surface roads will result in increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

Residents exposed to years of 24/7 high impact construction noise are denied, what had been previously committed
in the EIS, in-house noise attenuation as such noise is deemed “temporary”. Four years of noisy construction cannot
be regarded as “temporary”.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study should be rejected, as it
ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on people and the loss of community identity
and social connections. It is good access to public transport that supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful to mental
and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in livability because it promotes active forms of transport. Increasingly physically
inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and contribute to around 3.2 million preventable
deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70% of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise.

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more traffic is not a
contemporary urban plan. On this basis | reject the F6 in favour of investment in public transport.

We need more and better public transport to keep Sydney moving.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Yours sincerely,
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Attn: Secretary, re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arncliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number SSI
17 _8931

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

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the Government is
serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

| object to 43 years of the tolls. This has been imposed on drivers as income for a private motorway owner,
Transurban. The fact that the toll is based on distance traveled disadvantages people who live further south and
west of the Sydney region.

The public are very aware that levels of in tunnel air pollution will reach very high concentrations; that background
levels of air pollution would increase around the stacks and tunnel entry points (portals); and an increase in
morbidity can be calculated. On this basis | strongly object to this failure in duty of care for public health, in favour of
short-term cost cutting.

| object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause, and the worsening of
climate change that will result. | fundamentally reject the proponents’ allegation that F6 will improve air quality and
reduce emissions. It beggars belief. Building and expanding motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce
traffic. No credible authority in the world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting
national greenhouse emissions.

| object that both the RMS and the tunnel proponents continue to deny the potential in these tunnels to use
progressive in-tunnel filtration to alleviate adverse conditions, choosing to misrepresent the costs and the potential
benefits of such systems.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks and portals are located near children’s schools and sports fields. This is a
failure of “duty of care”



| object to the WestConnex F6 Extension as it is instead of public transport improvements that Southern Sydney
desperately needs. The F6 extension is purely to feed more toll-paying traffic onto Transurban’s WestConnex.

Public transport is rejected by the EIS, so the state government is forcing us to use cars more when most major cities
in the world are trying to reduce the number of cars on the roads. We know this is to promote private road
operators' profits. | object to putting so much public funding to the cause of private profit. | ask that this project be
refused approval by the Secretary of Planning.

| object to the F6 extension. Building new roads is not the best way to deal with congestion in Australia’s biggest
cities. The standard response to addressing urban mobility issues has been to increase road infrastructure.
Unfortunately, this creates a vicious circle: more roads encourage urban sprawl, which increases the use of
motorcars. Adding roads is not necessarily the solution for the urban mobility challenges of today.

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel patterns which ignores
Inter-generational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and transport preferences. The WestConnex and
F6 is a concept from the 1950's, already outdated and represents a significant waste of public funds. | therefore
object to the F6 extension.

Scientific consensus is that high-emissions fossil fuel dependence is not sustainable and will inevitably lead to
serious social, environmental and economic problems. The Australian transport sector does not rank well on
efficiency and this carries significant costs. In Australia, rail transport has an important role to play when travelling
longer distances and for certain types of freight.

It is appalling that every homeowner across the WestConnex route is at the personal financial risk of having to repair
their own properties.

Already there are families reporting damage caused by WestConnex construction. The RMS ‘mitigate’ by blaming
“settlement” for the significant cracking now found in these homes and place the onus of proof back to the
homeowner. Although this action is unconscionable, the RMS then conceal detailed documents as requested by
homeowners independent engineers. The RMS have a track record for failing to “make good” the damage they have
caused and the Department of Planning are powerless to enforce compliance. Given that the F6 EIS states some land
subsidence from tunneling is expected causing tensile strain in the masonry on nearby homes, | must object to
infrastructure projects that fail to protect homeowners from unconscionable behaviour of the proponent.

| object that the impact of up to 40% of the existing M5 traffic is predicted to rat-run due to toll avoidance has not
been included in the traffic modelling of the Fé6.

The travel time “savings” of the F6 are underwhelming and short-lived. The social and environmental impacts
described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the
modelling, the actual impacts are likely to be even greater than those forecast.

2



The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete pollution stacks will be visually obtrusive. The
increased traffic volumes on surface roads will result in lower amenity with more noise pollution, more fear and
intimidation, increased crash risk etc. The increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and
surface roads will result in increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

Residents exposed to years of 24/7 high impact construction noise are denied, what had been previously committed
in the EIS, in-house noise attenuation as such noise is deemed “temporary”. Four years of noisy construction cannot
be regarded as “temporary”.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study should be rejected, as it
ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on people and the loss of community identity
and social connections. It is good access to public transport that supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful to mental
and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in livability because it promotes active forms of transport. Increasingly physically
inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and contribute to around 3.2 million preventable
deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70% of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise.

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more traffic is not a
contemporary urban plan. On this basis | reject the F6 in favour of investment in public transport.

We need more and better public transport to keep Sydney moving.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Yours sincerely,
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Attn: Secretary, re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arncliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number SSI
17 _8931

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

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the Government is
serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

| object to 43 years of the tolls. This has been imposed on drivers as income for a private motorway owner,
Transurban. The fact that the toll is based on distance traveled disadvantages people who live further south and
west of the Sydney region.

The public are very aware that levels of in tunnel air pollution will reach very high concentrations; that background
levels of air pollution would increase around the stacks and tunnel entry points (portals); and an increase in
morbidity can be calculated. On this basis | strongly object to this failure in duty of care for public health, in favour of
short-term cost cutting.

| object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause, and the worsening of
climate change that will result. | fundamentally reject the proponents’ allegation that F6 will improve air quality and
reduce emissions. It beggars belief. Building and expanding motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce
traffic. No credible authority in the world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting
national greenhouse emissions.

| object that both the RMS and the tunnel proponents continue to deny the potential in these tunnels to use
progressive in-tunnel filtration to alleviate adverse conditions, choosing to misrepresent the costs and the potential
benefits of such systems.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks and portals are located near children’s schools and sports fields. This is a
failure of “duty of care”



| object to the WestConnex F6 Extension as it is instead of public transport improvements that Southern Sydney
desperately needs. The F6 extension is purely to feed more toll-paying traffic onto Transurban’s WestConnex.

We need more and better public transport if we want to continue to move about our city.

Public transport is rejected by the EIS, so the state government is forcing us to use cars more when most major cities
in the world are trying to reduce the number of cars on the roads. We know this is to promote private road
operators' profits. | object to putting so much public funding to the cause of private profit. | ask that this project be
refused approval by the Secretary of Planning.

| object to the F6 extension. Building new roads is not the best way to deal with congestion in Australia’s biggest
cities. The standard response to addressing urban mobility issues has been to increase road infrastructure.
Unfortunately, this creates a vicious circle: more roads encourage urban sprawl, which increases the use of
motorcars. Adding roads is not necessarily the solution for the urban mobility challenges of today.

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel patterns which ignores
Inter-generational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and transport preferences. The WestConnex and
F6 is a concept from the 1950's, already outdated and represents a significant waste of public funds. | therefore
object to the F6 extension.

Scientific consensus is that high-emissions fossil fuel dependence is not sustainable and will inevitably lead to
serious social, environmental and economic problems. The Australian transport sector does not rank well on
efficiency and this carries significant costs. In Australia, rail transport has an important role to play when travelling
longer distances and for certain types of freight.

It is appalling that every homeowner across the WestConnex route is at the personal financial risk of having to repair
their own properties.

Already there are families reporting damage caused by WestConnex construction. The RMS ‘mitigate’ by blaming
“settlement” for the significant cracking now found in these homes and place the onus of proof back to the
homeowner. Although this action is unconscionable, the RMS then conceal detailed documents as requested by
homeowners independent engineers. The RMS have a track record for failing to “make good” the damage they have
caused and the Department of Planning are powerless to enforce compliance. Given that the F6 EIS states some land
subsidence from tunneling is expected causing tensile strain in the masonry on nearby homes, | must object to
infrastructure projects that fail to protect homeowners from unconscionable behaviour of the proponent.

| object that the impact of up to 40% of the existing M5 traffic is predicted to rat-run due to toll avoidance has not
been included in the traffic modelling of the F6.



The travel time “savings” of the F6 are underwhelming and short-lived. The social and environmental impacts
described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the
modelling, the actual impacts are likely to be even greater than those forecast.

The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete pollution stacks will be visually obtrusive. The
increased traffic volumes on surface roads will result in lower amenity with more noise pollution, more fear and
intimidation, increased crash risk etc. The increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and
surface roads will result in increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

Residents exposed to years of 24/7 high impact construction noise are denied, what had been previously committed
in the EIS, in-house noise attenuation as such noise is deemed “temporary”. Four years of noisy construction cannot
be regarded as “temporary”.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study should be rejected, as it
ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on people and the loss of community identity
and social connections. It is good access to public transport that supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful to mental
and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in livability because it promotes active forms of transport. Increasingly physically
inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and contribute to around 3.2 million preventable
deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70% of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise.

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more traffic is not a
contemporary urban plan. On this basis | reject the F6 in favour of investment in public transport.

We need more and better public transport to keep Sydney moving.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Yours sincerely,

Emily English



-Be\rerl\,r Hills NSW 2209, Australia
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Attn: Secretary, re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arncliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number SSI
17 _8931

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

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the Government is
serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

| object to 43 years of the tolls. This has been imposed on drivers as income for a private motorway owner,
Transurban. The fact that the toll is based on distance traveled disadvantages people who live further south and
west of the Sydney region.

As a Uni student | want more and better public transport so that | don't need to drive. | don't need a car for status,
like the baby boomers seem to need.

The public are very aware that levels of in tunnel air pollution will reach very high concentrations; that background
levels of air pollution would increase around the stacks and tunnel entry points (portals); and an increase in
morbidity can be calculated. On this basis | strongly object to this failure in duty of care for public health, in favour of
short-term cost cutting.

| object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause, and the worsening of
climate change that will result. | fundamentally reject the proponents’ allegation that F6 will improve air quality and
reduce emissions. It beggars belief. Building and expanding motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce
traffic. No credible authority in the world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting
national greenhouse emissions.

| object that both the RMS and the tunnel proponents continue to deny the potential in these tunnels to use
progressive in-tunnel filtration to alleviate adverse conditions, choosing to misrepresent the costs and the potential
benefits of such systems.



| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks and portals are located near children’s schools and sports fields. This is a
failure of “duty of care”

| object to the WestConnex F6 Extension as it is instead of public transport improvements that Southern Sydney
desperately needs. The F6 extension is purely to feed more toll-paying traffic onto Transurban’s WestConnex.

Public transport is rejected by the EIS, so the state government is forcing us to use cars more when most major cities
in the world are trying to reduce the number of cars on the roads. We know this is to promote private road
operators' profits. | object to putting so much public funding to the cause of private profit. | ask that this project be
refused approval by the Secretary of Planning.

| object to the F6 extension. Building new roads is not the best way to deal with congestion in Australia’s biggest
cities. The standard response to addressing urban mobility issues has been to increase road infrastructure.
Unfortunately, this creates a vicious circle: more roads encourage urban sprawl, which increases the use of
motorcars. Adding roads is not necessarily the solution for the urban mobility challenges of today.

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel patterns which ignores
Inter-generational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and transport preferences. The WestConnex and
F6 is a concept from the 1950's, already outdated and represents a significant waste of public funds. | therefore
object to the F6 extension.

Scientific consensus is that high-emissions fossil fuel dependence is not sustainable and will inevitably lead to
serious social, environmental and economic problems. The Australian transport sector does not rank well on
efficiency and this carries significant costs. In Australia, rail transport has an important role to play when travelling
longer distances and for certain types of freight.

It is appalling that every homeowner across the WestConnex route is at the personal financial risk of having to repair
their own properties.

Already there are families reporting damage caused by WestConnex construction. The RMS ‘mitigate’ by blaming
“settlement” for the significant cracking now found in these homes and place the onus of proof back to the
homeowner. Although this action is unconscionable, the RMS then conceal detailed documents as requested by
homeowners independent engineers. The RMS have a track record for failing to “make good” the damage they have
caused and the Department of Planning are powerless to enforce compliance. Given that the F6 EIS states some land
subsidence from tunneling is expected causing tensile strain in the masonry on nearby homes, | must object to
infrastructure projects that fail to protect homeowners from unconscionable behaviour of the proponent.

| object that the impact of up to 40% of the existing M5 traffic is predicted to rat-run due to toll avoidance has not
been included in the traffic modelling of the F6.



The travel time “savings” of the F6 are underwhelming and short-lived. The social and environmental impacts
described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the
modelling, the actual impacts are likely to be even greater than those forecast.

The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete pollution stacks will be visually obtrusive. The
increased traffic volumes on surface roads will result in lower amenity with more noise pollution, more fear and
intimidation, increased crash risk etc. The increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and
surface roads will result in increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

Residents exposed to years of 24/7 high impact construction noise are denied, what had been previously committed
in the EIS, in-house noise attenuation as such noise is deemed “temporary”. Four years of noisy construction cannot
be regarded as “temporary”.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study should be rejected, as it
ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on people and the loss of community identity
and social connections. It is good access to public transport that supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful to mental
and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in livability because it promotes active forms of transport. Increasingly physically
inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and contribute to around 3.2 million preventable
deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70% of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise.

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more traffic is not a
contemporary urban plan. On this basis | reject the F6 in favour of investment in public transport.

We need more and better public transport to keep Sydney moving.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Yours sincerely,

Sean English






Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

The F6 toll-road is an outdated 1950s approach that will fail the mobility needs of a 21st century
Sydney.

I object to a transport “solution” that involves unfiltered exhaust stackslocated close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won't be party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I'd support any
development that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister
for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend
Brighton-Le-Sands primary, St Peters primary, McCallum'’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred
schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

Air quality (and resulting health impacts) once the tunnels are in operation was not assessed
with the inclusion of filtration, or other pollutant reduction measures, in the tunnel exhaust
stacks. As a result, the potential benefit to human health of including filtration has not been
objectively assessed.

In addition to providing potential physical and clinical benefits from reducing pollution
exposure, there are psychological health benefits that should also be taken into consideration
when evaluating the worth of installing pollution abatement measures in the stacks.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on
people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of obesity
by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful
to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis I strongly reject the F6 in favour of
investment in public transport.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension
will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground.

000429



St George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable.
Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these
will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or
only partially delivering promised urban repair.

[ object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain of trucks
idling for long periods, trucks rat running through local streets, high impact machinery at night,
stated relief periods not adhered to, and / or the use of high pitch reverse beepers to no effect.
The Department of Planning is ineffectual in enforcing compliance.

We need adaptable, innovative and an affordable holistic transport model of multiple modes.
With 35% of Sydney’s real estate already devoted to roads and parking, it's now time to turn our
attention to improving public transport. [ object to the F6 toll road as it perpetuates car
dependence and is the most inefficient way to move people and freight.

1 [ further object:

[ ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name.....

Address.

1~/
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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

The F6 toll-road is an outdated 1950s approach that will fail the mobility needs of a 21t century
Sydney.

I object to a transport “solution” that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won't be party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I'd support any
development that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister
for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend
Brighton-Le-Sands primary, St Peters primary, McCallum'’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred
schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

Air quality (and resulting health impacts) once the tunnels are in operation was not assessed
with the inclusion of filtration, or other pollutant reduction measures, in the tunnel exhaust
stacks. As a result, the potential benefit to human health of including filtration has not been
objectively assessed.

In addition to providing potential physical and clinical benefits from reducing pollution
exposure, there are psychological health benefits that should also be taken into consideration
when evaluating the worth of installing pollution abatement measures in the stacks.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on
people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of obesity
by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful
to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis I strongly reject the F6 in favour of
investment in public transport.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension
will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground.



St George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable.
Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these
will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or
only partially delivering promised urban repair.

I object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain of trucks
idling for long periods, trucks rat running through local streets, high impact machinery at night,
stated relief periods not adhered to, and / or the use of high pitch reverse beepers to no effect.
The Department of Planning is ineffectual in enforcing compliance.

We need adaptable, innovative and an affordable holistic transport model of multiple modes.
With 35% of Sydney’s real estate already devoted to roads and parking, it's now time to turn our
attention to improving public transport. [ object to the F6 toll road as it perpetuates car
dependence and is the most inefficient way to move people and freight.

[ further object:

I ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please inekade @‘ny 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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F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

The F6 toll-road is an outdated 1950s approach that will fail the mobility needs of a 21st century
Sydney.

[ object to a transport “solution” that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. [ find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won't be party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I'd support any
development that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister
for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend
Brighton-Le-Sands primary, St Peters primary, McCallum’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred
schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

Air quality (and resulting health impacts) once the tunnels are in operation was not assessed
with the inclusion of filtration, or other pollutant reduction measures, in the tunnel exhaust
stacks. As a result, the potential benefit to human health of including filtration has not been
objectively assessed.

In addition to providing potential physical and clinical benefits from reducing pollution
exposure, there are psychological health benefits that should also be taken into consideration
when evaluating the worth of installing pollution abatement measures in the stacks.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on
people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of obesity
by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful
to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise”.

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis I strongly reject the Fé6 in favour of
investment in public transport.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the Fé extension
will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground.
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St George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable.
Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these
will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or
only partially delivering promised urban repair.

I object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain of trucks
idling for long periods, trucks rat running through local streets, high impact machinery at night,
stated relief periods not adhered to, and / or the use of high pitch reverse beepers to no effect.
The Department of Planning is ineffectual in enforcing compliance.

We need adaptable, innovative and an affordable holistic transport model of multiple modes.
With 35% of Sydney’s real estate already devoted to roads and parking, it's now time to turn our
attention to improving public transport. I object to the F6 toll road as it perpetuates car
dependence and is the most inefficient way to move people and freight.

[ further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

=
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F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

The F6 toll-road is an outdated 1950s approach that will fail the mobility needs of a 215t century
Sydney.

[ object to a transport “solution” that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won't be party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I'd support any
development that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister
for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend
Brighton-Le-Sands primary, St Peters primary, McCallum’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred
schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

Air quality (and resulting health impacts) once the tunnels are in operation was not assessed
with the inclusion of filtration, or other pollutant reduction measures, in the tunnel exhaust
stacks. As a result, the potential benefit to human health of including filtration has not been
objectively assessed.

In addition to providing potential physical and clinical benefits from reducing pollution
exposure, there are psychological health benefits that should also be taken into consideration
when evaluating the worth of installing pollution abatement measures in the stacks.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on
people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of obesity
by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful
to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis I strongly reject the Fé6 in favour of
investment in public transport.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension
will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground.



St George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable.
Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these
will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or
only partially delivering promised urban repair.

| object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain of trucks
idling for long periods, trucks rat running through local streets, high impact machinery at night,
stated relief periods not adhered to, and / or the use of high pitch reverse beepers to no effect.
The Department of Planning is ineffectual in enforcing compliance.

We need adaptable, innovative and an affordable holistic transport model of multiple modes.
With 35% of Sydney’s real estate already devoted to roads and parking, it’s now time to turn our
attention to improving public transport. I object to the F6 toll road as it perpetuates car
dependence and is the most inefficient way to move people and freight.

[ further object:

I ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Signature



Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
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GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

The F6 toll-road is an outdated 1950s approach that will fail the mobility needs of a 215t century
Sydney.

I object to a transport “solution” that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won’t be party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I'd support any
development that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister
for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend
Brighton-Le-Sands primary, St Peters primary, McCallum'’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred
schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

Air quality (and resulting health impacts) once the tunnels are in operation was not assessed
with the inclusion of filtration, or other pollutant reduction measures, in the tunnel exhaust
stacks. As a result, the potential benefit to human health of including filtration has not been
objectively assessed.

In addition to providing potential physical and clinical benefits from reducing pollution
exposure, there are psychological health benefits that should also be taken into consideration
when evaluating the worth of installing pollution abatement measures in the stacks.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on
people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of obesity
by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful
to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis [ strongly reject the F6 in favour of
investment in public transport.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension
will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground.
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St George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable.
Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these
will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or
only partially delivering promised urban repair.

I object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain of trucks
idling for long periods, trucks rat running through local streets, high impact machinery at night,
stated relief periods not adhered to, and / or the use of high pitch reverse beepers to no effect.
The Department of Planning is ineffectual in enforcing compliance.

We need adaptable, innovative and an affordable holistic transport model of multiple modes.
With 35% of Sydney’s real estate already devoted to roads and parking, it's now time to turn our
attention to improving public transport. I object to the F6 toll road as it perpetuates car
dependence and is the most inefficient way to move people and freight.

| further object:

[ ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Pleasetrreterte &lﬂd})ny 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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F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

The F6 toll-road is an outdated 1950s approach that will fail the mobility needs of a 215t century
Sydney.

[ object to a transport “solution” that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won'’t be party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that ['d support any
development that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister
for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend
Brighton-Le-Sands primary, St Peters primary, McCallum’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred
schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

Air quality (and resulting health impacts) once the tunnels are in operation was not assessed
with the inclusion of filtration, or other pollutant reduction measures, in the tunnel exhaust
stacks. As a result, the potential benefit to human health of including filtration has not been
objectively assessed.

In addition to providing potential physical and clinical benefits from reducing pollution
exposure, there are psychological health benefits that should also be taken into consideration
when evaluating the worth of installing pollution abatement measures in the stacks.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on
people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of obesity
by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful
to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis I strongly reject the F6 in favour of
investment in public transport.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension
will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground.



St George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable.
Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these
will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or
only partially delivering promised urban repair.

I object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain of trucks
idling for long periods, trucks rat running through local streets, high impact machinery at night,
stated relief periods not adhered to, and / or the use of high pitch reverse beepers to no effect.
The Department of Planning is ineffectual in enforcing compliance.

We need adaptable, innovative and an affordable holistic transport model of multiple modes.
With 35% of Sydney’s real estate already devoted to roads and parking, it's now time to turn our
attention to improving public transport. I object to the F6 toll road as it perpetuates car
dependence and is the most inefficient way to move people and freight.

[ further object:

[ ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please iﬂ!-iud-e/y 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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F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

The F6 toll-road is an outdated 1950s approach that will fail the mobility needs of a 215t century
Sydney.

I object to a transport “solution” that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks l6cated close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won't be party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I'd support any
development that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister
for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend
Brighton-Le-Sands primary, St Peters primary, McCallum’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred
schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

Air quality (and resulting health impacts) once the tunnels are in operation was not assessed
with the inclusion of filtration, or other pollutant reduction measures, in the tunnel exhaust
stacks. As a result, the potential benefit to human health of including filtration has not been
objectively assessed.

In addition to providing potential physical and clinical benefits from reducing pollution
exposure, there are psychological health benefits that should also be taken into consideration
when evaluating the worth of installing pollution abatement measures in the stacks.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on
people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of obesity
by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful
to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise”.

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis I strongly reject the F6 in favour of
investment in public transport.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension
will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground.



St George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable.
Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these
will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or
only partially delivering promised urban repair.

| object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain of trucks
idling for long periods, trucks rat running through local streets, high impact machinery at night,
stated relief periods not adhered to, and / or the use of high pitch reverse beepers to no effect.
The Department of Planning is ineffectual in enforcing compliance.

We need adaptable, innovative and an affordable holistic transport model of multiple modes.
With 35% of Sydney’s real estate already devoted to roads and parking, it’s now time to turn our
attention to improving public transport. I object to the F6 toll road as it perpetuates car
dependence and is the most inefficient way to move people and freight.

[ further object:

I ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Signature.
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My objection to the F6 Extension.

The F6 toll-road extension will fail everyone, especially those that need to drive.

We already devote 35% of Sydney’s real estate to roads and parking, which is on par with other
cities. Yet more is never enough. Where we differ from contemporary cities is that our public
transport system has been largely neglected for decades. We need to focus on expanding our
public transport networks to cope with the growing population, now, not in 20 years time.

The most efficient way to accommodate the transport and accessibility needs of a growing
population is through mass transit and better land use-transport integration. Urban motorways
are a very inefficient way of moving people around. A single traffic lane can transport a
maximum of only 2700 people per hour (in ideal conditions); a single railway line can transport
24,000 people per hour. It is preposterous that given our rail system is at capacity that this
wasn’t considered the highest priority to invest our public funds. I object to the F6 extension, as

it is rail, not tolls we critically need.

It is even stated in the EIS (V1a) that travel patterns are changing, with the usage of public
transport increasing greater than population growth. The trend of a modern commuting
population is that driving is declining, particularly for under 30’s replaced by public transport
and ride share as key travel modes. It’s no coincidence that the use of public transport is greater
in LGA’s where connected and frequent options are available, compared to LGA’s with high car
use where public transport has a poor service of frequency, lower levels of access and longer
travel times. It is false, therefore, to claim that people prefer to drive, when for most, there is no

choice.

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel
patterns which ignores Intergenerational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and
transport preferences. The WestConnex and F6 is a concept from the 1950s, already outdated
and represents a significant waste of public funds. I therefore object to the F6 extension.

The original objectives of the WestConnex project specified improving road and freight access
to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. We now have the proposals for four stages and the
Sydney Gateway to the airport and port Botany are not included in any of them. The community
is asked to support this proposal based on more unfunded projects, based on "artistic"

impressions.

The movement of freight from Port Botany has long been a problem. Given that a key objective
was to “remove trucks from local roads” I find it absurd that Port Botany was privatised in 2013
with a “no compete” clause. This means Newcastle Port is unable to expand its capacity and



reduce freight coming into Sydney. I object to the F6 toll-road. The public expects a better

standard of transport planning than this.

It is disingenuous to justify building more toll-roads with the claim that road transport will be
the dominant travel choice for the next 20 years. 90% of those that work in the CBD travel by
public transport, and why wouldn’t you, when many direct options are available to commuters.
Those that work in the Southern Industrial area or travel a north or south route have limited
choices or are required to change mode multiple times. The latent demand for good public
transport has been witnessed many times. The Dulwich Hill light rail needed an additional 9o
services per week to cope with demand. The Mascot and Green Square stations had a 70%

increase in patronage once the station fares were reduced to standard pricing.

The travel survey results also reveal that 50% of those that do drive would use public transport
if reasonable options were available to them. We need a reduction of only 10% to reduce road

congestion, as witnessed every school holidays.

This predict and provide approach to transport planning has been a failure, and is being
abandoned by advanced nations. In a city of 5 million people, we can never provide enough
road capacity to enable everyone to live as far from work as they like, and drive wherever and
whenever they like in free-flowing traffic. More Toll roads for the Transurban monopoly is not
the answer. The public deserve a smarter approach which is more and better public transport

“to get Sydney moving again”

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please inelude-/ exclude my personal information when publishing this submission to your
website Declaration: I HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.
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My objection to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

I object to the F6 extension. Multiple 4-year WestConnex stages on the communities of
Arncliffe through to Kogarah falls into the realm of unacceptable and unreasonable oppression
of local communities. The lived experience at Arncliffe, Haberfield, and St Peters has
demonstrated that the current approval processes, based around impacts of short term projects
should not apply.

If a government has "state significant infrastructure" that it wishes to constfuct, it should not
throw out the rule book and allow normal regulations that control such industrial work in the
every-day world to be ignored. In fact, the rules for a decade long intrusion into people's lives
need to be more thorough, better regulated and more closely monitored and enforced. In

addition to construction fatigue, there is also complaint fatigue.

The experience residents have, when they have legitimate complaints about dust, noise or
other, is one of slow response and often no response. If the communication team is pushed, the
team member is often irritated by the complaint (as they cannot do anything about it). The
most common response is a cut and paste email that states that the EPL licence allows such

unreasonable noise or other intrusion. On this basis I object to the F6 extension.

The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real risk of damage to
homes due to settlement (ground movement). There is no mitigation provided for this risk.
Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the Government's expense. However, RMS
already have a track record for denying significant cracking in people’s homes was caused by
construction, putting the blame on “settlement” or “drought”. Given that many homes have
stood the test of time for half a century or more, surviving decades of previous droughts, these
excuses are not acceptable. 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
is already leading 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 their property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

It is unacceptable that every homeowner across the WestConnex route is at the personal
financial risk of having to repair their own properties. [ am also concerned that the Department
of Planning is not fulfilling their governance role of enforcing compliance on the RMS to “make

‘good” damages to homes. On this basis, the F6 cannot proceed.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts
on people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by

reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of



obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are

harmful to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise.

I object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity
of school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration
systems in urban tunnels. I object to the false reassurances by the project team using
engineering jargon and quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case

scenario guesses.

I object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause, and
the worsening of climate change that will result. I fundamentally reject the proponents’
allegation that F6 will improve air quality and reduce emissions. Building and expanding
motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce traffic. No credible authority in the
world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting national

greenhouse emissions.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Pleasednelude / exclude my personal information when publishing this submission to your
website Declaration: I HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.
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Attn: Secretary, re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arncliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number SSI
17 _8931

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

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the Government is
serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

| object to 43 years of the tolls. This has been imposed on drivers as income for a private motorway owner,
Transurban. The fact that the toll is based on distance traveled disadvantages people who live further south and
west of the Sydney region.

The public are very aware that levels of in tunnel air pollution will reach very high concentrations; that background
levels of air pollution would increase around the stacks and tunnel entry points (portals); and an increase in
morbidity can be calculated. On this basis | strongly object to this failure in duty of care for public health, in favour of
short-term cost cutting.

| object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause, and the worsening of
climate change that will result. | fundamentally reject the proponents’ allegation that F6 will improve air quality and
reduce emissions. It beggars belief. Building and expanding motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce
traffic. No credible authority in the world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting
national greenhouse emissions.

| object that both the RMS and the tunnel proponents continue to deny the potential in these tunnels to use
progressive in-tunnel filtration to alleviate adverse conditions, choosing to misrepresent the costs and the potential
benefits of such systems.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks and portals are located near children’s schools and sports fields. This is a
failure of “duty of care”



| object to the WestConnex F6 Extension as it is instead of public transport improvements that Southern Sydney
desperately needs. The F6 extension is purely to feed more toll-paying traffic onto Transurban’s WestConnex.

Public transport is rejected by the EIS, so the state government is forcing us to use cars more when most major cities
in the world are trying to reduce the number of cars on the roads. We know this is to promote private road
operators' profits. | object to putting so much public funding to the cause of private profit. | ask that this project be
refused approval by the Secretary of Planning.

| object to the F6 extension. Building new roads is not the best way to deal with congestion in Australia’s biggest
cities. The standard response to addressing urban mobility issues has been to increase road infrastructure.
Unfortunately, this creates a vicious circle: more roads encourage urban sprawl, which increases the use of
motorcars. Adding roads is not necessarily the solution for the urban mobility challenges of today.

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel patterns which ignores
Inter-generational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and transport preferences. The WestConnex and
F6 is a concept from the 1950's, already outdated and represents a significant waste of public funds. | therefore
object to the F6 extension.

Scientific consensus is that high-emissions fossil fuel dependence is not sustainable and will inevitably lead to
serious social, environmental and economic problems. The Australian transport sector does not rank well on
efficiency and this carries significant costs. In Australia, rail transport has an important role to play when travelling
longer distances and for certain types of freight.

It is appalling that every homeowner across the WestConnex route is at the personal financial risk of having to repair
their own properties.

Already there are families reporting damage caused by WestConnex construction. The RMS ‘mitigate’ by blaming
“settlement” for the significant cracking now found in these homes and place the onus of proof back to the
homeowner. Although this action is unconscionable, the RMS then conceal detailed documents as requested by
homeowners independent engineers. The RMS have a track record for failing to “make good” the damage they have
caused and the Department of Planning are powerless to enforce compliance. Given that the F6 EIS states some land
subsidence from tunneling is expected causing tensile strain in the masonry on nearby homes, | must object to
infrastructure projects that fail to protect homeowners from unconscionable behaviour of the proponent.

| object that the impact of up to 40% of the existing M5 traffic is predicted to rat-run due to toll avoidance has not
been included in the traffic modelling of the Fé6.

The travel time “savings” of the F6 are underwhelming and short-lived. The social and environmental impacts
described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the
modelling, the actual impacts are likely to be even greater than those forecast.

2



The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete pollution stacks will be visually obtrusive. The
increased traffic volumes on surface roads will result in lower amenity with more noise pollution, more fear and
intimidation, increased crash risk etc. The increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and
surface roads will result in increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

Residents exposed to years of 24/7 high impact construction noise are denied, what had been previously committed
in the EIS, in-house noise attenuation as such noise is deemed “temporary”. Four years of noisy construction cannot
be regarded as “temporary”.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study should be rejected, as it
ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on people and the loss of community identity
and social connections. It is good access to public transport that supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful to mental
and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in livability because it promotes active forms of transport. Increasingly physically
inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and contribute to around 3.2 million preventable
deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70% of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise.

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more traffic is not a
contemporary urban plan. On this basis | reject the F6 in favour of investment in public transport.

We need more and better public transport to keep Sydney moving.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Yours sincerely,

Brian O'Rourke

_ Rockdale NSW 2216, Australia
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Attn: Secretary, re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arncliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number SSI
17 _8931

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

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the Government is
serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

| object to 43 years of the tolls. This has been imposed on drivers as income for a private motorway owner,
Transurban. The fact that the toll is based on distance traveled disadvantages people who live further south and
west of the Sydney region.

The public are very aware that levels of in tunnel air pollution will reach very high concentrations; that background
levels of air pollution would increase around the stacks and tunnel entry points (portals); and an increase in
morbidity can be calculated. On this basis | strongly object to this failure in duty of care for public health, in favour of
short-term cost cutting.

| object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause, and the worsening of
climate change that will result. | fundamentally reject the proponents’ allegation that F6 will improve air quality and
reduce emissions. It beggars belief. Building and expanding motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce
traffic. No credible authority in the world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting
national greenhouse emissions.

| object that both the RMS and the tunnel proponents continue to deny the potential in these tunnels to use
progressive in-tunnel filtration to alleviate adverse conditions, choosing to misrepresent the costs and the potential
benefits of such systems.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks and portals are located near children’s schools and sports fields. This is a
failure of “duty of care”



| object to the WestConnex F6 Extension as it is instead of public transport improvements that Southern Sydney
desperately needs. The F6 extension is purely to feed more toll-paying traffic onto Transurban’s WestConnex.

Public transport is rejected by the EIS, so the state government is forcing us to use cars more when most major cities
in the world are trying to reduce the number of cars on the roads. We know this is to promote private road
operators' profits. | object to putting so much public funding to the cause of private profit. | ask that this project be
refused approval by the Secretary of Planning.

| object to the F6 extension. Building new roads is not the best way to deal with congestion in Australia’s biggest
cities. The standard response to addressing urban mobility issues has been to increase road infrastructure.
Unfortunately, this creates a vicious circle: more roads encourage urban sprawl, which increases the use of
motorcars. Adding roads is not necessarily the solution for the urban mobility challenges of today.

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel patterns which ignores
Inter-generational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and transport preferences. The WestConnex and
F6 is a concept from the 1950's, already outdated and represents a significant waste of public funds. | therefore
object to the F6 extension.

Scientific consensus is that high-emissions fossil fuel dependence is not sustainable and will inevitably lead to
serious social, environmental and economic problems. The Australian transport sector does not rank well on
efficiency and this carries significant costs. In Australia, rail transport has an important role to play when travelling
longer distances and for certain types of freight.

It is appalling that every homeowner across the WestConnex route is at the personal financial risk of having to repair
their own properties.

Already there are families reporting damage caused by WestConnex construction. The RMS ‘mitigate’ by blaming
“settlement” for the significant cracking now found in these homes and place the onus of proof back to the
homeowner. Although this action is unconscionable, the RMS then conceal detailed documents as requested by
homeowners independent engineers. The RMS have a track record for failing to “make good” the damage they have
caused and the Department of Planning are powerless to enforce compliance. Given that the F6 EIS states some land
subsidence from tunneling is expected causing tensile strain in the masonry on nearby homes, | must object to
infrastructure projects that fail to protect homeowners from unconscionable behaviour of the proponent.

| object that the impact of up to 40% of the existing M5 traffic is predicted to rat-run due to toll avoidance has not
been included in the traffic modelling of the Fé6.

The travel time “savings” of the F6 are underwhelming and short-lived. The social and environmental impacts
described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the
modelling, the actual impacts are likely to be even greater than those forecast.
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The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete pollution stacks will be visually obtrusive. The
increased traffic volumes on surface roads will result in lower amenity with more noise pollution, more fear and
intimidation, increased crash risk etc. The increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and
surface roads will result in increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

Residents exposed to years of 24/7 high impact construction noise are denied, what had been previously committed
in the EIS, in-house noise attenuation as such noise is deemed “temporary”. Four years of noisy construction cannot
be regarded as “temporary”.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study should be rejected, as it
ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on people and the loss of community identity
and social connections. It is good access to public transport that supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful to mental
and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in livability because it promotes active forms of transport. Increasingly physically
inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and contribute to around 3.2 million preventable
deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70% of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise.

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more traffic is not a
contemporary urban plan. On this basis | reject the F6 in favour of investment in public transport.

We need more and better public transport to keep Sydney moving.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Yours sincerely,

Brian O'Rourke

I < ockdale NSw 2216, Australia






Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number S5I 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

My submission objecting to the F6 Extension:

There has been no authentic consideration for alternatives, in particular a major expansion of
commuter rail transport. The Department of Planning should reject this inadequate EIS and
conduct a full investigation into the flawed processes that have led to already massive expenditure
on privatised toll roads. | object to a proposal that is so out of step with contemporary urban
planning.

It is stated in the EIS (V1a) that travel patterns are changing, with the usage of public transport
increasing greater than population growth. The trend of a modern commuting population is that
driving is declining, particularly for under 30’s replaced by public transport and ride share as key
travel modes. It's no coincidence that the use of public transport is greater in LGA’s where
connected and frequent options are available, compared to LGA’s with high car use where public
transport has a poor service of frequency, lower levels of access and longer travel times. It is false,
therefore, to claim that people prefer to drive, when for most, there is no choice.

Yet, the EIS later contradicts this fact with the statement “demand for mobility by road travel is
forecast to continue to grow”. Given that it is public transport usage that is growing at a much
faster rate, why has this more efficient option been precluded from an in-depth analysis?

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel patterns
which ignores Intergenerational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and transport
preferences. The WestConnex and F6 is a concept from the 1950s, already outdated and represents
a significant waste of public funds. | therefore object to the F6 extension.
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The EIS indicates that the pond at Bicentennial Park will be eradicated if this project goes ahead.
Murray River short neck turtles inhabit this pond and that birds such as Spoonbills and Great Egrets
are feeding here. This loss of habitat is unacceptable ot a time when biodiversity across the world is
declining.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension will
include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground. St
George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable. Although
Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these will occur as
envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or only partially
delivering promised urban repair.

| object to the F6 as it poses a real risk for public health. All vehicles, particularly diesel, emit
dangerous substances which contribute to a worsening of overall air quality in the Sydney Basin. As
the dangers of air pollution become more and more evident, it is a failue in our Government’s ‘duty
of care' to be proposing infrastructure that encourages more vehicle use.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity of
school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration systems in
urban tunnels. | object to the false reassurances by the project team using engineering jargon and
quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case scenario guesses.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please ingleele I(Jexclud? my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
OT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Declaration: | H

Email..........

Signature...



00439

= ya aia 1 [} O S
Ao et {O‘If amedd  3-Blem (X P
DENRNTD ALBRXANUEN
“ mn“lw““‘ H“ KoL BAY 222
e I
14 Deceh@el. 201 - Department of Planning
Received
PILESTOE, TRANIORT ASYESSNERS 19 DEC 2033
DEAGTIENT OF PLANNING § BRNIKSIMENT Scanning Room

GfCc Gor 23
ANOeT 2000

§ { . ASW . sov. &V
MQAomejchsa p cmmrtj € N
=2 ir\aormwrhor\ @ P{C\.f\l’\\ﬂ;"}. now -.Q-‘)o\f‘. Cuo. .

L EXTEsTo) ~ISWeE|

ST s BES)

T 3ufror¢+ A hs Pr\ﬁpasailhu“’\‘ on\7r i!r\ prin Q\P.oilh_wrls
m'.r\.a.éu“ 05 +he  need ,%cr o "ﬂ\[ PSS °(S Leck dela oLoF—o
\r\cwm\B born —hare w.l-\mm o 'Py_o\‘;{}*r\-w\ wes il &:7 o (a%i
+ervek ot e pedeatrion SreR0\ny epp e 5 e axe. ;\1_;,@ sila
el Joo bailsr vehieular oeteds 4o Sutheclomdl Sk of Ak
Qroib Cosat. T do wngt fwrof’on* Verioud deterls qm—\-kaolm
v e tbrc()o&u\ 4 Wish + oble 4o the vormouy metlse

ﬁ pu"‘r dur—w ardl 0F+IDR3 »\-L.a:f are I=as c.a:s—\-\?, \‘,-\ s veg %

A rvsp+1ﬁm, aaviren meReX tepock | fmpfl‘y loss 1 >V 4o +LYNbi.Cc.

I 1-'\. [=SN (B o:ﬁ?-r\csﬂcl tag © \l,.q}i\j@,~(n,o.'\‘\o.\ S35 iciwy *E{ A4 ; L ﬁ.cL ‘Q‘L\ 7
Yolume EBEXS sk ot fLoekdola | vh Foey 4 heX wea kz\:ﬂ“ N
bex h;.,,‘r\‘aA "{‘L_'L Hsevica G wickoy 4 uvn CL\-J'Q;\Q.]O\Q_ oL W lkkﬂv\-&ﬂ

nT l\tﬁd‘vj ,\jc‘f ﬁ,_, p~+l—&r i"},ﬁm\ﬁ"\"% w4 O \‘mea.n? l 0()’\“ by T
o N2 "Faﬂ cj\9—‘-L 0 ‘tfié_&w 1y o Gd G \c.&)l'&_ 'Jr i1 W\Q “{1’) RV R :'Jr )
. pa(_\ffo me. {6 30 XKiona C<3 Als T vnleme 3%

My ob\-)'uz‘rwm kR oS jo“aws_



OBITECTIONG To THE PRoloSAL..

00 NOTHTNG T ofTTen

The do rothaa @‘ﬂ"f\;'\ rﬁms;m ;Ur\Qx\o\orQo\ v =il DS |

"\T‘l«o-cﬂ- oM pan +g-cébxc. r‘i.r:lkuc-:rls @P‘hmw avaleble theX ey,
1% tmfﬂq_wxm& Cmeke Ahua f)wd;’“;t a%ﬁ AR ety the
WasX Conmex Onwneessy s

Soma %S Aheas direckions ar= -

=i P\_}-":)\T‘C_ Tr*&a::pal:‘ Eﬂk&ﬂ@—"“\q’j ! _
Fo malka Fuh\\l, Hronapert mow vichle an efrhm»k@ l‘mﬁ?i‘t
W ke s to Freval | op 4hek +Lk7r ot ol 13 cov rasgd s Uss Ak
coA Q,:.-las.ciqﬂf in-ths \‘Beur‘m»f 4 werk prak piil.r-\nol :
& Trdsrmodel linkog saith roil meds Stehens anm&tné
QE%\QLW\:*\T it bug e biksd Cora +to Connuck ! v
-h—cmfo.?t holbh vtk 4 he hintorlond wher wellk ocessa 13
axcandsd {> 1 kn).
o T toand ﬂ”‘“‘-u_ {,j«\ﬂﬂtwancY.
e X~ ooz \\R-\ic‘-&nlrv Q@%qiwf
° f:)\ﬂt:;i““‘*"-oL Yrovel cenX @[+Lxs M sm‘a-&m% Ma\ra-,rd:/%or Sde
.Ou.—r' parX  ghedona , i%&w\ovx_ . suech : d Uanase i
tnerean. with Bidvehion 1n rosd +¢';§A\c.-
Fhe. ey ogedds rbies mylies foe s ol § g
(‘.h_ka?j- émlﬂw ¢ 4l s honcsmsX %*Lso‘cﬁc:kmn d il
mmiwaj T i w:aulrfl em-touf‘caﬂ- Pubhc u&x%x d
red s +refie pCevdsd thn Als BTS '

-2 Qo G Feicor Bsgtaasion

@ ﬁr_‘.(\fj\; n‘u\'\.cjﬁ\;s\ —b A,;pf)c(:k _ i .

T he axtsasion ) b rosl Qarmal.cf,)]wf‘-\ Gend Tunhon 4o
C,L\.ar'lrx- Qfm ( Rc.m:i\mc;ki P;—l,nc.c. %\Nniv\) ‘ K\\“‘BZA@J( Knr\?)\:\j"m\
?1 Qbf\.(\-ig\o‘m e '\"\—\ lll‘\-‘&_ ?\—b\"-"\'\'\ % ﬂw&:ﬁ 3"‘\_"&—\"0'1 Wo:_,‘ol. H&VQ
hod  men Ioﬁ.(\sai_x;'iﬁ delwsdol 4o Ftheas arteq . v would
olso uead »-\-nc&{c, S A % Mﬁ7l clae ks Q_gn“{‘r\‘q sTins 4o

\/O\\JM ;r‘\- ’%Lk 3’5‘\;&7 oarRs. | _I(’\. 3*\-9_5_& (s -+rqqu7f ‘;\5 l‘.:surx:s



boild stk 8 @8 eraiirer el Qd\s..u.l Cogtd . Tt G.bn\l..'\[ =
Couss ‘\‘P%\;— Cmu&qqﬁ'%\gn = 7.;.:_"? 4= L_a R&.‘(QLA

. CH‘? 4o Nocth Shes
Conneckasd !ﬂ\{ O“L( O h3 track soch Wy e e Hsolssr fbm%_g
dhe whele netwerk 3o pet only Tacking ooty bot
vien ocoble 4o ﬁogafsa’js__a jmm Mk&n!cnldc.\-'\ur{ o traclk
rocintemence . The ~+rock mosX bs a,wx‘a'&(\wol , O ool
5ok oé 4eecks addsd fﬁf’Sl{O\\" ‘n m vrdsr hearbeor +onpel
Thoos lom;\q_?,t weuldh swhencs &:fwnu. o\_s:.\wba Th S toas lau‘,\‘ron-gl
So "‘?A”tm\z roocel "H"-L%t‘c lr\.clvo\m:) ~ s G-H-ohf oo .

e 5+°~th Du\‘\f on‘H\FOm“\Y Howms .

" The Ttemp Doty C,L\&t;"ztlo\ LJ\[ Acls B4t Bovsmunond enbls Pum(\mp\
% +[-°I~<Sam;\~/ homa 18 a lc&.rax tﬂ\lawlam‘u@ in ‘\—Li M.a\“"j %ﬁ

4 sraloea s wore lieumin o theee sitvetion whanusg . Oacvd v

e 5+“f e Qi +ravel de p’le—'&m .% w\o\ayme_r\i ¥ w‘«uoty thet ore
Jortlor avey s bl\cl‘m& by 4ha la%o_ armourd s\ Shemg Aty
tngassd ) oy menn house | The dd mean maddopls {eipa

4o distack \"}"“*M whore SavseX (ebo 4 Fudy Yeausa javelve s one
Jordy This wud odd 10-20% 4 oM \ oy e work dete

Q_\"\_‘\OL‘&\\ Co Ef\-qAT & —K—"o-a fﬂl\@_nomq,r\ork Co e Y E_Q(Bgur\’ol :
T+ s cleor +heX dhs 18 @ moyor tysusn pet \';]u:;’r +e

"'""";‘}S\-Q- q %namv.\c, loss % +s'rvdt ,ﬁQQ\ < &kf)r{t_\cl“"tk‘:;n g sty |
bet Jor +la prmeonel wiell &Bu“b %#cL vty

T ks p&-r‘-\c;tg_o an ooy \‘>< o Bdoved leved oo lis\L
e &J‘(‘T en s /SMM\T e s (M‘\‘ \‘mrmjm:e_njt \Oro'a_w:?T) 4
reinstet otemp Aty on Shee2 dcading Al wes aloslisbd
o~ | Tj‘u\T 200 i/} Floo wae. dore :—b\ib ‘aesa\bk WisaX
o ninax gy have lossn U““‘“Ulfiao-f‘?’ v This iadtictive would

Swg. nertro nad ]:;lar\.gﬁ:"f pot \305* t\]-e_wr A =6



WES o, Do songtiTNneg — 4le meJc:ad.

Tl&l Pmiﬁo‘sﬂ kM . Avmkss c<£ Ssloos %\w\.\;;‘; »{-L.J ot ok Ae
be oddreased 4o 2oar 4o burdon gn — oll 9,3 .S
Those 1ncluda Learyd, +‘-¢"'\g\:t C.:mgs\q*u‘;&i a_rx\r;rch@jtui lossss
%ﬂr-o{d-%}—( lovgag afcrﬁs‘mb \,Sc:ht\kv’ty lossso v .

21 T‘r‘c&h{c Gonscetien ¢ Scheoel Zews,

'Tl«zl PFOFOSQ/:L will  dis d\anL ?](Smms»\ e Praa i dott Ava. e
tealie dhon 18 Cowmsit  Hodk \m\\ée Ahieuskh B ooy 2\ \\QlCE-a]
o dcheek zora d on in)riggre Comacn o gt oo edy 2
Eithe o wtedion Joow e St Ao Locky O Koodl ¢ pedtels b
Do pouk clahoel AN 2o mex o qus e t‘?_(tutr‘l&? o &
“{‘r“%}ém %ﬁmu \mto;-ouumm@o% Peintan ilm\f t R — ) a(\—k-‘& sehos) Zow
To Remoua +h scheek zowa  ethr strus most by devslopad o Higomery
o cload | ovsrlaed pudsatron ridss oeesas improvad ¢
gnelasnd wedhaa s ac_Lu—c&Smm\c:\o : ‘

wlwg) T\H’tr\.@--\ Ex covoten 4 Sfoh\\ Pamaaal |

T BL‘\EQ‘Q Ao tla VB % +la APS works depet o 398 -400
West Botens 3T Jor ther PrOgREl - Thua 43 e only G’“t"a‘f -
%To\r\n_\f wr-kjv_» o QKQKP*\“"\ %S ata H ol our IEJ"\C},"SQ P\f leon Ok_z\aa’*‘ ,j‘c:-r
RAD :iww‘m-q I resda 4 b 85X asda ,}c:-‘rfi-uﬁ-ur& n=rdg
The 3tde twa. ,3mm +le tﬂrﬁfocbxnl 4enped wodsa o reg o
C:ETJO " OTAC}LA‘WO& *““Ml'wbr +M[“’°"“¢jj worky o shady
The o= 1o reer propleo homeas ¢ 4l wowsn shed 1o impadect

b 0&%&\{ Q—KP‘B‘M‘%\.C&C\ -l—Lsp, & s lm’?"rﬁ-“ﬂcj\/ﬁfﬂ" A\ Crzn Cﬂﬁ’ Tonnek
Coen Williowm X 4 Aourkse Ix Weelloo moaloo | T~ i el

neloy - 'Tkua PSS iogj\r o 5 3*\-crao N kq:)bt .

T chysX = "\"Lb\ I‘Q-("‘@\(Q_i\ % -\-L-k meatunk Hritda o +\'\-"wa Sihe |

%
Die wdt ome dloe sobs |
T P__b: Ak b\,\\cl\u%o con lan \ac:c?f\‘mok n Ha Aonnel \rsa.,&.\ed\cx

g Cm&@\rLQ—M-QA- if“"iﬂ-i\m}\ulay ;3_4:{7 @\owcﬁ'\of\. é l’\fﬁ-b{o\j\}"



i*ﬁ " Wa_fj‘*r ﬁ@"i‘&"\?f e ngdi\c:&—\“\x SJ\"“Q_ -r?ﬂ: 4‘:2'{"%1

Witk %iuiﬁj\ Pv‘t-(\:s.\)_a p\.a.ncé,mmg::dt* Inevahiva -’rnhckr\\crva,q‘
containamisaton 4 QA/'{ Codainy havle +ha te Can
o»dn.'w:.vsz_ Ppas& (qarumq,+am . rls il C:kf Tumel Ot isaa
v odicel -+r—04xepoaj % e;Fc;d B a i Shaik Thes e anlaps“
e, with 55“‘(3‘&@'& CeaX 3&.\“\’54.

-~

ol 1n coXoannsrmSnd lae oo tonanal 3\0&0— l”l"Q howtd wwried
d cs\iin‘ﬂ-c:“?‘ r.wdk[ :-l-‘rux\su—g wiAl he Soed ocae ‘.\a.-—wta,u;.r‘\.\c) d no
+rana 't km&\x\\lj 4 s (;.s:-_;ta eSS g ka..nok:-.;“:_ xq;ﬂ‘

9_%{&@31 mevamiik 6} & Comtainsl . RAMY Basinsom nasdk e
-25'.*‘0? shevallw Ha Qlf"-“:‘\ Savs—eX "\“\y\;\.n-o I ivxu.k\tl h.alﬁ.Q § msad
e 5"){-\:34&.& S A‘\“\“rﬁ mzA bheda c‘% \rost wWork i'fk Cser E{B‘“Mt
ConsFructien ., E&\\Ql@mtﬂj nexO\S o Pf‘Q—V&:\ mQ.JE)&Q\c.lV heve |
The ANS readyTo omelqometa ol A Tunml cedeold
G{J‘?{—ai‘\mq oot +lu<a ¥ = o\*t&c}\'f ovsr Ha Aol WL}r—‘L
44\5\\{ ora. &t \eeaX ASL‘O"**L\ . ng\_?_-,iclg_r{k\m “= b= 3\\1‘91--. ‘e
"\003‘“‘3 %c\u\fm\iv\_j& % Cmckm& tovea  aaow 31—&0\1 s an
o< Q&\.rcéi“igo\ sp e wile ala Mmu\/ 9—1\.:\‘0\(‘4.51(\} S e
) &S e)\u‘—(-" 4o e |
Un ke 29 ~AQ0 Wt (5(3%-&.,«7 8% Ak ok e rea t dadak
U5 O\k“ﬂﬁ% 5* w--'\"'\ Cmdc_.wo-f"\ﬁﬁ:i\‘\m\ s ‘o.sy- P\r.-iaaq o mo{v‘g l\\r(‘Q_ a3
2-40;; ,,2~4C>x G 00 m 5%(1{0&«\ Cvdﬂ-‘\(\sh" ik +°f’ loedhta

Loo-diin + heu ie Qo '*3-“—3-4/7 wokinr vos o\ |ow Fre \;_ Conoh Ve,
-[.1\ __}_L\S_J%% \Ok&kﬁl—?%é\e R o e a.ﬂ-a_:\bo Mn\?m +r-a<5,§x% Cp\%jmiq::.r\

»Ts‘-r c4hag 3

‘—T_\_)I'\MJE_ ;-l\:-ﬁ- Cd_,‘jh-«\.ﬂ- Roaumza oot ‘+L\..vg Sk weth oL\«MEk oSN T
+o s deande - waﬁm o Hj-"‘t* ass Yo Garvies Commdes .



24 Adeptve Usas o Acquisihion Siksa . |
Tit 4o 6o dl5temes 4+hed &N keve \mA-\- Ou.t‘_ctots-.huﬁ &vhe (&M
4 BD 91 Creno Kty Tonndo oa urhan wWweedkoge - Nt macde ned
st uhlisad, slmply ahandeonsd . That naxde 4o bx cddrsand Bt
Wa dorX Wward 4e 320+l sere F""-‘ﬁ”‘m SIS AR /_Sv‘“’f'l*"" i it

=l +Lst Mmhj &Q(ﬁ\;i‘s\“\\b\ﬂ- e;-r\“mr & -Hu?iier\ +c1o % +ls +=—a&d‘~j sm.cL\
Ohs 19 f—ﬁcnr- Ha ovnse éarmaul\?/ Mo vad &m—v«, he . o bus e sy

TL-TL \{Julcl\\;. okg-aa-rvm Ao s *=xetad |letiss %gjf -i-L; KOS i

g-‘E\ % E)i O_Q-r\j‘wr\\hc.l P&rk 3

S ;-.QA?-&‘ e s ‘G'“OL Folkn th ‘\“LL jSwbwnl;d Perk »kxyr |‘-—0&LLWCL
4 +la lass r:% F\QY\“\S <\1&zlo\3 4 tﬂar«k\&s\c)\. e o nrad flecitc)‘\ 'S

losetad ot 10m depth Jom 4l mavhiny suzjacs. T eljsdh o ko
loaa D/X DPQ*“ &@&Q& N For Ha Bosdrca Distrmbutey o | and be

d
woon Geuliad A add ds +LE°T4&$-L4 Bade  Wais A1 Sl &H\ai
E’.Hmkow e sxtaaesd ve o e dsX AN fer—“i‘a,\ lecotion o ¢
movhd 2d evsr 40 emofe oo bl 4 "C\S.(-Lxe-?/\) o loek out \Oeu&
guckh o woo Crakad oX STc\m—vf Fark ;| 3% Prdsia . e Aok
heve 4o ke  on O S P‘o'a:\cikwf:hv wedts \ond ~ vy e lenals e

s psople . P%k&fm pl’aTl.\l Areldo con bs rin skt zd an
4orroced arasy 6w He side %3 Hs waur LN

2+b. pg—*’l"k&f\w Pow sr 5ufxp\7t .
“i_lfv,o T:fo(aofbci Do D G-«rc-:z?(\ TN-.JL;Q 2 \B ke SbeeaX
&‘ﬁ f‘\;‘a-ﬁ-\an «Hx:?\ Cor ‘:?SL S?QV9-C}\ ‘ch{ 33‘.?"\&0\\/ Crkrbkcso\ms ,.-\-L‘\ CLL]\M
ﬁ\bwm CL o\r\l\aA fj.‘f\%"? ot -‘(-LsL th ‘aox\rix &% Q)&nka\q .
TLSL C'—L‘.k’l'lﬂ Cenm '%“L‘Q"\ B—L +{\JQl§R_CL C?—i‘c\'LB -{—L;,_ '—'(-onr\.ﬁ-cth-‘{\ o Cyousn v

ﬁ‘;—t 2 ook sneleso s

Cosk in$ can aleos ba madwead, Coblea Coy tlin dovnuncta oF Ha
\Ja.(o\\\&f\“tq;n ‘:}'\&v{x ‘a\ “\‘u-(\.n_o..tL Cﬂ{\ﬁ"““’“ Co ke .,



47 b DX laction.

T 54 B Jor fraawey vt @ el wll epply f ke ol g
hase ]ﬂr'bdslc‘:\d ekd G 4 k&‘ﬂdk Io-\ti::lm*. Tha 4oll ameuvik
choraed will datsamine o vElsabien rothio badwsen users
g\{ —E—é G.vo\okS-m\ gl Ak 1:-“;31 nuimbsy cd%\(we\f&. N | n
ﬁao\m. A R /S&,;ﬁ o POaCLxlAS o sctorchisn poidk whae
mustor e e i (. \Gt‘-\} h\/ meore o oo sucle Ha pele \.—d
U e fow. LSsr QCL\Fb &A) will drop . an\fw’n/ o Ea bmr%{mai

—&Qﬂ_ ooy \(‘;Ll\xc.\gq ~+c 30 {:G E{ M'!T U S +L<l Q‘\‘t\%}a S lh."rL.mQaf,zB\
ROC.K c\c:\n. 8(“\&{1{0\“3 o‘(‘u ‘{9 T('\SL @LQRJ/BW e 15 to ‘1‘0*&'3- (%\Q' 0—5—5
Princa L}wy A Aol wll %Qour@ﬁk +s—%§é\c_ 4o o 2n Rockdelz -Sl-\afi-q

Bot whex J\v) S O W | areu ik : wﬁx.ej- 4 Fa mc_u\cﬁc;r\ o T
Ts + v e E:I:‘)?‘

TL\&“K\( co —S-n‘ﬂ‘ \/o\..-r Q.Et’\.'.'?\wkﬁ—{‘ci'\{;“— %+Lﬁ‘h ettt s

T\«s-rfz. ark Ao EJ-E.\\"\".C;&\ 6\0&&+\®;‘\a —+to r—t(ﬂc:ﬂ"

TL\\.::) S\JL:brr\\a:‘a'\G.”\ rfkr.nf e Pubk\ﬁh-ccl 1 -{-—{'\-Sk G._;;:;:q;xbmvavd OL()C\JE%Qr\‘t‘ﬁ‘

\/Q‘*‘f‘ﬂ S)\V\ Cs-@\f .




000440

DPEF6Scanned

From: I

TITLE Sister
NAME Marie White

Rockdale NSW 2216

SUBMISSION The proposed tollway of the Westconnex Southern Extension will not provide access to the Eastern
Distributor. There will be significant impact on our already busy local roads. Would you please extend to us residents
the courtesy of a longer period of time to respond to the Environmental Impact Statement? The time you have allowed
seems quite inadequate for our study of such a long document.

| WOULD LIKE A RESPONSE PLEASE

Yours sincerely
(Sister) Marie White



000441

Attn: Secretary, re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arnciliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number SSI
17 _8931

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

| object to the F6 Extension as it is instead of more efficient public transport. These toll-roads will add push more
congestion into our suburbs.

We can never provide enough road capacity to cater for the huge latent demand for car travel in a highly populated
and fast-growing city. Investing in urban road expansion to ‘fix congestion’ is essentially a huge waste, and should
not be built.

We know that urban freeways give a negative return on investment — Sydney’s Cross City Tunnel and Lane Cove
Tunnel are prime examples. WestConnex will be no different. | object that public funds have been placed at such a
risk.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits they bring. Any
time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban freeways induces additional car
travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life and health of residents, as well as those who
use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

The F6 EIS predicts that by 2036 the St Peter’s Interchange will be a carpark, particularly in morning peak where
qgueuing into the new M5 mainline tunnel is anticipated. Inner West communities will be exposed to near a decade
of construction, for no public gain. The roads are congested in the time it takes to build.

| object to the overall WestConnex including the F6 Extension as it is an unsustainable transport plan from the
1950s. Many contemporary cities are now pulling down their inner city motorways and replacing with more efficient
active and public transport solutions. Why is Sydney so out of step with the modern world?



Public transport is rejected by the EIS so the state government is forcing us to use cars more when most major cities
in the world are trying to reduce the number of cars on the roads. We know this is to promote private road
operators' profits. | object to putting so much public funding to the cause of private profit.

WestConnex have a track record of not mitigating awful living conditions imposed on communities. The experience
residents have is a cut and paste email that states that the EPS licenses allows such unreasonable noise or other
intrusion. The Dept. of Planning, who have the role of governance, are incapable of enforcing adherence to their
Conditions of Approval. Given the lack of protection afforded to residents, | object to the F6 extension that will
simply dump more traffic into the Inner West.

The major problem is that the public transport services have not been increased as a result of high car ownership
and car ownership has not decreased because public transport has not been improved. This causes car dependence
because there are limited affordable or available public transport options to keep the public moving, particularly to
the West and South. Sydney needs transport options that are affordable and available.

For the 40 years from 1970 over 120 kms of motorway has been constructed, much of it financed by the private
sector and funded through tolls, while only 14 km of rail line has been provided. Although the construction of a
motorway network was appropriate to support freight and commercial traffic, the failure to provide a
complementary public transport network means that traffic on these motorways will reach capacity much more
quickly and they will then play a much less effective role in supporting the regional economy (WSROC, 2008), as we
have witnessed many times over.

Very little information about NSW government contracts for the entire WestCONnex project is available to the
public, including the Transurban contract to buy 51% of Sydney Motorway Corporation. | am particularly concerned,
that given Transurban’s reputation for aggressive negotiations we can expect deals like “no compete” clauses. Such
clauses will stymie any meaningful investment in our public transport system until 2060 when Transurban’s right to
toll expires. On this basis | object.

WestConnex and the F6 Extension EIS has failed to adequately consider the wide range of health impacts that such a
massive road project brings. It also fails to present alternatives to this project by which to compare the cost-benefit
ratio. Transport infrastructure, and thereby large infrastructure projects, have an immense impact on public health
by shaping the environment in which we live, work, move and socialise, including:

esafety and the likelihood of injury

senvironmental conditions (changes to air, water, noise and soil quality)

sclimate change

facilitation / barriers to physical activity through active transport among other healthy behaviours

ssocial connectedness (to people and places)

emental wellbeing (stress)

eaccess to goods and service



sopportunities for employment

Current air quality standards have failed to keep pace with scientific evidence, and key sources of hazardous air
pollutants are not subject to routine or independent monitoring.

| urge the Minister for Planning to reject the F6 Extension. We need to develop regional and suburban mini-cities
which provide:

sopportunities for people to work and play closer to home
stransform building stock to net zero emissions

epromote active modes of transport, such as walking and cycling
edeliver more public transport services with improved access

eset ambitious targets for urban greening to create cooler microclimates and improve air quality in urban areas.

We need more and better public transport to keep Sydney moving.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Yours sincerely,
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Attn: Secretary, re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arnciliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number SSI
17 _8931

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

| object to the F6 Extension as it is instead of more efficient public transport. These toll-roads will add push more
congestion into our suburbs.

We can never provide enough road capacity to cater for the huge latent demand for car travel in a highly populated
and fast-growing city. Investing in urban road expansion to ‘fix congestion’ is essentially a huge waste, and should
not be built.

We know that urban freeways give a negative return on investment — Sydney’s Cross City Tunnel and Lane Cove
Tunnel are prime examples. WestConnex will be no different. | object that public funds have been placed at such a
risk.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits they bring. Any
time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban freeways induces additional car
travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life and health of residents, as well as those who
use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

The F6 EIS predicts that by 2036 the St Peter’s Interchange will be a carpark, particularly in morning peak where
queuing into the new M5 mainline tunnel is anticipated. Inner West communities will be exposed to near a decade
of construction, for no public gain. The roads are congested in the time it takes to build.

| object to the overall WestConnex including the F6 Extension as it is an unsustainable transport plan from the
1950s. Many contemporary cities are now pulling down their inner city motorways and replacing with more efficient
active and public transport solutions. Why is Sydney so out of step with the modern world?



Public transport is rejected by the EIS so the state government is forcing us to use cars more when most major cities
in the world are trying to reduce the number of cars on the roads. We know this is to promote private road
operators' profits. | object to putting so much public funding to the cause of private profit.

WestConnex have a track record of not mitigating awful living conditions imposed on communities. The experience
residents have is a cut and paste email that states that the EPS licenses allows such unreasonable noise or other
intrusion. The Dept. of Planning, who have the role of governance, are incapable of enforcing adherence to their
Conditions of Approval. Given the lack of protection afforded to residents, | object to the F6 extension that will
simply dump more traffic into the Inner West.

The major problem is that the public transport services have not been increased as a result of high car ownership
and car ownership has not decreased because public transport has not been improved. This causes car dependence
because there are limited affordable or available public transport options to keep the public moving, particularly to
the West and South. Sydney needs transport options that are affordable and available.

For the 40 years from 1970 over 120 kms of motorway had been constructed, much of it financed by the private
sector and funded through tolls, while only 14 km of rail line has been provided. Although the construction of a
motorway network was appropriate to support freight and commercial traffic, the failure to provide a
complementary public transport network means that traffic on these motorways will reach capacity much more
quickly and they will then play a much less effective role in supporting the regional economy (WSROC, 2008), as we
have witnessed many times over.

Very little information about NSW government contracts for the entire WestCONnex project is available to the
public, including the Transurban contract to buy 51% of Sydney Motorway Corporation. | am particularly concerned,
that given Transurban’s reputation for aggressive negotiations we can expect deals like “no compete” clauses. Such
clauses will stymie any meaningful investment in our public transport system until 2060 when Transurban’s right to
toll expires. On this basis | object.

WestConnex and the F6 Extension EIS has failed to adequately consider the wide range of health impacts that such a
massive road project brings. It also fails to present alternatives to this project by which to compare the cost-benefit
ratio. Transport infrastructure, and thereby large infrastructure projects, have an immense impact on public health
by shaping the environment in which we live, work, move and socialise, including:

esafety and the likelihood of injury

senvironmental conditions (changes to air, water, noise and soil quality)

sclimate change

facilitation / barriers to physical activity through active transport among other healthy behaviours

ssocial connectedness (to people and places)

emental wellbeing (stress)

eaccess to goods and service



sopportunities for employment

Current air quality standards have failed to keep pace with scientific evidence, and key sources of hazardous air
pollutants are not subject to routine or independent monitoring.

| urge the Minister for Planning to reject the F6 Extension. We need to develop regional and suburban mini-cities
which provide:

sopportunities for people to work and play closer to home
stransform building stock to net zero emissions

epromote active modes of transport, such as walking and cycling
edeliver more public transport services with improved access

eset ambitious targets for urban greening to create cooler microclimates and improve air quality in urban areas.
We need more and better public transport to keep Sydney moving.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Yours sincerely,

Matthew Allison

-Oatiey NSW 2223, Australia
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Attn: Secretary, re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arnciliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number SSI
17 _8931

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

| object to the F6 Extension as it is instead of more efficient public transport. These toll-roads will add push more
congestion into our suburbs.

We can never provide enough road capacity to cater for the huge latent demand for car travel in a highly populated
and fast-growing city. Investing in urban road expansion to ‘fix congestion’ is essentially a huge waste, and should
not be built.

We know that urban freeways give a negative return on investment — Sydney’s Cross City Tunnel and Lane Cove
Tunnel are prime examples. WestConnex will be no different. | object that public funds have been placed at such a
risk.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits they bring. Any
time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban freeways induces additional car
travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life and health of residents, as well as those who
use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

The F6 EIS predicts that by 2036 the St Peter’s Interchange will be a carpark, particularly in morning peak where
queuing into the new M5 mainline tunnel is anticipated. Inner West communities will be exposed to near a decade
of construction, for no public gain. The roads are congested in the time it takes to build.

| object to the overall WestConnex including the F6 Extension as it is an unsustainable transport plan from the
1950s. Many contemporary cities are now pulling down their inner city motorways and replacing with more efficient
active and public transport solutions. Why is Sydney so out of step with the modern world?



Public transport is rejected by the EIS so the state government is forcing us to use cars more when most major cities
in the world are trying to reduce the number of cars on the roads. We know this is to promote private road
operators' profits. | object to putting so much public funding to the cause of private profit.

WestConnex have a track record of not mitigating awful living conditions imposed on communities. The experience
residents have is a cut and paste email that states that the EPS licenses allows such unreasonable noise or other
intrusion. The Dept. of Planning, who have the role of governance, are incapable of enforcing adherence to their
Conditions of Approval. Given the lack of protection afforded to residents, | object to the F6 extension that will
simply dump more traffic into the Inner West.

The major problem is that the public transport services have not been increased as a result of high car ownership
and car ownership has not decreased because public transport has not been improved. This causes car dependence
because there are limited affordable or available public transport options to keep the public moving, particularly to
the West and South. Sydney needs transport options that are affordable and available.

For the 40 years from 1970 over 120 kms of motorway had been constructed, much of it financed by the private
sector and funded through tolls, while only 14 km of rail line has been provided. Although the construction of a
motorway network was appropriate to support freight and commercial traffic, the failure to provide a
complementary public transport network means that traffic on these motorways will reach capacity much more
quickly and they will then play a much less effective role in supporting the regional economy (WSROC, 2008), as we
have witnessed many times over.

Very little information about NSW government contracts for the entire WestCONnex project is available to the
public, including the Transurban contract to buy 51% of Sydney Motorway Corporation. | am particularly concerned,
that given Transurban’s reputation for aggressive negotiations we can expect deals like “no compete” clauses. Such
clauses will stymie any meaningful investment in our public transport system until 2060 when Transurban’s right to
toll expires. On this basis | object.

WestConnex and the F6 Extension EIS has failed to adequately consider the wide range of health impacts that such a
massive road project brings. It also fails to present alternatives to this project by which to compare the cost-benefit
ratio. Transport infrastructure, and thereby large infrastructure projects, have an immense impact on public health
by shaping the environment in which we live, work, move and socialise, including:

esafety and the likelihood of injury

senvironmental conditions (changes to air, water, noise and soil quality)

sclimate change

facilitation / barriers to physical activity through active transport among other healthy behaviours

ssocial connectedness (to people and places)

emental wellbeing (stress)

eaccess to goods and service



sopportunities for employment

Current air quality standards have failed to keep pace with scientific evidence, and key sources of hazardous air
pollutants are not subject to routine or independent monitoring.

| urge the Minister for Planning to reject the F6 Extension. We need to develop regional and suburban mini-cities
which provide:

sopportunities for people to work and play closer to home
stransform building stock to net zero emissions

epromote active modes of transport, such as walking and cycling
edeliver more public transport services with improved access

eset ambitious targets for urban greening to create cooler microclimates and improve air quality in urban areas.

We need more and better public transport to keep Sydney moving.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Yours sincerely,

L Ritchie
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Attn: Secretary, re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arnciliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number SSI
17 _8931

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

| object to the F6 Extension as it is instead of more efficient public transport. These toll-roads will add push more
congestion into our suburbs.

We can never provide enough road capacity to cater for the huge latent demand for car travel in a highly populated
and fast-growing city. Investing in urban road expansion to ‘fix congestion’ is essentially a huge waste, and should
not be built.

We know that urban freeways give a negative return on investment — Sydney’s Cross City Tunnel and Lane Cove
Tunnel are prime examples. WestConnex will be no different. | object that public funds have been placed at such a
risk.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits they bring. Any
time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban freeways induces additional car
travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life and health of residents, as well as those who
use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

The F6 EIS predicts that by 2036 the St Peter’s Interchange will be a carpark, particularly in morning peak where
queuing into the new M5 mainline tunnel is anticipated. Inner West communities will be exposed to near a decade
of construction, for no public gain. The roads are congested in the time it takes to build.

| object to the overall WestConnex including the F6 Extension as it is an unsustainable transport plan from the
1950s. Many contemporary cities are now pulling down their inner city motorways and replacing with more efficient
active and public transport solutions. Why is Sydney so out of step with the modern world?



Public transport is rejected by the EIS so the state government is forcing us to use cars more when most major cities
in the world are trying to reduce the number of cars on the roads. We know this is to promote private road
operators' profits. | object to putting so much public funding to the cause of private profit.

WestConnex have a track record of not mitigating awful living conditions imposed on communities. The experience
residents have is a cut and paste email that states that the EPS licenses allows such unreasonable noise or other
intrusion. The Dept. of Planning, who have the role of governance, are incapable of enforcing adherence to their
Conditions of Approval. Given the lack of protection afforded to residents, | object to the F6 extension that will
simply dump more traffic into the Inner West.

The major problem is that the public transport services have not been increased as a result of high car ownership
and car ownership has not decreased because public transport has not been improved. This causes car dependence
because there are limited affordable or available public transport options to keep the public moving, particularly to
the West and South. Sydney needs transport options that are affordable and available.

For the 40 years from 1970 over 120 kms of motorway had been constructed, much of it financed by the private
sector and funded through tolls, while only 14 km of rail line has been provided. Although the construction of a
motorway network was appropriate to support freight and commercial traffic, the failure to provide a
complementary public transport network means that traffic on these motorways will reach capacity much more
quickly and they will then play a much less effective role in supporting the regional economy (WSROC, 2008), as we
have witnessed many times over.

Very little information about NSW government contracts for the entire WestCONnex project is available to the
public, including the Transurban contract to buy 51% of Sydney Motorway Corporation. | am particularly concerned,
that given Transurban’s reputation for aggressive negotiations we can expect deals like “no compete” clauses. Such
clauses will stymie any meaningful investment in our public transport system until 2060 when Transurban’s right to
toll expires. On this basis | object.

WestConnex and the F6 Extension EIS has failed to adequately consider the wide range of health impacts that such a
massive road project brings. It also fails to present alternatives to this project by which to compare the cost-benefit
ratio. Transport infrastructure, and thereby large infrastructure projects, have an immense impact on public health
by shaping the environment in which we live, work, move and socialise, including:

esafety and the likelihood of injury

senvironmental conditions (changes to air, water, noise and soil quality)

sclimate change

facilitation / barriers to physical activity through active transport among other healthy behaviours

ssocial connectedness (to people and places)

emental wellbeing (stress)

eaccess to goods and service



sopportunities for employment

Current air quality standards have failed to keep pace with scientific evidence, and key sources of hazardous air
pollutants are not subject to routine or independent monitoring.

| urge the Minister for Planning to reject the F6 Extension. We need to develop regional and suburban mini-cities
which provide:

sopportunities for people to work and play closer to home
stransform building stock to net zero emissions

epromote active modes of transport, such as walking and cycling
edeliver more public transport services with improved access

eset ambitious targets for urban greening to create cooler microclimates and improve air quality in urban areas.
We need more and better public transport to keep Sydney moving.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Yours sincerely,

Janet Dandy-Ward

-St Peters NSW 2044, Australia
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Attn: Secretary, re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arnciliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number SSI
17 _8931

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

| object to the F6 Extension as it is instead of more efficient public transport. These toll-roads will add push more
congestion into our suburbs.

We can never provide enough road capacity to cater for the huge latent demand for car travel in a highly populated
and fast-growing city. Investing in urban road expansion to ‘fix congestion’ is essentially a huge waste, and should
not be built.

We know that urban freeways give a negative return on investment — Sydney’s Cross City Tunnel and Lane Cove
Tunnel are prime examples. WestConnex will be no different. | object that public funds have been placed at such a
risk.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits they bring. Any
time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban freeways induces additional car
travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life and health of residents, as well as those who
use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

The F6 EIS predicts that by 2036 the St Peter’s Interchange will be a carpark, particularly in morning peak where
queuing into the new M5 mainline tunnel is anticipated. Inner West communities will be exposed to near a decade
of construction, for no public gain. The roads are congested in the time it takes to build.

| object to the overall WestConnex including the F6 Extension as it is an unsustainable transport plan from the
1950s. Many contemporary cities are now pulling down their inner city motorways and replacing with more efficient
active and public transport solutions. Why is Sydney so out of step with the modern world?



Public transport is rejected by the EIS so the state government is forcing us to use cars more when most major cities
in the world are trying to reduce the number of cars on the roads. We know this is to promote private road
operators' profits. | object to putting so much public funding to the cause of private profit.

WestConnex have a track record of not mitigating awful living conditions imposed on communities. The experience
residents have is a cut and paste email that states that the EPS licenses allows such unreasonable noise or other
intrusion. The Dept. of Planning, who have the role of governance, are incapable of enforcing adherence to their
Conditions of Approval. Given the lack of protection afforded to residents, | object to the F6 extension that will
simply dump more traffic into the Inner West.

The major problem is that the public transport services have not been increased as a result of high car ownership
and car ownership has not decreased because public transport has not been improved. This causes car dependence
because there are limited affordable or available public transport options to keep the public moving, particularly to
the West and South. Sydney needs transport options that are affordable and available.

For the 40 years from 1970 over 120 kms of motorway had been constructed, much of it financed by the private
sector and funded through tolls, while only 14 km of rail line has been provided. Although the construction of a
motorway network was appropriate to support freight and commercial traffic, the failure to provide a
complementary public transport network means that traffic on these motorways will reach capacity much more
quickly and they will then play a much less effective role in supporting the regional economy (WSROC, 2008), as we
have witnessed many times over.

Very little information about NSW government contracts for the entire WestCONnex project is available to the
public, including the Transurban contract to buy 51% of Sydney Motorway Corporation. | am particularly concerned,
that given Transurban’s reputation for aggressive negotiations we can expect deals like “no compete” clauses. Such
clauses will stymie any meaningful investment in our public transport system until 2060 when Transurban’s right to
toll expires. On this basis | object.

WestConnex and the F6 Extension EIS has failed to adequately consider the wide range of health impacts that such a
massive road project brings. It also fails to present alternatives to this project by which to compare the cost-benefit
ratio. Transport infrastructure, and thereby large infrastructure projects, have an immense impact on public health
by shaping the environment in which we live, work, move and socialise, including:

esafety and the likelihood of injury

senvironmental conditions (changes to air, water, noise and soil quality)

sclimate change

facilitation / barriers to physical activity through active transport among other healthy behaviours

ssocial connectedness (to people and places)

emental wellbeing (stress)

eaccess to goods and service



sopportunities for employment

Current air quality standards have failed to keep pace with scientific evidence, and key sources of hazardous air
pollutants are not subject to routine or independent monitoring.

| urge the Minister for Planning to reject the F6 Extension. We need to develop regional and suburban mini-cities
which provide:

sopportunities for people to work and play closer to home
stransform building stock to net zero emissions

epromote active modes of transport, such as walking and cycling
edeliver more public transport services with improved access

eset ambitious targets for urban greening to create cooler microclimates and improve air quality in urban areas.

We need more and better public transport to keep Sydney moving.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Yours sincerely,

Antony Talone

_Rockdale NSW 2216, Australia
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| object to WestConnex and the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

The public can have NO CONFIDENCE that our homes damaged by construction will be repaired.

The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real risk of damage to homes
due to settlement (ground movement). There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states
that “properties will be repaired at the Government's expense”.

The RMS already have a track record for denying significant cracking in people’s homes was caused
by construction, putting the blame on “settlement” or “drought”. Given that many homes have
stood the test of time for half a century or more, these excuses are not acceptable.

WestConnex (and the current F6 EIS) should never have been 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 has
already 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 their property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

Repairing homes damaged by construction is a Department of Planning and Environment Condition
of Approval. Despite DPE having a governance role over WestConnex, they have failed in their duty.

They support the RMS tactic of forcing families to fund their own investigations into the cause of
damage, but then allow RMS to block the resident from obtaining documents, such as geotechnical,
vibration reports and as-built design needed for the case. If the RMS are not at fault for the damage,
why the need to hide these documents?

The Department of Planning have failed their own charter “that for State significant projects,
conditions of consent may require intensive environmental monitoring together with independent
audit and expert review of environmental performance. That authorised officers in exercising their
powers in a fair, consistent and equitable manner and to make sure the proponent is adhering to the
conditions placed on their project. Further, that the DPE compliance team has the power to impose
orders and to work with other stakeholders to negotiate a good outcome. Why isn’t the DPE exercising
this power over WestCconnex and the RMS?

The methodology RMS and WestConnex issue home dilapidation reports is totally inadequate and
dismissive. How can we trust the contractors with the most important issue facing residents.
Property damage. These contractors are there to make as much profit as possible on this project, so
it’s a conflict of interest that they are also in charge of managing resident damage claims.



The complaints management for property damage is a farce. Residents get a scripted response,
usually by a desk-bound community liason officer “We have assessed our data, the data has been
reviewed by the site manager, the data indicates we are in compliance and we have documented
your correspondence”.

Residents turn to the Department of Planning. They open an investigation, send the contractors
some questions, the contractors responded back with “our data shows we are complying” therefore
we haven’t damaged your home. The Department support the contractors claim of ‘no-fault’. Case
closed.

Damage caused to homes by construction activities, like WestConnex, are not covered by home
insurance policies, which leaves vulnerable families exposed to personal financial risk.

NO FAMILY SHOULD BE FORCED TO TAKE ON ANOTHER MORTGAGE TO REPAIR THEIR HOME
DAMAGED BY WESTCONNEX DAMAGE.

Given that there is no adequate protection for families facing actual or potential property damage
from construction, the F6 Extension must not be approved.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Email...

Signatu
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| object to WestConnex and the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

Health is a human right, a vital resource for everyday life, and key factor in sustainability. Health equity
and inequity do not exist in isolation from the conditions that underpin people’s health. The health status
of all people is impacted by the social, cultural, political, environmental and economic determinants of
health. Specific focus on these determinants is necessary to reduce the unfair and unjust effects of

conditions of living that cause poor health and disease.

A key impact on human health is that such intrusive construction contributes to stress and anxiety for
residents is the sense of loss of control of your own environment. The WestConnex project has been
imposed on communities and consistently intrudes into everyday (and night) life, by disrupting sleep,
leisure and recreation. It can have many physiological and psychological impacts. The decade long
intrusion into the lives of ordinary people at Arncliffe, St Peters, Haberfield, Kingsgrove and
proposed for St George, without remit or mitigation is oppressive and discriminatory. WestConnex
project teams across the route have handled stress and anxiety issues poorly. On this basis I object to
the F6 extension.

Building new roads is not the best way to deal with congestion in Australia’s biggest cities. The standard
response to addressing urban mobility issues has been to increase road infrastructure. Unfortunately,
this creates a vicious circle: more roads encourage urban sprawl, which increases the use of motorcars.
Adding roads is not necessarily the solution for the urban mobility challenges of today.

Scientific consensus is that high-emissions fossil fuel dependence is not sustainable and will
inevitably lead to serious social, environmental and economic problems. The Australian transport
sector does not rank well on efficiency and this carries significant costs. In Australia, rail transport has
an important role to play when travelling longer distances and for certain types of freight.

Concentrating business and recreational opportunities in one part of a city has led to congestion and
high house prices, creating “transport poverty” in suburban and remote regions.

“There does come a point where you can’t simply keep putting more and more cars on the road or use
trucks, which of course are mostly diesel, to deliver freight,” Australia’s former chief scientist, lan
Chubb.

“There does come a point where traffic congestion becomes so great that cities grind to a halt and
pollution particles ... make residents chronically ill,” he continued. “Some experts say that we’re
starting to reach that tipping point in urban mobility and urgent action is needed.”

Car dependencies on cars add to obesity and other health problems, a cost not included in the cost /
benefit analysis for WestConnex.



There is already more than sufficient capacity along our road corridors to cater for all the essential
vehicle travel, particularly if alternative strategies such as demand management and public transport
investment are implemented. Improving the Illawarra passenger and freight lines would increase
commuter capacity 10 times more than the F6, at a fraction of the cost, and reduce the traffic volumes
coming into the Inner West.

[ object to a transport solution that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools, homes
and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I won’t be
party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I’d support any development that
would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister for Planning, he
approved the M4 and the M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend Brighton-Le-Sands
primary school, St Peters primary school, McCallum’s Hill primary school, Haberfield primary
school, Arncliffe primary school, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary school (being just a fraction of
the schools & day care centres) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack
filtration?

I object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and which cannot
be verified by NSW EPA. I note that there will be an increase in dangerous pollution in some areas
close to the tollway portals and near roads with increased traffic. It is not acceptable to me that a
government should deliberately place the health of citizens in jeopardy.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Signature.
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My objection to the F6 Extension:

| object to the F6 Extension as there were many issues raised by witnesses at the Parliamentary
Inquiry into Westconnex Impacts that makes me very concerned:

That families across the Westconnex route are reporting being forced from their homes with
compensation significantly less than market value.

That despite reassurances, the RMS are not compensating families for damaged property.

That Westconnex and the F6 extension is instead of the public transport initiotives that had been
originally devised by transport experts for the NSW Transport Master Plan in 2012.

That unfiltered exhaust stacks, that are dangerous to our health, are located near schools, homes
and sportsfields. | consider not filtering the stack is due to cost cutting and is not world best practice.

That the promise of sharing air quality data with schools has not occurred. St Peters and Haberfield
primary schools are an example where children are exposed to very high levels of pollution, but no-
one thought to tell the parents.

That mitigation measures to reduce the impact on sensitive receivers is poorly managed.
That resident complaints are ignored or the severity is watered down.

That the promised in-house noise attenuation has turned out to be a protracted sitution for many
families.

That the promise of urban repair on completion is either not completed, or completed only in part.

That travel time savings of a few minutes will be quickly eroded by induced traffic, yet the
community has lost valueable parks, endured years of construction, and will be exposed to higher
levels of traffic pollution.

That the community information sessions do not supply the detailed information residents need.

That the Department of Planning seems unwilling or unable to enforce compliance to the
Conditions of Approval, which has left communities unprotected.

Furthermore, | object to the F6 extension for the following reasons:

That the F6 extension details are only being released to the public in stages, making it difficult to
evaluate the long-term impact on my community.

That the Government had issued a cabinet direction to Transport NSW to ignore rail improvements
as an alternative. Leaked documents reveal that improving the lllawarra rail line would move ten
times the volume of people than the F6 toll-road, at a fraction of the cost.



That the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS is insufficient. If
the Government is serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90
days.

That the public have been locked out of any meaningful conversation on how we want our
transport network shaped. For decades our rail system has suffered serious under-investment, yet
this is our best way to reduce congestion on our roads by giving commuters an alternative and thus
revitalise urban environments.

That NSW Infrastructure should be more focused towards the car dependency issues with strategies
and policies that should strive to improve pedestrian, cyclist and public transport connections,
accessibility and permeability within and between activity centres and other parts of the municipality
by providing direct and legible travel pathways and functional multi-modal interchanges to enable
people to reach their destinations with ease, efficiency and in comfort.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits
they bring. Any time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban
freeways induces additional car travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of
life and health of residents, as well as those who use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and
exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Signature
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My reasons for objection to the F6 Extension:

| object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause,
and the worsening of climate change that will result. | fundamentally reject the proponents’
allegation that F6 will improve air quality and reduce emissions. It beggars belief. Building
and expanding motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce traffic. No credible

authority in the world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting

national greenhouse emissions.

Over dependence on cars has been
identified as a growing problem in Australian
cities including Sydney because of its
negative impacts on society, economy and
environment. Some negative impacts
include: e Environmental (such as urban
sprawl, smog and air pollution) e Economic
(from providing urban infrastructure across a
more dispersed geographical area) and e
Social (including isolation, economic
stratification of areas and reduced access to
public services).

Whole communities are being disastrously
impacted by this project. The social impact
study should be rejected, as it ignores well
established evidence of the significant
negative impacts on people and the loss of
community identity and social connections.
It is good access to public transport that
supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing
dependence on driving. Each hour spent
driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a
major source of urban air pollution and
noise, which are harmful to mental and
physical health.

The air quality assessment has not
predicted concentrations of air pollutants on
elevated receptors. Experience elsewhere
shows that higher concentrations of air
pollutants will be experienced by receptors
that are elevated above the ground when
emissions occur from an elevated emission
source. For example, the upper floors of a
multi-storey building may receive higher
concentrations of air pollutants from a stack
or vent than are experienced at ground
level. No justification is provided for this
omission, which is particularly significant
given the number of multi-storey buildings
that already exist in the area, and the high
number of medium-to-high rise
developments planned.

| object to a transport solution that involves
unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to
schools, homes and kids sports fields. | find
is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob
Stokes stated “| won't be party to putting
stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell
that I'd support any development that would
put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents
at risk”, yet when Minister for Planning, he
approved the M4 and M5. Why aren't the
thousands of children that attend Brighton-
Le-Sands primary St Peters primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier
Catholic primary and many other schools
and day care centres exposed to




dangerous pollution worth the small cost of
stack filtration?

Whole communities are being disastrously
impacted by this project. The social impact
study should be rejected, as it ignores well
established evidence of the significant
negative impacts on people and the loss of
community identity and social connections.
It is good access to public transport that
supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing
dependence on driving. Each hour spent
driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a
major source of urban air pollution and
noise, which are harmful to mental and
physical health.

The business case for the project for the
first three stages has failed to take 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

Many residents will experience noise during
construction and operation at unsafe levels
that can damage health. | object to the lack
of information about mitigation, particularly
in light of the unlivable conditions imposed
on residents of Haberfield, Ashfield, St
Peters and Arncliffe right now.

No credible authority in the world today
would suggest that building huge urban
motorways is the solution to cutting national
greenhouse emissions, or that increasses
in vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) would
somehow result in a net reducton in
greenhoouse gas emissions. Yet this is
exactly what the proponent is claiming in
this EIS. | object to this flawed analysis.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please in
website

Name.......

Address...

Signature

de / exclude my personal information when publishing this submission to your
eclaration: | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.
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I object to the Westconnex F6 Extension:

I object to the WestConnex — F6 Extension as it is focussed only on improving motorway
access, showing that at the heart of the proposal there is an agenda to only build a new
motorway and to shape all justification around this, rather than authentically considering and
analysing true alternatives. This demonstrates the cynical way in which the Proponent and
Government is trying to push this toll road project onto a community that clearly does not
agree with the need for it, or with the approach being taken by the Government.

Very little information about NSW government contracts for the entire WestCONnex project
is available to the public, including the Transurban contract to buy 51% of Sydney Motorway
Corporation. [ am particularly concerned, that given Transurban’s reputation for aggressive
negotiations we can expect deals like “no compete” clauses. Such clauses will stymie any
meaningful investment in our public transport system until 2060 when Transurban’s right to
toll expires. On this basis I object.

I object that the F6 details are released in stages, so that the community is kept in the dark of
the overall impact of this toll-road. This is particularly important for residents that would be
exposed to two stages of high impact construction amounting to 8 years or more of high
impact construction.

Leaked documents reveal that the entire route has already been mapped out, which may
include the destruction of 60 hectares of the heritage listed Royal National Park or 460 more
families exposed to the cruel methods of forced acquisitions.

I object to the superficial consideration of alternatives which consists of little more than bald
claims rather than presenting analysis of alternatives including public transport and traffic
management that could reduce road freight and car use.

I object that the Cabinet directed Transport NSW to ignore rail improvements. Improving the
Illawarra Line would move ten times the number of people, at only one third of the F6 cost.

If a government has "state significant infrastructure” that it wishes to construct, it should not
throw out the rule book and allow normal regulations that control such industrial work in the
every-day world to be ignored. In fact, the rules for a decade long intrusion into people's lives
need to be more thorough, better regulated and more closely monitored and enforced. In
addition to construction fatigue, there is also complaint fatigue.

The experience residents have, when they have legitimate complaints about dust, noise or
other, is one of slow response and often no response. If the communication team is pushed,
the team member is often irritated by the complaint (as they cannot do anything about it). The
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most common response is a cut and paste email that states that the EPL licence allows such
unreasonable noise or other intrusion. On this basis I object to the F6 extension.

[ object to the decision by AECOM to do no serious traffic modelling outside the project area
and the cumulative impacts caused by the M5 East on southern Sydney roads. It is absurd to
suggest that the impacts will stop at the end of the project. Instead communities will be left to
deal with traffic and unhealthy pollution and the additional financial and social costs that will
result.

The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real risk of damage to
homes due to settlement (ground movement). There is no mitigation provided for this risk.
Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the Government's expense. However, RMS
already have a track record for denying significant cracking in people’s homes was caused by
construction, putting the blame on “settlement™ or “drought”. Given that many homes have
stood the test of time for half a century or more, these excuses are not acceptable. 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 their property damage
will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

[ object to the F6 as it poses a real risk for public health. All vehicles, particularly diesel, emit
dangerous substances which contribute to a worsening of overall air quality in the Sydney
Basin. As the dangers of air pollution become more and more evident, it is a failue in our
Government’s ‘duty of care’ to be proposing infrastructure that encourages more vehicle use.

[ further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please Engkﬁe / exclude 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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I object to the Westconnex F6 Extension:

I object to the WestConnex — F6 Extension as it is focussed only on improving motorway
access, showing that at the heart of the proposal there is an agenda to only build a new
motorway and to shape all justification around this, rather than authentically considering and
analysing true alternatives. This demonstrates the cynical way in which the Proponent and
Government is trying to push this toll road project onto a community that clearly does not
agree with the need for it, or with the approach being taken by the Government.

Very little information about NSW government contracts for the entire WestCONnex project
is available to the public, including the Transurban contract to buy 51% of Sydney Motorway
Corporation. [ am particularly concerned, that given Transurban’s reputation for aggressive
negotiations we can expect deals like “no compete” clauses. Such clauses will stymie any
meaningful investment in our public transport system until 2060 when Transurban’s right to
toll expires. On this basis I object.

I object that the F6 details are released in stages, so that the community is kept in the dark of
the overall impact of this toll-road. This is particularly important for residents that would be
exposed to two stages of high impact construction amounting to 8 years or more of high
impact construction. '

Leaked documents reveal that the entire route has already been mapped out, which may
include the destruction of 60 hectares of the heritage listed Royal National Park or 460 more
families exposed to the cruel methods of forced acquisitions.

I object to the superficial consideration of alternatives which consists of little more than bald
claims rather than presenting analysis of alternatives including public transport and traffic
management that could reduce road freight and car use.

I object that the Cabinet directed Transport NSW to ignore rail improvements. Improving the
Illawarra Line would move ten times the number of people, at only one third of the F6 cost.

If a government has "state significant infrastructure" that it wishes to construct, it should not
throw out the rule book and allow normal regulations that control such industrial work in the
every-day world to be ignored. In fact, the rules for a decade long intrusion into people's lives
need to be more thorough, better regulated and more closely monitored and enforced. In
addition to construction fatigue, there is also complaint fatigue.

The experience residents have, when they have legitimate complaints about dust, noise or
other, is one of slow response and often no response. If the communication team is pushed,
the team member is often irritated by the complaint (as they cannot do anything about it). The

000449



most common response is a cut and paste email that states that the EPL licence allows such
unreasonable noise or other intrusion. On this basis I object to the F6 extension.

I object to the decision by AECOM to do no serious traffic modelling outside the project area
and the cumulative impacts caused by the M5 East on southern Sydney roads. It is absurd to
suggest that the impacts will stop at the end of the project. Instead communities will be left to
deal with traffic and unhealthy pollution and the additional financial and social costs that will
result.

The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real risk of damage to
homes due to settlement (ground movement). There is no mitigation provided for this risk.
Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the Government's expense. However, RMS
already have a track record for denying significant cracking in people’s homes was caused by
construction, putting the blame on “settlement” or “drought”. Given that many homes have
stood the test of time for half a century or more, these excuses are not acceptable. 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 their property damage
will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

[ object to the F6 as it poses a real risk for public health. All vehicles, particularly diesel, emit
dangerous substances which contribute to a worsening of overall air quality in the Sydney
Basin. As the dangers of air pollution become more and more evident, it is a failue in our
Government’s ‘duty of care’ to be proposing infrastructure that encourages more vehicle use.

[ further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name.........

Address.....

Signature..
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Attention Director

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

My objection to the F6 Extension:

| object to the WestConnex project, including the F6 Extension Stage 1, on the basis that it will not
meet its contrived core objectives, such as taking traffic off local roads, and ask that the Minister for
Planning reject the F6 Extension.

| object to the lack of transparency and that these stages are progressively announced. This is
particularly relevant to communities like Arncliffe, St Peters and Kogarah who are / will be impacted
by cumulative projects without all information available, making it difficult to evaluate the long term
impact.

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the
Government is serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.
There was no genuine community consultation for the F6. Information sessions that were staffed by
poorly informed consultants might “tick the box” but it does not amount to community consultation.

Multiple 4-year WestConnex stages on the communities of Arncliffe through to Kogarah falls into the
realm of unacceptable and unreasonable oppression of local communities. The lived experience at
Arncliffe, Haberfield, and St Peters has demonstrated that the current approval processes, based
around impacts of short term projects should not apply.

| object to the failure of the Sydney Motorway Corporation to publicly reveal the peer review of the
traffic model and their consistent failure to reveal the assumptions on which it is based so
independent traffic planners can test its results.

There is already more than sufficient capacity along our road corridors to cater for all the essential
vehicle travel, particularly if alternative strategies such as demand management and public transport
investment are implemented. Improving the lllawarra passenger and freight lines would increase
commuter capacity 10 times more than the F6, at a fraction of the cost.

The project has a high financial risk. The flaws and optimistic assumptions in the traffic modelling
mean that toll revenue is likely to be significantly lower than forecast. AECOM has a history of
providing over-optimistic traffic forecasts for toll roads, resulting in previous financial failures (e.g.,
Clem7). '

The decision not to benchmark the cost of the toll road against the cost of rail solutions represents a
serious and significant shortcoming of the F6 Extension EIS and Business Case. It is not acceptable
that a range of design and location options were considered, but only in the context of a tolled and
untolled road-based solution. This does not comply with the SEARS.



There has been no authentic consideration for alternatives, in particular a major expansion of
commuter rail transport. The Department of Planning should reject this inadequate EIS and conduct
a full investigation into the flawed processes that have led to already massive expenditure on
privatised toll roads. | object to a proposal that is so out of step with contemporary urban planning.

| object to a transport solution that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. | find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won'’t be party to putting stacks near kids. There is no way in hell that I'd support any development
that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when he was the Minister for
Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend Brighton-
Le-Sands primary school, St Peters primary, McCallum’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary, Arncliffe
primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred schools) exposed
to dangerous pollution not worth the small cost of stack filtration?

| object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain their homes are
starting to crack from either vibration or groundwater drawdown. The RMS fail to protect, mitigate
or make good damage caused to homes, placing the onus on homeowners the signifcant expense to
prove that home damage is due to construction. All the while denying access to detailed vibration
and geotechnical documuments. This is unconsciounable conduct and a breach of duty of care by
both RMS and the Deparatment of Planning.

| further object:

I ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name............

Address.........

Emailicaa

Signature......,
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My objection to the F6 Extension.

The F6 toll-road extension will fail everyone, especially those that need to drive.

We already devote 35% of Sydney’s real estate to roads and parking, which is on par with other
cities. Yet more is never enough. Where we differ from contemporary cities is that our public
transport system has been largely neglected for decades. We need to focus on expanding our
public transport networks to cope with the growing population, now, not in 20 years time.

The most efficient way to accommodate the transport and accessibility needs of a growing
population is through mass transit and better land use-transport integration. Urban motorways
are a very inefficient way of moving people around. A single traffic lane can transport a
maximum of only 2700 people per hour (in ideal conditions); a single railway line can transport
24,000 people per hour. It is preposterous that given our rail system is at capacity that this
wasn’t considered the highest priority to invest our public funds. I object to the F6 extension, as
it is rail, not tolls we critically need.

It is even stated in the EIS (V1a) that travel patterns are changing, with the usage of public
transport increasing greater than population growth. The trend of a modern commuting
population is that driving is declining, particularly for under 30’s replaced by public transport
and ride share as key travel modes. It’s no coincidence that the use of public transport is greater
in LGA’s where connected and frequent options are available, compared to LGA’s with high car
use where public transport has a poor service of frequency, lower levels of access and longer
travel times. It is false, therefore, to claim that people prefer to drive, when for most, there is no
choice.

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel
patterns which ignores Intergenerational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and
transport preferences. The WestConnex and F6 is a concept from the 1950s, already outdated
and represents a significant waste of public funds. I therefore object to the F6 extension.

The original objectives of the WestConnex project specified improving road and freight access
to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. We now have the proposals for four stages and the
Sydney Gateway to the airport and port Botany are not included in any of them. The community
is asked to support this proposal based on more unfunded projects, based on "artistic"

impressions.

The movement of freight from Port Botany has long been a problem. Given that a key objective
was to “remove trucks from local roads” I find it absurd that Port Botany was privatised in 2013
with a “no compete” clause. This means Newcastle Port is unable to expand its capacity and



reduce freight coming into Sydney. I object to the F6 toll-road. The public expects a better
standard of transport planning than this.

It is disingenuous to justify building more toll-roads with the claim that road transport will be
the dominant travel choice for the next 20 years. 90% of those that work in the CBD travel by
public transport, and why wouldn’t you, when many direct options are available to commuters.
Those that work in the Southern Industrial area or travel a north or south route have limited
choices or are required to change mode multiple times. The latent demand for good public
transport has been witnessed many times. The Dulwich Hill light rail needed an additional 90
services per week to cope with demand. The Mascot and Green Square stations had a 70%

increase in patronage once the station fares were reduced to standard pricing.

The travel survey results also reveal that 50% of those that do drive would use public transport
if reasonable options were available to them. We need a reduction of only 10% to reduce road

congestion, as witnessed every school holidays.

This predict and provide approach to transport planning has been a failure, and is being
abandoned by advanced nations. In a city of 5 million people, we can never provide enough
road capacity to enable everyone to live as far from work as they like, and drive wherever and
whenever they like in free-flowing traffic. More Toll roads for the Transurban monopoly is not
the answer. The public deserve a smarter approach which is more and better public transport

“to get Sydney moving again”

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please iTredwele-/ exclude my personal information when publishing this submission to your
website Declaration: ] HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Name.......

Address...

Email........

Signature
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F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

The F6 toll-road is an outdated 1950s approach that will fail the mobility needs of a 21st century
Sydney.

I object to a transport “solution” that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. [ find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won'’t be party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I'd support any
development that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister
for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend
Brighton-Le-Sands primary, St Peters primary, McCallum'’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred
schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

Air quality (and resulting health impacts) once the tunnels are in operation was not assessed
with the inclusion of filtration, or other pollutant reduction measures, in the tunnel exhaust
stacks. As a result, the potential benefit to human health of including filtration has not been
objectively assessed.

In addition to providing potential physical and clinical benefits from reducing pollution
exposure, there are psychological health benefits that should also be taken into consideration
when evaluating the worth of installing pollution abatement measures in the stacks.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on
people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of obesity
by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful
to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis I strongly reject the Fé in favour of
investment in public transport.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension
will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground.



St George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable.
Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these
will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or
only partially delivering promised urban repair.

[ object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain of trucks
idling for long periods, trucks rat running through local streets, high impact machinery at night,
stated relief periods not adhered to, and / or the use of high pitch reverse beepers to no effect.
The Department of Planning is ineffectual in enforcing compliance.

We need adaptable, innovative and an affordable holistic transport model of multiple modes.
With 35% of Sydney’s real estate already devoted to roads and parking, it's now time to turn our
attention to improving public transport. I object to the F6 toll road as it perpetuates car
dependence and is the most inefficient way to move people and freight.

[ further object:

I ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Signature..
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My reasons for objection to the F6 Extension:

000449-M00004

| object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause,
and the worsening of climate change that will result. | fundamentally reject the proponents’
allegation that F6 will improve air quality and reduce emissions. It beggars belief. Building
and expanding motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce traffic. No credible
authority in the world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting

national greenhouse emissions.

Over dependence on cars has been
identified as a growing problem in Australian
cities including Sydney because of its
negative impacts on society, economy and
environment. Some negative impacts
include: e Environmental (such as urban
sprawl, smog and air pollution) e Economic
(from providing urban infrastructure across a
more dispersed geographical area) and e
Social (including isolation, economic
stratification of areas and reduced access to
public services).

Whole communities are being disastrously
impacted by this project. The social impact
study should be rejected, as it ignores well
established evidence of the significant
negative impacts on people and the loss of
community identity and social connections.
It is good access to public transport that
supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing
dependence on driving. Each hour spent
driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a
major source of urban air pollution and
noise, which are harmful to mental and
physical health.

The air quality assessment has not
predicted concentrations of air pollutants on
elevated receptors. Experience elsewhere
shows that higher concentrations of air
pollutants will be experienced by receptors
that are elevated above the ground when
emissions occur from an elevated emission
source. For example, the upper floors of a
multi-storey building may receive higher
concentrations of air pollutants from a stack
or vent than are experienced at ground
level. No justification is provided for this
omission, which is particularly significant
given the number of multi-storey buildings
that already exist in the area, and the high
number of medium-to-high rise
developments planned.

| object to a transport solution that involves
unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to
schools, homes and kids sports fields. | find
is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob
Stokes stated “| won’t be party to putting
stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell
that I'd support any development that would
put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents
at risk”, yet when Minister for Planning, he
approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the
thousands of children that attend Brighton-
Le-Sands primary St Peters primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier
Catholic primary and many other schools
and day care centres exposed to




dangerous pollution worth the small cost of
stack filtration?

Whole communities are being disastrously
impacted by this project. The social impact
study should be rejected, as it ignores well
established evidence of the significant
negative impacts on people and the loss of
community identity and social connections.
It is good access to public transport that
supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing
dependence on driving. Each hour spent
driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a
major source of urban air pollution and
noise, which are harmful to mental and
physical health.

The business case for the project for the
first three stages has failed to take 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

Many residents will experience noise during
construction and operation at unsafe levels
that can damage health. | object to the lack
of information about mitigation, particularly
in light of the unlivable conditions imposed
on residents of Haberfield, Ashfield, St
Peters and Arncliffe right now.

No credible authority in the world today
would suggest that building huge urban
motorways is the solution to cutting national
greenhouse emissions, or that increasses
in vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) would
somehow result in a net reducton in
greenhoouse gas emissions. Yet this is
exactly what the proponent is claiming in
this EIS. | object to this flawed analysis.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name............

Address.........
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| object to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

| object to the WestConnex — F6 Extensionds it is an unsustainable transport plan from the 1950s.
Many contemporary cities are now pulling down their inner city motorways and replacing with more
efficient active and public transport solutions. Why is Sydney so out of step with the modern world?

The social and environmental impacts described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any
benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the modelling, the actual impacts are likely to be even
greater than those forecast. The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete
pollution stacks that will be visually obtrusive. The increased traffic volumes on surface roads will
result in lower amenity (more noise pollution, more fear and intimidation, increased crash risk etc.
The increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and surface roads will result
in increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity of
school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration systems in
urban tunnels. | object to the false reassurances by the project team using engineering jargon and
quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case scenario guesses.

| am very concerned that a federally funded National Health and Medical Research Council have
commented on how difficult it was to obtain data about some Australian tunnels, so we are in the
dark as to the real measures of pollution.

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the
Government is serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

| object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. When residents try to use these
mechanisms to raise concerns, they often find themselves blocked. It is frustratingly difficult to hold
the RMS and its contractors accountable for their actions. WestConnex aim to reduce complaints to
nil. Not by acting and resolving issues, but by inaction hoping residents would give up. WestConnex
rely on complaint fatigue to conclude “complaints are down, therefore issue fixed”.

| object to this massive waste of our public funds. We can never provide enough road capacity to cater
for the huge latent demand for car travel in a highly populated and fast-growing city. Investing in urban
road expansion to ‘fix congestion’ is essentially a huge waste and based on unsound economic
reasoning. We need more and better public transport alternatives, which will also benefit those that
need to drive.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension will
include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground. St
George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable. Although
Bayside Council is hoping for possible scraps to replace lost community assets it is unlikely these will



occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or only
partially delivering promised urban repair.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits
they bring. Any time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban
freeways induces additional car travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life
and health of residents, as well as those who use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and
exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

More and more cities around the world are coming to this realization and demolishing their freeways,
not building new ones. Why is the NSW Government so completely out of step with contemporary
transport solutions?

| object that the sole purpose of the F6 is to feed more traffic onto the WestConnex M5. Leaked
documents reveal that Transurban, having recently acquired 51% of WestConnex, will reap millions
in compensation payments if the F6 is not built. This is not transport planning. This is handing over
public money to private corporations.

| further object:

I ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name........

Address.....

Signature..
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My submission objecting to the F6 Extension:

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 overwhelmingly
opposed by the great majority of submissions received in response to the Environmental
Impact Statements for the first three stages.

| object to 43 years of the tolls. This has been imposed on drivers as income for a private
motorway owner, Transurban. The fact that the toll is based on distance travelled
disadvantages people who live further south and west of the Sydney region. | further object
that the first exit from Kogarah is St Peters, which will impose two tolls — the F6 and M5. St
George residents who use the F6 would be dumped into an inner west traffic jam. This is not
an appropriate standard of transport planning.

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and
which cannot be verified by NSW EPA. | note that there will be an increase in dangerous
pollution in some areas close to the tollway portals and near roads with increased traffic. It
is not acceptable to me that a government should deliberately place the health of citizens in
jeopardy.

| particularly object to tollway portals and increased traffic being so close to local schools. |
note that fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and is particularly dangerous for the
lungs of growing children.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts
on people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to
public transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which
are harmful to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and
70% of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis | reject the F6 in favour of investment
in public transport.

| object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Communities have long
complained of many consecutive nights of high impact noise, yet are usually denied relief
housing or such relief is adhoc. A family down the road may receives alternate
accomodation, yet those nearer to construction does not.



Residents exposed to years of 24/7 high impact construction noise are denied, what had
been previously committed in the EIS, inhouse noise attenuation as such noise is deemed
“temporary”. Four years of noisy construction cannot be regarded as “temporary”.

The whole Westconnex system will increase greenhouse gas emission in Sydney at a time
when we should be doing all we can to reduce them. | am not convinced by a method of
analysis which does not look at alternatives but instead compares the F6 project against a
‘do nothing’ scenario to claim a reduction in greenhouse gas emissions.

In addtion, no credible authority in the world today would suggest that building huge urban
motorways is the solution to cutting national greenhouse emissions, or that increasses in

vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) would somehow result in a net reducton in greenhoouse
gas emissions. Yet this is exactly what the proponent is claiming in this EIS. | object to this

flawed analysis.

| object that the details of the Transurban acquisition is hidden from the public. There is little
doubt that cosy deals struck by Transurban would include “no compete” clauses. Such
clauses mean that improvements in our public transport system will be stymied until 2060,
when Transurban'’s lucrative toll concessions expire.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Signature...
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My objection to the F6 Extension:

1 object to the F6 Extension as there were many issues raised by witnesses at the Parliamentary
Inquiry into Westconnex Impacts that makes me very concerned:

That families across the Westconnex route are reporting being fofced from their homes with
compensation significantly less than market value.

That despite reassurances, the RMS are not compensating families for damaged property.

That Westconnex and the F6 extension is instead of the public transport initiatives that had been
originally devised by transport experts for the NSW Transport Master Plan in 2012.

That unfiltered exhaust stacks, that are dangerous to our health, are located near schools, homes
and sportsfields. | consider not filtering the stack is due to cost cutting and is not world best practice.

That the promise of sharing air quality data with schools has not occurred. St Peters and Haberfield
primary schools are an example where children are exposed to very high levels of pollution, but no-
one thought to tell the parents.

That mitigation measures to reduce the impact on sensitive receivers is poorly managed.
That resident complaints are ignored or the severity is watered down.

That the promised in-house noise attenuation has turned out to be a protracted sitution for many
families.

That the promise of urban repair on completion is either not completed, or completed only in part.

That travel time savings of a few minutes will be quickly eroded by induced traffic, yet the
community has lost valueable parks, endured years of construction, and will be exposed to higher
levels of traffic pollution.

That the community information sessions do not supply the detailed information residents need.

That the Department of Planning seems unwilling or unable to enforce compliance to the
Conditions of Approval, which has left communities unprotected.

Furthermore, | object to the F6 extension for the following reasons:

That the Fé extension details are only being released to the public in stages, making it difficult to
evaluate the long-term impact on my community.

That the Government had issued a cabinet direction to Transport NSW to ignore rail improvements
as an alternative. Leaked documents reveal that improving the lllawarra rail line would move ten
times the volume of people than the Fé toll-road, at a fraction of the cost.



That the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS is insufficient. If
the Government is serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90
days.

That the public have been locked out of any meaningful conversation on how we want our
transport network shaped. For decades our rail system has suffered serious under-investment, yet
this is our best way to reduce congestion on our roads by giving commuters an alternative and thus
revitalise urban environments.

That NSW Infrastructure should be more focused towards the car dependency issues with strategies
and policies that should strive to improve pedestrian, cyclist and public transport connections,
accessibility and permeability within and between activity centres and other parts of the municipality
by providing direct and legible travel pathways and functional multi-modal interchanges to enable
people to reach their destinations with ease, efficiency and in comfort.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits
they bring. Any time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban
freeways induces additional car travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of
life and health of residents, as well as those who use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and
exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name.........

Address.....

Signature..,
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My objection to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

I object to the F6 extension. Multiple 4-year WestConnex stages on the communities of
Arncliffe through to Kogarah falls into the realm of unacceptable and unreasonable oppression
of local communities. The lived experience at Arncliffe, Haberfield, and St Peters has
demonstrated that the current approval processes, based around impacts of short term projects
should not apply.

If a government has "state significant infrastructure" that it wishes to construct, it should not
throw out the rule book and allow normal regulations that control such industrial work in the
every-day world to be ignored. In fact, the rules for a decade long intrusion into people's lives
need to be more thorough, better regulated and more closely monitored and enforced. In
addition to construction fatigue, there is also complaint fatigue.

The experience residents have, when they have legitimate complaints about dust, noise or
other, is one of slow response and often no response. If the communication team is pushed, the
team member is often irritated by the complaint (as they cannot do anything about it). The
most common response is a cut and paste email that states that the EPL licence allows such
unreasonable noise or other intrusion. On this basis I object to the F6 extension.

The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real risk of damage to
homes due to settlement (ground movement). There is no mitigation provided for this risk.

" Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the Government's expense. However, RMS
already have a track record for denying significant cracking in people’s homes was caused by
construction, putting the blame on “settlement” or “drought”. Given that many homes have
stood the test of time for half a century or more, surviving decades of previous droughts, these
excuses are not acceptable. 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
is already leading 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 their property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

It is unacceptable that every homeowner across the WestConnex route is at the personal
financial risk of having to repair their own properties. I am also concerned that the Department
of Planning is not fulfilling their governance role of enforcing compliance on the RMS to “make
good” damages to homes. On this basis, the F6 cannot proceed.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts
on people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by

reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of



obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are

harmful to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise.

I object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity
of school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration
systems in urban tunnels. I object to the false reassurances by the project team using
engineering jargon and quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case

scenario guesses.

I object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause, and
the worsening of climate change that will result. I fundamentally reject the proponents’
allegation that F6 will improve air quality and reduce emissions. Building and expanding
motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce traffic. No credible authority in the
world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting national

greenhouse emissions.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please ineluee / exclude 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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F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

Public transport is rejected by the EIS so the state government is forcing us to use cars more when
most major cities in the world are trying to reduce the number of cars on the roads. We know this is
to promote private road operators' profits. | object to putting so much public funding to the cause
of private profit. | ask that this project be refused approval by the Secretary of Planning.

The inability for successive governments to deliver new public transport projects has made Sydney
(particularly western and southern Sydney) chronically car dependent. Building more roads has not
had any lasting impact on road congestion. No evidence has been provided in this EIS to suggest
the F6 extension — a tollway to St Peters - will be any different. This project will not reduce car
dependency, nor meet the needs of our growing suburbs, nor get more people onto public
transport.

The movement of freight from Port Botany has long been a problem. Given that a key objective
was to “remove trucks from local roads” | find it absurd that Port Botany was privatised in 2013
with a “no compete” clause. This means Newcastle Port is unable to expand its capacity and reduce
freight coming into Sydney. | object to the F6 toll-road. The public expects a better standard of
transport planning than this.

| object that the F6 details are released in stages, so that the community is kept in the dark of the
overall impact of this toll-road. This is particularly important for residents that would be exposed to
two stages of high impact construction amounting to 8 years or more of high impact construction.

Leaked documents reveal that the entire route has already been mapped out, which may include
the destruction of 60 hectares of the heritage listed Royal National Park or 460 more families
exposed to the cruel methods of forced acquisitions.

If a government has "state significant infrastructure” that it wishes to construct, it should not throw
out the rule book and allow normal regulations that control such industrial work in the every-day
world to be ignored. In fact, the rules for a decade long intrusion into people’s lives need to be more
thorough, better regulated and more closely monitored and enforced. In addition to construction
fatigue, there is also complaint fatigue.

The experience residents have, when they have legitimate complaints about dust, noise or other, is
one of slow response and often no response. If the communication team is pushed, the team
member is often irritated by the complaint (as they cannot do anything about it). The most
common response is a cut and paste email that states that the EPL licence allows such
unreasonable noise or other intrusion. On this basis | object to the F6 extension.

| object to the F6 as it poses a real risk for public health, All vehicles, particularly diesel, emit
dangerous substances which contribute to a worsening of overall air quality in the Sydney Basin. As
the dangers of air pollution become more and more evident, it is a failure in our Government’s
‘duty of care’ to be proposing infrastructure that encourages more vehicle use.



The air quality assessment has not predicted concentrations of air pollutants on elevated receptors.
Experience elsewhere shows that higher concentrations of air pollutants will be experienced by
receptors that are elevated above the ground when emissions occur from an elevated emission
source. For example, the upper floors of a multi-storey building may receive higher concentrations
of air pollutants from a stack or vent than are experienced at ground level. No justification is
provided for this omission, which is particularly significant given the number of multi-storey
buildings that already exist in the area, and the high number of medium-to-high rise developments
planned. Consequently, the air quality assessment may have under-predicted concentrations of air
pollutants on the upper floors of multi-storey apartments. The air quality assessment makes no
mention of any plans to re-assess concentrations of air pollutants on the facades of any existing or
possible future multi-storey buildings in the vicinity of the ventilation stacks.

| object that RMS and sub contractors are consistently ignoring Conditions of Approval for early
stages resulting in many years of unlivable conditions for residents, yet the Department of Planning
seem unable to enforce compliance.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Signature...




000449-M00010

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI1 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

My reasons for objection to the F6 Extension:

It is stated in the EIS (V1a) that travel patterns are changing, with the usage of public transport
increasing greater than population growth. The trend of a modern commuting population is that
driving is declining, particularly for under 30’s replaced by public transport and ride share as key
travel modes.

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel patterns
which ignores Intergenerational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and transport
preferences. The WestConnex and F6 is a concept from the 1950s, already outdated before it is
built, and represents a significant waste of public funds. | therefore request the Secretary to refuse
approval to the F6 extension.

Over dependence on cars has been identified as
a growing problem in Australian cities including
Sydney because of its negative impacts on
society, economy and environment. Some
negative impacts include: e Environmental
(such as urban sprawl, smog and air pollution) e
Economic (from providing urban infrastructure
across a more dispersed geographical area)
and e Social (including isolation, economic
stratification of areas and reduced access to

public services).

NSW Infrastructure should be more focused
towards the car dependency issues with
strategies and policies that should strive to
improve pedestrian, cyclist and public transport
connections,
within and between activity centres and other
parts of the municipality by providing direct and
legible travel pathways and functional multi-
modal interchanges to enable people to reach
their destinations with ease, efficiency and in
comfort.

accessibility and permeability

For the 40 years from 1970 over 120 kms of
motorway had been constructed, much of it
financed by the private sector and funded
through tolls, while only 14 km of rail line has
been provided. Although the construction of a
motorway network was appropriate to support
freight and commercial traffic, the failure to
provide a complementary public transport
network means that traffic on these motorways
will reach capacity much more quickly and they
will then play a much less effective role in
supporting the regional economy

Road performance is heavily dependent on the
quality and speed of nearby public transport.
We are grinding to a halt as insufficient
investment in public transport has occurred for
decades due to successive governments focus
on roads. A city without decent public transport
is a city that regularly grinds to a halt, which is
exactly what is occurring.

Improvements to the Illawarra passenger and
freight rail line would also avoid multiple sets of
traffic lights and provide employment, reaching
ones’ destination much faster and no problems

The decision not to benchmark the cost of the
toll road against the cost of rail solutions
represents a serious and significant
shortcoming of the F6 Extension EIS and




finding parking. It would also result in less
damage to communities, enhance property
values, and produce less pollution. The only
loser of this strategy are toll road operators. |
find it disappointing that our Government
issued a cabinet direction in place not to
consider other options must not preclude the
consideration of public transport. On this basis |
object to the F6, as it is not for public benefit.

Business Case. It is not acceptable that a range
of design and location options were considered,
but only in the context of a tolled and untolled
road-based solution. This does not comply with
the SEARS. There has been no authentic
consideration for alternatives, in particulara
major expansion of commuter rail transport.
The Department of Planning should reject this
inadequate EIS and conduct a full investigation
into the flawed processes that have led to
already massive expenditure on privatised toll
roads. |object to a proposal that is so out of
step with contemporary urban planning

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are
located in our residential areas within close
proximity of school children. Common and best
practice in developed countries is to install
filtration systems in urban tunnels. | object to
the false reassurances by the project team
using engineering jargon and quoting health
statistics which had been calculated on best
case scenario guesses.

The public are very aware that levels of in
tunnel air pollution will reach very high
concentrations; that background levels of air
pollution would increase around the stacks and
tunnel entry points (portals); and an increase in
morbidity can be calculated. On this basis |
strongly object to this failure in duty of care for
public health, in favour of short-term cost
cutting.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name......cccoeeeee

Address..............

Signature...........,
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| object to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

| object to the WestConnex — F6 Extension is it is an unsustainable transport plan from the 1950s.
Many contemporary cities are now pulling down their inner city motorways and replacing with more
efficient active and public transport solutions. Why is Sydney so out of step with the modern world?

The social and environmental impacts described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any
benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the modeliing, the actual impacts are likely to be even
greater than those forecast. The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete
pollution stacks will be visually obtrusive. The increased traffic volumes on surface roads will result
in lower amenity (more noise pollution, more fear and intimidation, increased crash risk etc. The
increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and surface roads will result in .
increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity of
school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration systems in
urban tunnels. | object to the false reassurances by the project team using engineering jargon and
quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case scenario guesses.

| am very concerned that a federally funded National Health and Medical Research Council have
commented on how difficult it was to obtain data about some Australian tunnels.

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the
Government is serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

| object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. When residents try to use these
mechanisms to raise concerns, they often find themselves blocked. It is frustratingly difficult to hold
the RMS and its contractors accountable for their actions. WestConnex aim to reduce complaints to
nil. Not by acting and resolving issues, but by inaction hoping residents would give up. WestConnex
rely on complaint fatigue to conclude “complaints are down, therefore issue fixed”.

I object to this massive waste of our public funds. We can never provide enough road capacity to cater
for the huge latent demand for car travel in a highly populated and fast-growing city. Investing in urban
road expansion to ‘fix congestion’ is essentially a huge waste and based on unsound economic
reasoning. We need more and better public transport alternatives, which will also benefit those that
need to drive.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension will
include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground. St
George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable. Although
Bayside Council is hoping for possible scraps to replace lost community assets it is unlikely these will



occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or only
partially delivering promised urban repair.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits
they bring. Any time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban
freeways induces additional car travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life
and health of residents, as well as those who use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and
exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

More and more cities around the world are coming to this realization and demolishing their freeways,
not building new ones. Why is the NSW Government so completely out of step with contemporary

transport solutions?

| object that the sole purpose of the F6 is to feed more traffic onto the WestConnex M5. Leaked
documents reveal that Transurban, having recently acquired 51% of WestConnex, will reap millions
in compensation payments if the F6 is not built. This is not transport planning. This is handing over
public money to private corporations.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name.......
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Signature
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My objection to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

I object to the F6 extension. Multiple 4-year WestConnex stages on the communities of
Arncliffe through to Kogarah falls into the realm of unacceptable and unreasonable oppression
of local communities. The lived experience at Arncliffe, Haberfield, and St Peters has
demonstrated that the current approval processes, based around impacts of short term projects
should not apply.

If a government has "state significant infrastructure" that it wishes to construct, it should not
throw out the rule book and allow normal regulations that control such industrial work in the
every-day world to be ignored. In fact, the rules for a decade long intrusion into people's lives
need to be more thorough, better regulated and more closely monitored and enforced. In
addition to construction fatigue, there is also complaint fatigue.

The experience residents have, when they have legitimate complaints about dust, noise or
other, is one of slow response and often no response. If the communication team is pushed, the
team member is often irritated by the complaint (as they cannot do anything about it). The
most common response is a cut and paste email that states that the EPL licence allows such
unreasonable noise or other intrusion. On this basis I object to the F6 extension.

The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real risk of damage to
homes due to settlement (ground movement). There is no mitigation provided for this risk.
Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the Government's expense. However, RMS
already have a track record for denying significant cracking in people’s homes was caused by
construction, putting the blame on “settlement” or “drought”. Given that many homes have
stood the test of time for half a century or more, surviving decades of previous droughts, these
excuses are not acceptable. 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
is already leading 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 their property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

It is unacceptable that every homeowner across the WestConnex route is at the personal
financial risk of having to repair their own properties. I am also concerned that the Department
of Planning is not fulfilling their governance role of enforcing compliance on the RMS to “make
good” damages to homes. On this basis, the F6 cannot proceed.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts
on people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by

reducing dependence on-driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of
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obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are

harmful to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise.

I object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity
of school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration
systems in urban tunnels. I object to the false reassurances by the project team using
engineering jargon and quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case

scenario guesses.

I object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause, and
the worsening of climate change that will result. I fundamentally reject the proponents’
allegation that F6 will improve air quality and reduce emissions. Building and expanding
motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce traffic. No credible authority in the
world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting national

greenhouse emissions.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please in;plﬂe / exclude 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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F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

Public transport is rejected by the EIS so the state government is forcing us to use cars more when
most major cities in the world are trying to reduce the number of cars on the roads. We know this is
to promote private road operators' profits. | object to putting so much public funding to the cause
of private profit. | ask that this project be refused approval by the Secretary of Planning.

The inability for successive governments to deliver new public transport projects has made Sydney
(particularly western and southern Sydney) chronically car dependent. Building more roads has not
had any lasting impact on road congestion. No evidence has been provided in this EIS to suggest
the F6 extension — a tollway to St Peters - will be any different. This project will not reduce car
dependency, nor meet the needs of our growing suburbs, nor get more people onto public
transport.

The movement of freight from Port Botany has long been a problem. Given that a key objective
was to “remove trucks from local roads” | find it absurd that Port Botany was privatised in 2013
with a “no compete” clause. This means Newcastle Port is unable to expand its capacity and reduce
freight coming into Sydney. | object to the F6 toll-road. The public expects a better standard of
transport planning than this.

| object that the Fé6 details are released in stages, so that the community is kept in the dark of the
overall impact of this toll-road. This is particularly important for residents that would be exposed to
two stages of high impact construction amounting to 8 years or more of high impact construction.

Leaked documents reveal that the entire route has already been mapped out, which may include
the destruction of 60 hectares of the heritage listed Royal National Park or 460 more families
exposed to the cruel methods of forced acquisitions.

If a government has "state significant infrastructure” that it wishes to construct, it should not throw
out the rule book and allow normal regulations that control such industrial work in the every-day
world to be ignored. In fact, the rules for a decade long intrusion into people's lives need to be more
thorough, better regulated and more closely monitored and enforced. In addition to construction
fatigue, there is also complaint fatigue.

The experience residents have, when they have legitimate complaints about dust, noise or other, is
one of slow response and often no response. If the communication team is pushed, the team
member is often irritated by the complaint (as they cannot do anything about it). The most
common response is a cut and paste email that states that the EPL licence allows such
unreasonable noise or other intrusion. On this basis | object to the F6 extension.

| object to the F6 as it poses a real risk for public health. All vehicles, particularly diesel, emit
dangerous substances which contribute to a worsening of overall air quality in the Sydney Basin. As
the dangers of air pollution become more and more evident, it is a failure in our Government’s
‘duty of care’ to be proposing infrastructure that encourages more vehicle use.



The air quality assessment has not predicted concentrations of air pollutants on elevated receptors.
Experience elsewhere shows that higher concentrations of air pollutants will be experienced by
receptors that are elevated above the ground when emissions occur from an elevated emission
source. For example, the upper floors of a multi-storey building may receive higher concentrations
of air pollutants from a stack or vent than are experienced at ground level. No justification is
provided for this omission, which is particularly significant given the number of multi-storey
buildings that already exist in the area, and the high number of medium-to-high rise developments
planned. Consequently, the air quality assessment may have under-predicted concentrations of air
pollutants on the upper floors of multi-storey apartments. The air quality assessment makes no
mention of any plans to re-assess concentrations of air pollutants on the facades of any existing or
possible future multi-storey buildings in the vicinity of the ventilation stacks.

| object that RMS and sub contractors are consistently ignoring Conditions of Approval for early
stages resulting in many years of unlivable conditions for residents, yet the Department of Planning
seem unable to enforce compliance.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Signature.
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| object to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

| object to the WestConnex — F6 Extensionds it is an unsustainable transport plan from the 1950s.
Many contemporary cities are now pulling down their inner city motorways and replacing with more
efficient active and public transport solutions. Why is Sydney so out of step with the modern world?

The social and environmental impacts described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any
benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the modelling, the actual impacts are likely to be even
greater than those forecast. The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete
pollution stacks that will be visually obtrusive. The increased traffic volumes on surface roads will
result in lower amenity (more noise pollution, more fear and intimidation, increased crash risk etc.
The increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and surface roads will result
in increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity of
school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration systems in
urban tunnels. | object to the false reassurances by the project team using engineering jargon and
quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case scenario guesses.

| am very concerned that a federally funded National Health and Medical Research Council have
commented on how difficult it was to obtain data about some Australian tunnels, so we are in the
dark as to the real measures of pollution.

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the
Government is serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

1 object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. When residents try to use these
mechanisms to raise concerns, they often find themselves blocked. It is frustratingly difficult to hold
the RMS and its contractors accountable for their actions. WestConnex aim to reduce complaints to
nil. Not by acting and resolving issues, but by inaction hoping residents would give up. WestConnex
rely on complaint fatigue to conclude “complaints are down, therefore issue fixed”.

| object to this massive waste of our public funds. We can never provide enough road capacity to cater
for the huge latent demand for car travel in a highly populated and fast-growing city. Investing in urban
road expansion to ‘fix congestion’ is essentially a huge waste and based on unsound economic
reasoning. We need more and better public transport alternatives, which will also benefit those that
need to drive.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension will
include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground. St
George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable. Although
Bayside Council is hoping for possible scraps to replace lost community assets it is unlikely these will
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occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or only
partially delivering promised urban repair.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits
they bring. Any time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban
freeways induces additional car travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life
and health of residents, as well as those who use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and
exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

More and more cities around the world are coming to this realization and demolishing their freeways,
not building new ones. Why is the NSW Government so completely out of step with contemporary
transport solutions?

| object that the sole purpose of the F6 is to feed more traffic onto the WestConnex M5. Leaked
documents reveal that Transurban, having recently acquired 51% of WestConnex, will reap millions
in compensation payments if the F6 is not built. This is not transport planning. This is handing over
public money to private corporations.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name...

Addres

Email....
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My reasons for objection to the F6 Extension:

000451-M00001

It is stated in the EIS (V1a) that travel patterns are changing, with the usage of public transport
increasing greater than population growth. The trend of a modern commuting population is that
driving is declining, particularly for under 30’s replaced by public transport and ride share as key

travel modes.

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel patterns

which ignores Intergenerational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and transport
preferences. The WestConnex and F6 is a concept from the 1950s, already outdated before it is
built, and represents a significant waste of public funds. | therefore request the Secretary to refuse

approval to the F6 extension.

Over dependence on cars has been identified as
a growing problem in Australian cities including
Sydney because of its negative impacts on
society, economy and environment. Some
negative impacts include: e Environmental
(such as urban sprawl, smog and air pollution) e
Economic (from providing urban infrastructure
across a more dispersed geographical area)
and e Social (including isolation, economic
stratification of areas and reduced access to

public services).

NSW Infrastructure should be more focused
issues with
strategies and policies that should strive to
improve pedestrian, cyclist and pUinc transport
connections, accessibility and permeability
within and between activity centres and other
parts of the municipality by providing direct and
legible travel pathways and functional multi-
modal interchanges to enable people to reach
their destinations with ease, efficiency and in
comfort.

towards the car dependency

For the 40 years from 1970 over 120 kms of
motorway had been constructed, much of it
financed by the private sector and funded
through tolls, while only 14 km of rail line has
been provided. Although the construction of a
motorway network was appropriate to support
freight and commercial traffic, the failure to
provide a complementary public transport
network means that traffic on these motorways
will reach capacity much more quickly and they
will then play a much less effective role in
supporting the regional economy

Road performance is heavily dependent on the
quality and speed of nearby public transport.
We are grinding to a halt as insufficient
investment in public transport has occurred for
decades due to successive governments focus
on roads. A city without decent public transport
is a city that regularly grinds to a halt, which is
exactly what is occurring.

Improvements to the Illawarra passenger and

freight rail line would also avoid multiple sets of
traffic lights and provide employment, reaching
ones’ destination much faster and no problems

The decision not to benchmark the cost of the
toll road against the cost of rail solutions
represents a serious and significant
shortcoming of the F6 Extension EIS and




finding parking. It would also result in less
damage to communities, enhance property
values, and produce less pollution. The only
loser of this strategy are toll road operators. |
find it disappointing that our Government
issued a cabinet direction in place not to
consider other options must not preclude the
consideration of public transport. On this basis |
object to the F6, as it is not for public benefit.

Business Case. It is not acceptable that a range
of design and location options were considered,
but only in the context of a tolled and untolled
road-based solution. This does not comply with
the SEARS. There has been no authentic
consideration for alternatives, in particular a
major expansion of commuter rail transport.
The Department of Planning should reject this
inadequate EIS and conduct a full investigation
into the flawed processes that have led to
already massive expenditure on privatised toll
roads. | object to a proposal that is so out of
step with contemporary urban planning

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are
located in our residential areas within close
proximity of school children. Common and best
practice in developed countries is to install
filtration systems in urban tunnels. | object to
the false reassurances by the project team
using engineering jargon and quoting health
statistics which had been calculated on best
case scenario guesses.

The public are very aware that levels of in
tunnel air pollution will reach very high
concentrations; that background levels of air
pollution would increase around the stacks and
tunnel entry points (portals); and an increase in
morbidity can be calculated. On this basis |
strongly object to this failure in duty of care for
public health, in favour of short-term cost
cutting.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name...
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My submission objecting to the Westconnex F6 Extension:

I object to the WestConnex F6 Extension as it is instead of public transport improvements
that Southern Sydney desperately needs. WestConnex and the F6 extension is purely
infrastructure to raise toll revenue, predominantly into the private hands of a Transurban
led consortium.

Improvements to the lllawarra passenger and freight rail line would also avoid multiple sets
of traffic lights and provide employment, reaching ones’ destination much faster and no
problems finding parking. It would also result in less damage to communities, enhance
property values, and produce less pollution. The only loser of this strategy are toll road
operators. | find it disappointing that our Government issued a cabinet direction in place
not to consider other options must not preclude the consideration of public transport. On this
basis | object to the F6, as it is not for public benefit and breaches SEARS.

One toll road leads to another 3 being proposed! The El$'s for the M4 East and the New M$
argued the case that serious congestion created near interchanges would be solved once the
M4/M5 was built. Now it seems this is not the case and more roads will be needed to relieve
the congestion —being Western Harbour Tunnel, the Airport Link and the F6. WHERE DOE$
THIS END? According to the Fé EIS the 5t Peters Interchange will be a carpark by 2036 with
significant queuing back into the mainline tunnel. Research about roads clearly
demonstrates that roads create congestion. The WestConnex project is no different and the
EIS clearly indicates that this. | object to the WestConnex F6 extension as it will not solve the
south’s commuting issues.

The public are very aware that levels of in tunnel air pollution will reach very high
concentrations; that background levels of air pollution would increase around the stacks and
tunnel entry points (portals); and an increase in morbidity can be calculated. On this basis |
strongly object to this failure in duty of care for public health, in favour of short-term cost
cutting.

| object that both the RM$ and the tunnel proponents continue to deny the potential in these
tunnels to use progressive in-tunnel filtration to alleviate adverse conditions, choosing to
misrepresent the costs and the potential benefits of such systems.

A hey impact on human health is that such intrusive construction contributes to stress and
anxiety for residents is the sense of loss of control of your own environment. The WestConnex
project has been imposed on communities and consistently intrudes into everyday (and
pight) life, by disrupting sleep, leisure and recreation. It can have many physiological and
psychological impacts. The decade long intrusion into the lives of ordinary people at
Arncliffe, $t Peters, Haberfield, Kingsgrove and proposed for $t George, without remit or
mitigation is oppressive and discriminatory. WestConnex project teams across the route
have handled stress and anxiety issues poorly. On this basis | object to the F6 extension.



Although the EI$ proposes mitigations to address the issue of construction fatigue, residents
of St George are not reassured. We have seen the communities of Arncliffe, Haberfield, and
St Peters exposed to awful living conditions, their complaints ignored and the Department of
Planning powerless to enforce adherence to Conditions of Approval, weak as these
conditions are. | therefore object to the Fé extension

The project will directly cause irreversible biodiversity loss, and indirectly through increased
greenhouse gas emissions that will contribute to climate change and damage natural
systems. The project will result in increased VKT, and therefore more contaminants (brake
and clutch dust, hydrocarbon particulates etc.) being deposited on roadways and washed
into waterways.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6
extension will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and
a playgroﬁnd. $t George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is
unacceptable. Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets
it is unlikely these will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either
failing to deliver or only partially delivering promised urban repair.

| further object:

I ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please irmln/ﬁ_)e / @ny personal information when publishing this submission to your
website Declaration: | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2
years.

Name........
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Signature.
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| object to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

| object to the WestConnex — F6 Extension is it is an unsustainable transport plan from the 1950s.
Many contemporary cities are now pulling down their inner city motorways and replacing with more
efficient active and public transport solutions. Why is Sydney so out of step with the modern world?

The social and environmental impacts described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any
benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the modelling, the actual impacts are likely to be even
greater than those forecast. The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete
pollution stacks will be visually obtrusive. The increased traffic volumes on surface roads will result
in lower amenity (more noise pollution, more fear and intimidation, increased crash risk etc. The
increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and surface roads will result in
increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity of
school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration systems in
urban tunnels. | object to the false reassurances by the project team using engineering jargon and
quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case scenario guesses.

| am very concerned that a federally funded National Health and Medical Research Council have
commented on how difficult it was to obtain data about some Australian tunnels.

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the
Government is serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

| object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. When residents try to use these
mechanisms to raise concerns, they often find themselves blocked. It is frustratingly difficult to hold
the RMS and its contractors accountable for their actions. WestConnex aim to reduce complaints to
nil. Not by acting and resolving issues, but by inaction hoping residents would give up. WestConnex
rely on complaint fatigue to conclude “complaints are down, therefore issue fixed”.

| object to this massive waste of our public funds. We can never provide enough road capacity to cater
for the huge latent demand for car travel in a highly populated and fast-growing city. Investing in urban
road expansion to ‘fix congestion’ is essentially a huge waste and based on unsound economic
reasoning. We need more and better public transport alternatives, which will also benefit those that
need to drive.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension will
include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground. St
George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable. Although
Bayside Council is hoping for possible scraps to replace lost community assets it is unlikely these will



occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or only
partially delivering promised urban repair.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits
they bring. Any time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban
freeways induces additional car travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life
and health of residents, as well as those who use them - they are subjected to stressful delays and
exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

More and more cities around the world are coming to this realization and demolishing their freeways,
not building new ones. Why is the NSW Government so completely out of step with contemporary

transport solutions?

| object that the sole purpose of the F6 is to feed more traffic onto the WestConnex M5. Leaked
documents reveal that Transurban, having recently acquired 51% of WestConnex, will reap millions
in compensation payments if the F6 is not built. This is not transport planning. This is handing over
public money to private corporations.

| further object: T — ‘
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| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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




Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI1 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

My reasons for objection to the F6 Extension:

| object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause,
and the worsening of climate change that will result. | fundamentally reject the proponents’
allegation that F6 will improve air quality and reduce emissions. It beggars belief. Building
and expanding motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce traffic. No credible
authority in the world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting

national greenhouse emissions.

Over dependence on cars has been
identified as a growing problem in Australian
cities including Sydney because of its
negative impacts on society, economy and
environment. Some negative impacts
include: e Environmental (such as urban
sprawl, smog and air pollution) e Economic
(from providing urban infrastructure across a
more dispersed geographical area) and e
Social (including isolation, economic
stratification of areas and reduced access to
public services).

Whole communities are being disastrously
impacted by this project. The social impact
study should be rejected, as it ignores well
established evidence of the significant
negative impacts on people and the loss of
community identity and social connections.
It is good access to public transport that y,
supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing
dependence on driving. Each hour spent
driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a
major source of urban air pollution and
noise, which are harmful to mental and
physical health.

The air quality assessment has not
predicted concentrations of air pollutants on
elevated receptors. Experience elsewhere
shows that higher concentrations of air
pollutants will be experienced by receptors
that are elevated above the ground when
emissions occur from an elevated emission
source. For example, the upper floors of a
multi-storey building may receive higher
concentrations of air pollutants from a stack
or vent than are experienced at ground
level. No justification is provided for this
omission, which is particularly significant
given the number of multi-storey buildings
that already exist in the area, and the high
number of medium-to-high rise
developments planned.

| object to a transport solution that involves
unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to
schools, homes and kids sports fields. | find
is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob
Stokes stated “| won't be party to putting
stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell
that I'd support any development that would
put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents
at risk”, yet when Minister for Planning, he
approved the M4 and M5. Why aren't the
thousands of children that attend Brighton-
Le-Sands primary St Peters primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier
Catholic primary and many other schools

and day care centres exposed to
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dangerous pollution worth the small cost of
stack filtration?

Whole communities are being disastrously
impacted by this project. The social impact
study should be rejected, as it ignores well
established evidence of the significant
negative impacts on people and the loss of
community identity and social connections.
It is good access to public transport that
supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing ¢
dependence on driving. Each hour spent
driving can increase a person'’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a
major source of urban air pollution and
noise, which are harmful to mental and
physical health.

The business case for the project for the
first three stages has failed to take 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

Many residents will experience noise during
construction and operation at unsafe levels
that can damage health. | object to the lack
of information about mitigation, particularly
in light of the unlivable conditions impose;l/'
on residents of Haberfield, Ashfield, St
Peters and Arncliffe right now.

No credible authority in the world today
would suggest that building huge urban
motorways is the solution to cutting national
greenhouse emissions, or that increasses
in vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) would
somehow result in a net reducton in
greenhoouse gas emissions. Yet this is
exactly what the proponent is claiming in
this EIS. | object to this flawed analysis.
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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

My objection to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

I object to the F6 extension. Multiple 4-year WestConnex stages on the communities of
Arncliffe through to Kogarah falls into the realm of inacceptable and unreasonable oppression
of local communities. The lived experience at Arncliffe, Haberfield, and St Peters has
demonstrated that the current approval processes, based around impacts of short term projects

should not apply.

If a government has "state significant infrastructure" that it wishes to construct, it should not
throw out the rule book and allow normal regulations that control such industrial work in the
every-day world to be ignored. In fact, the rules for a decade long intrusion into people's lives
need to be more thorough, better regulated and more closely monitored and enforced. In

addition to construction fatigue, there is also complaint fatigue.

The experience residents have, when they have legitimate complaints about dust, noise or
other, is one of slow response and often no response. If the communication team is pushed, the
team member is often irritated by the complaint (as they cannot do anything about it). The
most common response is a cut and paste email that states that the EPL licence allows such
unreasonable noise or other intrusion. On this basis I object to the F6 extension.

The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real risk of damage to
homes due to settlement (ground movement). There is no mitigation provided for this risk.
Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the Government's expense. However, RMS
already have a track record for denying significant cracking in people’s homes was caused by
construction, putting the blame on “settlement” or “drought”. Given that many homes have
stood the test of time for half a century or more, surviving decades of previous droughts, these
excuses are not acceptable. 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
is already leading 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 their property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

It is unacceptable that every homeowner across the WestConnex route is at the personal
financial risk of having to repair their own properties. I am also concerned that the Department
of Planning is not fulfilling their governance role of enforcing compliance on the RMS to “make
good” damages to homes. On this basis, the F6 cannot proceed.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts
on people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by

reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of
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obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are

harmful to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise.

I object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity
of school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration
systems in urban tunnels. I object to the false reassurances by the project team using
engineering jargon and quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case

scenario guesses.

I object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause, and
the worsening of climate change that will result. I fundamentally reject the proponents’
allegation that F6 will improve air quality and reduce emissions. Building and expanding
motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce traffic. No credible authority in the
world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting national

greenhouse emissions.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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




Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

My submission objecting to the F6 Extension:

There has been no authentic consideration for alternatives, in particular a major expansion of
commuter rail transport. The Department of Planning should reject this inadequate EIS and
conduct a full investigation into the flawed processes that have led to already massive expenditure
on privatised toll roads. | object to a proposal that is so out of step with contemporary urban
planning.

It is stated in the EIS (V1a) that travel patterns are changing, with the usage of public transport
increasing greater than population growth. The trend of a modern commuting population is that
driving is declining, particularly for under 30’s replaced by public transport and ride share as key
travel modes. It's no coincidence that the use of public transport is greater in LGA’s where
connected and frequent options are available, compared to LGA's with high car use where public
transport has a poor service of frequency, lower levels of access and longer travel times. It is false,
therefore, to claim that people prefer to drive, when for most, there is no choice.

VYet, the EIS later contradicts this fact with the statement “demand for mobility by road travel is
forecast to continue to grow”. Given that it is public transport usage that is growing at a much
faster rate, why has this more efficient option been precluded from an in-depth analysis?

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel patterns
which ignores Intergenerational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and transport
preferences. The WestConnex and F6 is a concept from the 19505, already outdated and represents
a significant waste of public funds. | therefore object to the Fé6 extension.
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The EIS indicates that the pond at Bicentennial Park will be eradicated if this project goes ahead.
Murray River short neck turtles inhabit this pond and that birds such as Spoonbills and Great Egrets
are feeding here. This loss of habitat is unacceptable at a time when biodiversity across the world is
declining.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the Fé6 extension will
include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground. St
George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable. Although
Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these will occur as
envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or only partially
delivering promised urban repair.

| object to the F6 as it poses a real risk for public health. All vehicles, particularly diesel, emit
dangerous substances which contribute to a worsening of overall air quality in the Sydney Basin. As
the dangers of air pollution become more and more evident, it is a failue in our Government’s ‘duty
of care’ to be proposing infrastructure that encourages more vehicle use.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity of
school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration systems in
urban tunnels. | object to the false reassurances by the project team using engineering jargon and
quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case scenario guesses.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Plecse;r?ée | exclude my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration: | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.




Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

| object to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

We can never provide enough road capacity to cater for the huge latent demand for
car travel in a highly populated and fast-growing city. Investing in urban road
expansion to ‘fix congestion’ is essentially a huge waste, and should not be built.

We know that urban freeways give a negative return on investment — Sydney’s Cross
City Tunnel and Lane Cove Tunnel are prime examples. WestConnex will be no
different. | object that public funds have been placed at such a risk.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the
provisional benefits they bring. Any time savings and reductions in congestion will be
short lived, because building urban freeways induces additional car travel demand.
Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life and health of residents, as well
as those who use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and exposed to high
concentrations of air toxins.

The F6 EIS predicts that by 2036 the St Peter's Interchange will be a carpark,
particularly in morning peak where queuing into the new M5 mainline tunnel is
anticipated. Inner West communities will be exposed to near a decade of construction,
for no public gain. The roads are congested in the time it takes to build.

| object to the overall WestConnex including the F6 Extension as it is an
unsustainable transport plan from the 1950s. Many contemporary cities are now
pulling down their inner city motorways and replacing with more efficient active and
public transport solutions. Why is Sydney so out of step with the modern world?

Public transport is rejected by the EIS so the state government is forcing us to use
cars more when most major cities in the world are trying to reduce the number of
cars on the roads. We know this is to promote private road operators' profits. | object
to putting so much public funding to the cause of private profit.

WestConnex have a track record of not mitigating awful living conditions imposed on
communities. The experience residents have is a cut and paste email that states that
the EPS licenses allows such unreasonable noise or other intrusion. The Dept. of

Planning, who have the role of governance, are incapable of enforcing adherence to

000457



their Conditions of Approval. Given the lack of protection afforded to residents, |
object to the F6 extension that will simply dump more traffic into the Inner West.

The major problem is that the public transport services have not been increased as a
result of high car ownership and car ownership has not decreased because public
transport has not been improved. This causes car dependence because there are
limited affordable or available public transport options to keep the public moving,
particularly to the West and South. Sydney needs transport options that are affordable
and available.

For the 40 years from 1970 over 120 kms of motorway had been constructed, much
of it financed by the private sector and funded through tolls, while only 14 km of rail
line has been provided. Although the construction of a motorway network was
appropriate to support freight and commercial traffic, the failure to provide a
complementary public transport network means that traffic on these motorways will
reach capacity much more quickly and they will then play a much less effective role in
supporting the regional economy (WSROC, 2008), as we have witnessed many times
over.

Very little information about NSW government contracts for the entire WestCONnex
project is available to the public, including the Transurban contract to buy 51% of
Sydney Motorway Corporation. | am particularly concerned, that given Transurban’s
reputation for aggressive negotiations we can expect deals like “no compete”
clauses. Such clauses will stymie any meaningful investment in our public transport
system until 2060 when Transurban'’s right to toll expires. On this basis | object.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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




Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

The F6 toll-road is an outdated 1950s approach that will fail the mobility needs of a 213t century
Sydney.

I object to a transport “solution” that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won't be party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I'd support any
development that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister
for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend
Brighton-Le-Sands primary, St Peters primary, McCallum'’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred
schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

Air quality (and resulting health impacts) once the tunnels are in operation was not assessed
with the inclusion of filtration, or other pollutant reduction measures, in the tunnel exhaust
stacks. As a result, the potential benefit to human health of including filtration has not been
objectively assessed.

In addition to providing potential physical and clinical benefits from reducing pollution
exposure, there are psychological health benefits that should also be taken into consideration
when evaluating the worth of installing pollution abatement measures in the stacks.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on
people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of obesity
by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful
to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability'because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis I strongly reject the F6 in favour of
investment in public transport.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension
will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground.
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St George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable.
Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these
will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or
only partially delivering promised urban repair.

I object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain of trucks
idling for long periods, trucks rat running through local streets, high impact machinery at night,
stated relief periods not adhered to, and / or the use of high pitch reverse beepers to no effect.
The Department of Planning is ineffectual in enforcing compliance.

We need adaptable, innovative and an affordable holistic transport model of multiple modes.
With 35% of Sydney’s real estate already devoted to roads and parking, it's now time to turn our
attention to improving public transport. I object to the F6 toll road as it perpetuates car
dependence and is the most inefficient way to move people and freight.

| further object:
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[ ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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




PLEASE DELETE MY PERSONAL INFORMATION
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11 December 2018

Director — Infrastructure Projects
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI_8931

GPO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Sir or Madam,

As a member of the general public, a resident and ratepayer | am writing to express my concerns and
those of others | have spoken to regarding the F6 proposal.

Why does this project appear to the public to be being rushed through, especially so close to
Christmas? It is my belief the government is playing on the fact that the majority of everyday
residents and ratepayers have so much to contend with these days with very busy lives and their
own family and work commitments that they don’t have time to stand up for themselves? To have
the time to absorb all the details of what is being proposed and the impact on their lives and
properties is taking advantage of people and the abundance of facts and figures only leads to
confusion. Keeping things simple would go a long way.

MV concerns are:

e The proposed F6 is a road going nowhere and will only cause another bottleneck for drivers
to contend with.

e The roadway will only add to the enormous amount of traffic already on General Holmes
Drive, the Princes Highway, O’Connell Street and surrounding streets.

e Residents will be exposed to the inconvenience, noise, pollution and stress that such a
project will cause and just how long will it ACTUALLY take to complete.

e | believe the benefits are being overstated and the cost and disruption will not justify same.

e Am concerned this project will be the same as so many currently underway and that are still
not completed. All these unfinished projects are just causing stress and chaos to the general
public.

e As already mentioned this will only cause a bottleneck and increased traffic so, what is to
follow because this is not the answer to the problem?



e With all the massive development being approved, this naturally means more and more
residents and so more and more cars. By the time some of our freeways have been
completed they are already unable to cope with the volume of traffic indicating there has
been no foresight involved in the planning and execution of these projects. Consequently
even more expense is involved in having to then widen the roadway. Total waste of
taxpayers money and more inconvenience again for the long suffering drivers. Do it once
and do it right makes sense to me.

e Believe the cost would be better used in providing greatly improved public transport, an
area that has been neglected for many, many years and this MUST include transit parking. If
travelling by public transport is made user friendly people would utilise this option. If other
countries have the ability to provide fast and efficient public transport why can’t we?

These comments represent my views and those of many other members of the general public with
whom | have discussed this proposal.




Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI17_8931
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

My objection to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

I object to the F6 extension. Multiple 4-year WestConnex stages on the communities of
Arncliffe through to Kogarah falls into the realm of unacceptable and unreasonable oppression
of local communities. The lived experience at Arncliffe, Haberfield, and St Peters has
demonstrated that the current approval processes, based around impacts of short term projects
should not apply.

If a government has "state significant infrastructure" that it wishes to construect, it should not
throw out the rule book and allow normal regulations that control such industrial work in the
every-day world to be ignored. In fact, the rules for a decade long intrusion into people's lives
need to be more thorough, better regulated and more closely monitored and enforced. In

addition to construction fatigue, there is also complaint fatigue.

The experience residents have, when they have legitimate complaints about dust, noise or
other, is one of slow response and often no response. If the communication team is pushed, the
team member is often irritated by the complaint (as they cannot do anything about it). The
most common response is a cut and paste email that states that the EPL licence allows such

unreasonable noise or other intrusion. On this basis I object to the F6 extension.

The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real risk of damage to
homes due to settlement (ground movement). There is no mitigation provided for this risk.
Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the Government's expense. However, RMS
already have a track record for denying significant cracking in people’s homes was caused by
construction, putting the blame on “settlement” or “drought”. Given that many homes have
stood the test of time for half a century or more, surviving decades of previous droughts, these
excuses are not acceptable. 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
is already leading 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 their property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

It is unacceptable that every homeowner across the WestConnex route is at the personal
financial risk of having to repair their own properties. I am also concerned that the Department
of Planning is not fulfilling their governance role of enforcing compliance on the RMS to “make
good” damages to homes. On this basis, the F6 cannot proceed.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts
on people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by

reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of
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obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are

harmful to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise.

I object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity
of school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration
systems in urban tunnels. I object to the false reassurances by the project team using
engineering jargon and quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case

scenario guesses.

I object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause, and
the worsening of climate change that will result. I fundamentally reject the proponents’
allegation that F6 will improve air quality and reduce emissions. Building and expanding
motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce traffic. No credible authority in the
world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting national

greenhouse emissions.

| further object: ) = e
gty e o 6.
g

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please +rrertte / exclude 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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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

| object to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

| object to the WestConnex — F6 Extensionds it is an unsustainable transport plan from the 1950s.
Many contemporary cities are now pulling down their inner city motorways and replacing with more
efficient active and public transport solutions. Why is Sydney so out of step with the modern world?

The social and environmental impacts described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any
benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the modelling, the actual impacts are likely to be even
greater than those forecast. The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete
pollution stacks that will be visually obtrusive. The increased traffic volumes on surface roads will
result in lower amenity (more noise pollution, more fear and intimidation, increased crash risk etc.
The increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and surface roads will result
in increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity of
school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration systems in
urban tunnels. | object to the false reassurances by the project team using engineering jargon and
quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case scenario guesses.

| am very concerned that a federally funded National Health and Medical Research Council have
commented on how difficult it was to obtain data about some Australian tunnels, so we are in the
dark as to the real measures of pollution.

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the
Government is serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

| object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. When residents try to use these
mechanisms to raise concerns, they often find themselves blocked. It is frustratingly difficult to hold
the RMS and its contractors accountable for their actions. WestConnex aim to reduce complaints to
nil. Not by acting and resolving issues, but by inaction hoping residents would give up. WestConnex
rely on complaint fatigue to conclude “complaints are down, therefore issue fixed”.

| object to this massive waste of our public funds. We can never provide enough road capacity to cater
for the huge latent demand for car travel in a highly populated and fast-growing city. Investing in urban
road expansion to ‘fix congestion’ is essentially a huge waste and based on unsound economic
reasoning. We need more and better public transport alternatives, which will also benefit those that
need to drive.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension will
include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground. St
George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable. Although
Bayside Council is hoping for possible scraps to replace lost community assets it is unlikely these will



occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or only
partially delivering promised urban repair.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits
they bring. Any time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban
freeways induces additional car travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life
and health of residents, as well as those who use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and
exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

More and more cities around the world are coming to this realization and demolishing their freeways,
not building new ones. Why is the NSW Government so completely out of step with contemporary

transport solutions?

| object that the sole purpose of the F6 is to feed more traffic onto the WestConnex M5. Leaked
documents reveal that Transurban, having recently acquired 51% of WestConnex, will reap millions
in compensation payments if the F6 is not built. This is not transport planning. This is handing over
public money to private corporations.

| further object: ; ; A
3 {

v

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please inetude / exclude 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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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Department of Planning and Environment
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| object to WestConnex and the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

The public can have NO CONFIDENCE that our homes damaged by construction will be repaired.

The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real risk of damage to homes
due to settlement (ground movement). There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states
that “properties will be repaired at the Government's expense”.

The RMS already have a track record for denying significant cracking in people’s homes was caused
by construction, putting the blame on “settlement” or “drought”. Given that many homes have
stood the test of time for half a century or more, these excuses are not acceptable.

WestConnex (and the current F6 EIS) should never have been 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 has
already 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 their property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

Repairing homes damaged by construction is a Department of Planning and Environment Condition
of Approval. Despite DPE having a governance role over WestConnex, they have failed in their duty.

They support the RMS tactic of forcing families to fund their own investigations into the cause of
damage, but then allow RMS to block the resident from obtaining documents, such as geotechnical,
vibration reports and as-built design needed for the case. If the RMS are not at fault for the damage,
why the need to hide these documents?

The Department of Planning have failed their own charter “that for State significant projects,
conditions of consent may require intensive environmental monitoring together with independent
audit and expert review of environmental performance. That authorised officers in exercising their
powers in a fair, consistent and equitable manner and to make sure the proponent is adhering to the
conditions placed on their project. Further, that the DPE compliance team has the power to impose
orders and to work with other stakeholders to negotiate a good outcome. Why isn’t the DPE exercising
this power over WestCconnex and the RMS?

The methodology RMS and WestConnex issue home dilapidation reports is totally inadequate and
dismissive. How can we trust the contractors with the most important issue facing residents.
Property damage. These contractors are there to make as much profit as possible on this project, so
it’s a conflict of interest that they are also in charge of managing resident damage claims.



The complaints management for property damage is a farce. Residents get a scripted response,
usually by a desk-bound community liason officer “We have assessed our data, the data has been
reviewed by the site manager, the data indicates we are in compliance and we have documented
your correspondence”.

Residents turn to the Department of Planning. They open an investigation, send the contractors
some questions, the contractors responded back with “our data shows we are complying” therefore
we haven’t damaged your home. The Department support the contractors claim of ‘no-fault’. Case
closed.

Damage caused to homes by construction activities, like WestConnex, are not covered by home
insurance policies, which leaves vulnerable families exposed to personal financial risk.

NO FAMILY SHOULD BE FORCED TO TAKE ON ANOTHER MORTGAGE TO REPAIR THEIR HOME
DAMAGED BY WESTCONNEX DAMAGE.

Given that there is no adequate protection for families facing actual or potential property damage
from construction, the F6 Extension must not be approved.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please include / exclude 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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My submission objecting to the F6 Extension:

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 overwhelmingly
opposed by the great majority of submissions received in response to the Environmental
Impact Statements for the first three stages.

| object to 43 years of the tolls. This has been imposed on drivers as income for a private
motorway owner, Transurban. The fact that the toll is based on distance travelled
disadvantages people who live further south and west of the Sydney region. | further object
that the first exit from Kogarah is St Peters, which will impose two tolls — the F6 and M5. St
George residents who use the F6 would be dumped into an inner west traffic jam. This is not
an appropriate standard of transport planning.

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and
which cannot be verified by NSW EPA. | note that there will be an increase in dangerous
pollution in some areas close to the tollway portals and near roads with increased traffic. It
is not acceptable to me that a government should deliberately place the health of citizens in
jeopardy.

| particularly object to tollway portals and increased traffic being so close to local schools. |
note that fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and is particularly dangerous for the
lungs of growing children.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts
on people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to
public transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which
are harmful to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and
70% of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis | reject the F6 in favour of investment
in public transport.

| object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Communities have long
complained of many consecutive nights of high impact noise, yet are usually denied relief
housing or such relief is adhoc. A family down the road may receives alternate
accomodation, yet those nearer to construction does not.



Residents exposed to years of 24/7 high impact construction noise are denied, what had
been previously committed in the EIS, inhouse noise attenuation as such noise is deemed
“temporary”. Four years of noisy construction cannot be regarded as “temporary”.

The whole Westconnex system will increase greenhouse gas emission in Sydney at a time
when we should be doing all we can to reduce them. | am not convinced by a method of
analysis which does not look at alternatives but instead compares the F6 project against a
‘do nothing’ scenario to claim a reduction in greenhouse gas emissions.

In addtion, no credible authority in the world today would suggest that building huge urban
motorways is the solution to cutting national greenhouse emissions, or that increasses in
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) would somehow result in a net reducton in greenhoouse
gas emissions. Yet this is exactly what the proponent is claiming in this EIS. | object to this
flawed analysis.

| object that the details of the Transurban acquisition is hidden from the public. There is little
doubt that cosy deals struck by Transurban would include “no compete” clauses. Such
clauses mean that improvements in our public transport system will be stymied until 2060,
when Transurban’s lucrative toll concessions expire.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please ineffide / exclude 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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I object to the Westconnex F6 Extension:

[ object to the WestConnex — F6 Extension as it is focussed only on improving motorway
access, showing that at the heart of the proposal there is an agenda to only build a new
motorway and to shape all justification around this, rather than authentically considering and
analysing true alternatives. This demonstrates the cynical way in which the Proponent and
Government is trying to push this toll road project onto a community that clearly does not
agree with the need for it, or with the approach being taken by the Government.

Very little information about NSW government contracts for the entire WestCONnex project
is available to the public, including the Transurban contract to buy 51% of Sydney Motorway
Corporation. I am particularly concerned, that given Transurban’s reputation for aggressive
negotiations we can expect deals like “no compete” clauses. Such clauses will stymie any
meaningful investment in our public transport system until 2060 when Transurban’s right to
toll expires. On this basis I object.

I object that the F6 details are released in stages, so that the community is kept in the dark of
the overall impact of this toll-road. This is particularly important for residents that would be
exposed to two stages of high impact construction amounting to 8 years or more of high
impact construction.

Leaked documents reveal that the entire route has already been mapped out, which may
include the destruction of 60 hectares of the heritage listed Royal National Park or 460 more
families exposed to the cruel methods of forced acquisitions.

I object to the superficial consideration of alternatives which consists of little more than bald
claims rather than presenting analysis of alternatives including public transport and traffic
management that could reduce road freight and car use.

[ object that the Cabinet directed Transport NSW to ignore rail improvements. Improving the
[llawarra Line would move ten times the number of people, at only one third of the F6 cost.

If a government has "state significant infrastructure” that it wishes to construct, it should not
throw out the rule book and allow normal regulations that control such industrial work in the
every-day world to be ignored. In fact, the rules for a decade long intrusion into people's lives
need to be more thorough, better regulated and more closely monitored and enforced. In
addition to construction fatigue, there is also complaint fatigue.

The experience residents have, when they have legitimate complaints about dust, noise or
other, is one of slow response and often no response. If the communication team is pushed,
the team member is often irritated by the complaint (as they cannot do anything about it). The
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most common response is a cut and paste email that states that the EPL licence allows such
unreasonable noise or other intrusion. On this basis I object to the F6 extension.

[ object to the decision by AECOM to do no serious traffic modelling outside the project area
and the cumulative impacts caused by the M5 East on southern Sydney roads. It is absurd to
suggest that the impacts will stop at the end of the project. Instead communities will be left to
deal with traffic and unhealthy pollution and the additional financial and social costs that will
result.

The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real risk of damage to
homes due to settlement (ground movement). There is no mitigation provided for this risk.
Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the Government's expense. However, RMS
already have a track record for denying significant cracking in people’s homes was caused by
construction, putting the blame on “settlement” or “drought”. Given that many homes have
stood the test of time for half a century or more, these excuses are not acceptable. 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 their property damage
will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

[ object to the F6 as it poses a real risk for public health. All vehicles, particularly diesel, emit
dangerous substances which contribute to a worsening of overall air quality in the Sydney
Basin. As the dangers of air pollution become more and more evident, it is a failue in our
Government’s ‘duty of care’ to be proposing infrastructure that encourages more vehicle use.

[ further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Signatur
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From: Dugald McCulloch <campaigns@good.do>

Sent: Wednesday, 28 November 2018 7:51 AM

To: DPE CSE Information Planning Mailbox

Subject: Submission to F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arnciliffe to President Avenue, project number SSI
17_8931

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Attn: Secretary, re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arnciliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number SSI
17_8931

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

| object to the F6 Extension as it is instead of public transport improvements that Southern Sydney desperately
needs. WestConnex and the F6 extension is purely infrastructure to raise toll revenue, predominantly into the
private hands of a Transurban led consortium.

| object to the lack of transparency and that these stages are progressively announced. This is particularly relevant
to communities like Arncliffe, St Peters and Kogarah who are / will be impacted by cumulative projects without all
information available and making it difficult to evaluate the long term impact.

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the Government is
serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days. There was no genuine community
consultation for the F6. Information sessions that were staffed by poorly informed consultants might “tick the box”
but it does not amount to community consultation.

| object to the decision by AECOM to do no serious traffic modelling outside the project area and the cumulative
impacts on our area including the M5 East on southern Sydney roads. It is absurd to suggest that the impacts will
stop at the end of the project. Instead communities will be left to deal with traffic and unhealthy pollution and the
additional financial and social costs that will result.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits they bring. Any
time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban freeways induces additional car
travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life and health of residents, as well as those who
use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.



More and more cities around the world are coming to this realization and demolishing their freeways, not building
new ones. Given this, why is the NSW Government so completely out of step with contemporary transport
solutions?

It is disingenuous to claim in the EIS that given the current usage of car travel justifies the “need” for the F6
Extension.

Over dependence on cars has been identified as a growing problem in Australian cities including Sydney because of
its negative impacts on society, economy and environment.

Some negative impacts include:
¢ Environmental (such as urban sprawl, smog and air pollution)
¢ Economic (from providing urban infrastructure across a more dispersed geographical area) and

« Social (including isolation, economic stratification of areas and reduced access to public services).

Not everyone can use a public transport service for all of their trips. But getting an increased percentage of trips
onto public transport has benefits for the whole community. Reducing our car dependency is a cornerstone of most
modern planning objectives. Improved health, reduced stress and less wasted time are benefits that most people
can get from reduced car dependency.

NSW Infrastructure should be more focused towards the car dependency issues with strategies and policies that
should strive to improve pedestrian, cyclist and public transport connections, accessibility and permeability within
and between activity centres and other parts of the municipality by providing direct and legible travel pathways and
functional multi-modal interchanges to enable people to reach their destinations with ease, efficiency and in
comfort.

| object to the superficial consideration of alternatives which consists of little more than bald claims rather than
presenting analysis of alternatives including public transport and traffic management that could reduce road freight

and car use.

Improvements to the lllawarra passenger and freight rail line would also avoid multiple sets of traffic lights and
provide employment, reaching ones’ destination much faster and no problems finding parking. It would also result in
less damage to communities, enhance property values, and produce less pollution. The only loser of this strategy are
toll road operators. | find it disappointing that our Government issued a cabinet direction in place not to consider
other options must not preclude the consideration of public transport. On this basis | object to the F6, as it is not for

public benefit.



The public are very aware that levels of in tunnel air pollution will reach very high concentrations; that background
levels of air pollution would increase around the stacks and tunnel entry points (portals); and an increase in
morbidity can be calculated. On this basis | strongly object to this failure in duty of care for public health, in favour of
short-term cost cutting.

| object that both the RMS and the tunnel proponents continue to deny the potential in these tunnels to use
progressive in-tunnel filtration to alleviate adverse conditions, choosing to misrepresent the costs and the potential
benefits of such systems.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Yours sincerely,

Silvana Mcc

266 Bay St, Brighton-Le-Sands NSW 2216, Australia

This email was sent by Dugald McCulloch 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 Dugald provided an email address
(Dooges@gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Dugald McCulloch at Dooges@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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Attention Director
" Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

My objection to the F6 Extension:

| object to the F6 Extension as there were many issues raised by witnesses at the Parliamentary
Inquiry into Westconnex Impacts that makes me very concerned:

That families across the Westconnex route are reporting being forced from their homes with
compensation significantly less than market value.

That despite reassurances, the RMS are not compensating families for damaged property.

That Westconnex and the F6 extension is instead of the public transport initiatives that had been
originally devised by transport experts for the NSW Transport Master Plan in 2012.

That unfiltered exhaust stacks, that are dangerous to our health, are located near schools, homes
and sportsfields. | consider not filtering the stack is due to cost cutting and is not world best practice.

That the promise of sharing air quality data with schools has not occurred. St Peters and Haberfield
primary schools are an example where children are exposed to very high levels of pollution, but no-
one thought to tell the parents.

That mitigation measures to reduce the impact on sensitive receivers is poorly managed.
That resident complaints are ignored or the severity is watered down.

That the promised in-house noise attenuation has turmed out to be a protracted sitution for many
families.

That the promise of urban repair on completion is either not completed, or completed only in part.

That travel time savings of a few minutes will be quickly eroded by induced traffic, yet the
community has lost valueable parks, endured years of construction, and will be exposed to higher
levels of traffic pollution.

That the community information sessions do not supply the detailed information residents need.

That the Department of Planning seems unwilling or unable to enforce compliance to the
Conditions of Approval, which has left communities unprotected.

Furthermore, | object to the F6 extension for the following reasons:

That the F6 extension details are only being released to the public in stages, making it difficult to
evaluate the long-term impact on my community.

That the Government had issued a cabinet direction to Transport NSW to ignore rail improvements
as an alternative. Leaked documents reveal that improving the lllawarra rail line would move ten
times the volume of people than the F6 toll-road, at a fraction of the cost.



That the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS is insufficient. If
the Government is serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90
days.

That the public have been locked out of any meaningful conversation on how we want our
transport network shaped. For decades our rail system has suffered serious under-investment, yet
this is our best way to reduce congestion on our roads by giving commuters an alternative and thus
revitalise urban environments.

That NSW Infrastructure should be more focused towards the car dependency issues with strategies
and policies that should strive to improve pedestrian, cyclist and public transport connections,
accessibility and permeability within and between activity centres and other parts of the municipality
by providing direct and legible travel pathways and functional multi-modal interchanges to enable
people to reach their destinations with ease, efficiency and in comfort.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits
they bring. Any time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban
freeways induces additional car travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of
life and health of residents, as well as those who use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and
exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

| further object:
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| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please iru;h:lﬂé [ exclude 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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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services
Department of Planning and Environment
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1 chject to the F6 Extension because
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Please get mum or dad to sign the back of your drawing



Parent’s permission to lodge this drawing as an objection to the F6 Extension
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| DO NOT want my child’s identity disclosed

Declaration: | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.
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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Department of Planning and Environment
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| object to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

| object to the WestConnex — F6 Extension is it is an unsustainable transport plan from the 1950s.
Many contemporary cities are now pulling down their inner city motorways and replacing with more
efficient active and public transport solutions. Why is Sydney so out of step with the modern world?

The social and environmental impacts described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any
benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the modelling, the actual impacts are likely to be even
greater than those forecast. The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete
pollution stacks will be visually obtrusive. The increased traffic volumes on surface roads will result
in lower amenity (more noise pollution, more fear and intimidation, increased crash risk etc. The
increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and surface roads will result in
increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity of
school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration systems in
urban tunnels. | object to the false reassurances by the project team using engineering jargon and
quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case scenario guesses.

| am very concerned that a federally funded National Health and Medical Research Council have
commented on how difficult it was to obtain data about some Australian tunnels.

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the
Government is serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

| object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. When residents try to use these
mechanisms to raise concerns, they often find themselves blocked. It is frustratingly difficult to hold
the RMS and its contractors accountable for their actions. WestConnex aim to reduce complaints to
nil. Not by acting and resolving issues, but by inaction hoping residents would give up. WestConnex
rely on complaint fatigue to conclude “complaints are down, therefore issue fixed”.

| object to this massive waste of our public funds. We can never provide enough road capacity to cater
for the huge latent demand for car travel in a highly populated and fast-growing city. Investing in urban
road expansion to ‘fix congestion’ is essentially a huge waste and based on unsound economic
reasoning. We need more and better public transport alternatives, which will also benefit those that
need to drive.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension will
include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground. St
George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable. Although
Bayside Council is hoping for possible scraps to replace lost community assets it is unlikely these will



occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or only
partially delivering promised urban repair.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits
they bring. Any time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban
freeways induces additional car travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life
and health of residents, as well as those who use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and
exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

More and more cities around the world are coming to this realization and demolishing their freeways,
not building new ones. Why is the NSW Government so completely out of step with contemporary
transport solutions? '

| object that the sole purpose of the F6 is to feed more traffic onto the WestConnex M5. Leaked
documents reveal that Transurban, having recently acquired 51% of WestConnex, will reap millions
in compensation payments if the F6 is not built. This is not transport planning. This is handing over
public money to private corporations.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name.......

Address....

Signature.
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F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

The F6 toll-road is an outdated 1950s approach that will fail the mobility needs of a 21st century
Sydney.

[ object to a transport “solution” that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won't be party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I'd support any
development that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister
for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend
Brighton-Le-Sands primary, St Peters primary, McCallum'’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred
schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

Air quality (and resulting health impacts) once the tunnels are in operation was not assessed
with the inclusion of filtration, or other pollutant reduction measures, in the tunnel exhaust
stacks. As a result, the potential benefit to human health of including filtration has not been
objectively assessed.

In addition to providing potential physical and clinical benefits from reducing pollution
exposure, there are psychological health benefits that should also be taken into consideration
when evaluating the worth of installing pollution abatement measures in the stacks.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on
people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person'’s risk of obesity
by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful
to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis I strongly reject the F6 in favour of
investment in public transport.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension
will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground.



St George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable.
Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these
will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or
only partially delivering promised urban repair.

I object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain of trucks
idling for long periods, trucks rat running through local streets, high impact machinery at night,
stated relief period:' not adhered to, and / or the use of high pitch reverse beepers to no effect.
The Department of Planning is ineffectual in enforcing compliance.

We need adaptable, innovative and an affordable holistic transport model of multiple modes.
With 35% of Sydney’s real estate already devoted to roads and parking, it's now time to turn our
attention to improving public transport. I object to the F6 toll road as it perpetuates car
dependence and is the most inefficient way to move people and freight.

[ further object:

[ ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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




PCU077415

Director Transport Assessments

Department of Planning and Environment
Application Number SSI 17_8931
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

Re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arnciliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number
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Please include/exclude my personal information when publishing this submission to your website.

Objection to the F6 Extension Stage 1

As a local resident, | strongly object to the F6 Extension Stage 1 which will have a hugely detrimental
impact to the St George community’s health and wellbeing.

NEGATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

| object to the proposed loss outlined in the EIS of 41 significant and mature native trees, as
well as hundreds of others, which will be replaced after construction only with low-level
trees and shrubs. Bayside Council’s tree canopy is only at around 12.3%, and with the
increased high-rise development around Rockdale, Kogarah and Ramsgate, we need parks
and recreation spaces as well as mature places for wildlife more than ever.

| object to the destruction of the wetlands and parks and the ground level pollutants that
will occur during construction, increasing the risk of contamination to other nearby
waterways including Cooks River.

| object to the “cut and cover” approach ploughing through precious playing fields just
metres from Brighton-Le-Sands Public School which will result in dust and other pollutants,
echoing what’s happening at Haberfield and St Peter’s.

| object to the proposed unfiltered exhaust stacks, metres from homes and Brighton-Le-
Sands Public School. These towers will impact the high-rise apartments, hospitals and
schools nearby. Fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and other diseases.

TRAFFIC IMPACTS:

| object to the F6 because it will have no benefit to our community. Traffic for the F6 will all
feed into President Avenue, Kogarah, which is busy enough as it is. Increased traffic at the
corner of Princes Highway and President Avenue is a concern for pedestrian safety and will
impede access to hospitals and schools.

The F6 extension will divide our community, quite literally. The pedestrian access
“footbridge” is only one point where we would be safely able to cross and there are
proportionally more elderly residents in the area who want a swift route.

Public transport is already scarce enough in our area, and more traffic on President Avenue
will slow down travel times from buses going to/from stations.

O’Connell Street, Monterey is predicted to have more heavy traffic including noisier and
larger vehicles which could impact on our health and wellbeing; the “calming” measures do
not solve the problem and could make routes even slower, thus directing them to Grand
Parade instead.



e Banks St, Solander St and other side streets off O’Connell St will become busier for
northbound cars cutting across to the F6 from the Grand Parade and avoiding turning left
into President Avenue from Grand Parade. These are quiet residential streets with many
elderly people and children.

HEALTH CONCERNS DURING CONSTRUCTION AND BEYOND:

e The impacts will not stop at the end of the project. Instead communities will be left to deal
with traffic and unhealthy pollution and the additional financial and social costs that will
result.

e | object to the construction fatigue and noise disturbances outlined in the EIS which states
that more than 100 homes in the vicinity are going to bear the brunt of the construction
noise to such an extent that it may disturb sleep and have negative health impacts. This
noise could happen 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. Not to mention homes outside of this in
Kogarah and Arncliffe that will deal with spoil haulage along the route at all hours.

The F6 extension is not a good idea. To save only a few predicted minutes of travel time from
Kogarah to the city is just not worth a multi-billion-dollar project when alternatives such as public
transport are available. Not only the financial costs, but the loss of dozens of mature trees, the
destruction of the pathways and wetlands and importantly the ongoing negative health impacts with
extra traffic, pollution and reduced walkability to what is currently a pleasant suburban area.

Issues raised at the Parliamentary Inquiry into Westconnex are alarming; families have been forced
out of homes and residents have not been compensated for damaged property. We don’t want this
to be repeated with an F6.

In addition we object to the mere 35 days the community has had to write an objection to this.
| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

| further object:

Yours sincerely,

Name:
,g :

Address:
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Email:
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Declaration: | have not made any political donations in the last 2 years.
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F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

The F6 toll-road is an outdated 1950s approach that will fail the mobility needs of a 215t century
- Sydney.

[ object to a transport “solution” that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won't be party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I'd support any
development that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister
for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend
Brighton-Le-Sands primary, St Peters primary, McCallum'’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred
schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

Lﬁ “Air quality (and resulting health impacts) once the tunnels are in operation was not assessed
with the inclusion of filtration, or other pollutant reduction measures, in the tunnel exhaust
stacks. As aresult, the potential benefit to human health of including filtration has not been
objectively assessed.

In addition to providing potential physical and clinical benefits from reducing pollution
exposure, there are psychological health benefits that should also be taken into consideration
when evaluating the worth of installing pollution abatement measures in the stacks.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on
people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of obesity
by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful
to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis I strongly reject the F6 in favour of
investment in public transport.

+ The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension
7 will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground.



St George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable.
Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these
will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or
only partially delivering promised urban repair.

I object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain of trucks
idling for long periods, trucks rat running through local streets, high impact machinery at night,
stated relief periods not adhered to, and / or the use of high pitch reverse beepers to no effect.
The Department of Planning is ineffectual in enforcing compliance.

We need adaptable, innovative and an affordable holistic transport model of multiple modes.
With 35% of Sydney’s real estate already devoted to roads and parking, it's now time to turn our
attention to improving public transport. [ object to the F6 toll road as it perpetuates car
dependence and is the most inefficient way to move people and freight.

[ further object:
M /. ’) -_i 3 o
To e [eSe J '/ZwJ g lanal® cu f'/ S - Sy

)
[ (58 '}11{/(5 }fttxlﬂ\{d—'
N W 7 ol f_(L ( I“ () {76L 4 2] o) ()
M’L VR AN A &'A. /
/ / - A i ‘,:'/Z/w\.r{/fr/;(/ﬂ'
oy > /:,}f,’;)’]j (/\/-f’ L_),w A 7 /
) 1',,*[,’},.--'/91 con Vv reol ¢ _ s s
' gl " e - EE ot kT (L
,(U\_C}( L (/L—V% il/?\_)‘ 7 : o g
¥ _ ; ) -+  aA L Pr g
Zx hauvst etaell L | — i I« [77=~" U<
= 2R A AN AT LT ALCAL~ )/
()& Lo plosg Lo e Sp AU S
jodd <) )

I ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name....

Address

Signatur




000469-M00001

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI17_8931
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

My objection to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

I object to the F6 extension. Multiple 4-year WestConnex stages on the communities of
Arncliffe through to Kogarah falls into the realm of unacceptable and unreasonable oppression
of local communities. The lived experience at Arncliffe, Haberfield, and St Peters has
demonstrated that the current approval processes, based around impacts of short term projects
should not apply.

If a government has "state significant infrastructure"” that it wishes to construet, it should not
throw out the rule book and allow normal regulations that control such industrial work in the
every-day world to be ignored. In fact, the rules for a decade long intrusion into people's lives
need to be more thorough, better regulated and more closely monitored and enforced. In

addition to construction fatigue, there is also complaint fatigue.

The experience residents have, when they have legitimate complaints about dust, noise or
other, is one of slow response and often no response. If the communication team is pushed, the
team member is often irritated by the complaint (as they cannot do anything about it). The
most common response is a cut and paste email that states that the EPL licence allows such
unreasonable noise or other intrusion. On this basis I object to the F6 extension.

The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real risk of damage to
homes due to settlement (ground movement). There is no mitigation provided for this risk.
Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the Government's expense. However, RMS
already have a track record for denying significant cracking in people’s homes was caused by
construction, putting the blame on “settlement” or “drought”. Given that many homes have

stood the test of time for half a century or more, surviving d decades of previous droughts, these

excuses are not acceptable The project should not be approved with such tunnelling depths
m-MH as to the extent of damage and how and when it will be repaired. It
is already leading 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 their property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

It is unacceptable that every homeowner across the WestConnex route is at the personal
financial risk of having to repair their own properties. I am also concerned that the Department
of Planning is not fulfilling their governance role of enforcing compliance on the RMS to “make
good” damages to homes. On this basis, the F6 cannot proceed.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts
on people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by

reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of



obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are

harmful to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise.

I object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity
of school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration
systems in urban tunnels. I object to the false reassurances by the project team using
engineering jargon and quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case

scenario guesses.

I object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause, and
the worsening of climate change that will result. I fundamentally reject the proponents’
allegation that F6 will improve air quality and reduce emissions. Building and expanding
motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce traffic. No credible authority in the
world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting national

greenhouse emissions.

| further object:
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| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project. N Sigh YedA

Please iMe / exclude 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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F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

Public transport is rejected by the EIS so the state government is forcing us to use cars more when
most major cities in the world are trying to reduce the number of cars on the roads. We know this is
to promote private road operators' profits. | object to putting so much public funding to the cause
of private profit. | ask that this project be refused approval by the Secretary of Planning.

The inability for successive governments to deliver new public transport projects has made Sydney
(particularly western and southern Sydney) chronically car dependent. Building more roads has not
had any lasting impact on road congestion. No evidence has been provided in this EIS to suggest
the F6 extension — a tollway to St Peters - will be any different. This project will not reduce car
dependency, nor meet the needs of our growing suburbs, nor get more people onto public
transport.:

The movement of freight from Port Botany has long been a problem. Given that a key objective
wass to “remove trucks from local roads” | find it absurd that Port Botany was privatised in 2013
with a “no compete” clause. This means Newcastle Port is unable to expand its capacity and reduce
freight coming into Sydney. | object to the F6 toll-road. The public expects a better standard of
transport planning than this.

| object that the F6 details are released in stages, so that the community is kept in the dark of the
overall impact of this toll-road. This is particularly important for residents that would be exposed to
two stages of high impact construction amounting to 8 years or more of high impact construction,

Leaked documents reveal that the entire route has already been mapped out, which may include
the destruction of 60 hectares of the heritage listed Royal National Park or 460 more families
exposed to the cruel methods of forced acquisitions.

If a government has "state significant infrastructure” that it wishes to construct, it should not throw
out the rule book and allow normal regulations that control such industrial work in the every-day
world to be ignored. In fact, the rules for a decade long intrusion into people's lives need to be more
thorough, better regulated and more closely monitored and enforced. In addition to construction
fatigue, there is also complaint fatigue.

The experience residents have, when they have legitimate complaints about dust, noise or other, is
one of slow response and often no response. If the communication team is pm?éa, the team
member is often irritated by the complaint (as they cannot do anything about it). The most
common response is a cut and paste email that states that the EPL licence allows such
unreasonable noise or other intrusion. On this basis | object to the F6 extension.

| object to the F6 as it poses a real risk for public health, All vehicles, particularly diesel, emit
dangerous substances which contribute to a worsening of overall air quality in the Sydney Basin. As
the dangers of air pollution become more and more evident, it is o failure in our Government’s
‘duty of care’ to be proposing infrastructure that encourages more vehicle use.



 The air quality assessment has not predicted concentrations of air pollutants on elevated receptors.
Experience elsewhere shows that higher concentrations of air pollutants will be experienced by
receptors that are elevated above the ground when emissions occur from an elevated emission
source. For example, the upper floors of a multi-storey building may receive higher concentrations
of air pollutants from a stack or vent than are experienced at ground level. No justification is
provided for this omission, which is particularly significant given the number of multi-storey
buildings that already exist in the area, and the high number of medium-to-high rise developments
planned. Consequently, the air quality assessment may have under-predicted concentrations of air
pollutants on the upper floors of multi-storey apartments. The air quality assessment makes no
mention of any plans to re-assess concentrations of air pollutants on the facades of any existing or
possible future multi-storey buildings in the vicinity of the ventilation stacks.

| object that RMS and sub contractors are consistently ignoring Conditions of Approval for early
stages resulting in many years of unlivable conditions for residents, yet the Department of Planning
seem unable to enforce compliance.

| further object:
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| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Email.......

Signature




Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

| object to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

| object to the WestConnex — F6 Extension is it is an unsustainable transport plan from the 1950s.
Many contemporary cities are now pulling down their inner city motorways and replacing with more
efficient active and public transport solutions. Why is Sydney so out of step with the modern world?

The social and environmental impacts described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any
benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the modelling, the actual impacts are likely to be even
greater than those forecast. The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete
pollution stacks that will be visually obtrusive. The increased traffic volumes on surface roads will
result in lower amenity (more noise pollution, more fear and intimidation, increased crash risk etc.
The increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and surface roads will result
in increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity of
school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration systems in
urban tunnels. | object to the false reassurances by the project team using engineering jargon and
quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case scenario guesses.

| am very concerned that a federally funded National Health and Medical Research Council have
commented on how difficult it was to obtain data about some Australian tunnels, so we are in the
dark as to the real measures of pollution.

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the
Government is serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

| object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. When residents try to use these
mechanisms to raise concerns, they often find themselves blocked. It is frustratingly difficult to hold
the RMS and its contractors accountable for their actions. WestConnex aim to reduce complaints to
nil. Not by acting and resolving issues, but by inaction hoping residents would give up. WestConnex
rely on complaint fatigue to conclude “complaints are down, therefore issue fixed”.

I object to this massive waste of our public funds. We can never provide enough road capacity to cater
for the huge latent demand for car travel in a highly populated and fast-growing city. Investing in urban
road expansion to ‘fix congestion’ is essentially a huge waste and based on unsound economic
reasoning. We need more and better public transport alternatives, which will also benefit those that
need to drive.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension will
include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground. St
George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable. Although
Bayside Council is hoping for possible scraps to replace lost community assets it is unlikely these will

000470



occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or only
partially delivering promised urban repair.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits
they bring. Any time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban
freeways induces additional car travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life
and health of residents, as well as those who use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and
exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

More and more cities around the world are coming to this realization and demolishing their freeways,
not building new ones. Why is the NSW Government so completely out of step with contemporary
transport solutions?

| object that the sole purpose of the F6 is to feed more traffic onto the WestConnex M5. Leaked
documents reveal that Transurban, having recently acquired 51% of WestConnex, will reap millions
in compensation payments if the F6 is not built. This is not transport planning. This is handing over
public money to private corporations.

| further object:
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| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name....
Address
Email....

Signatu
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My objection to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

I object to the F6 extension. Multiple 4-year WestConnex stages on the communities of
Arncliffe through to Kogarah falls into the realm of unacceptable and unreasonable oppression
of local communities. The lived experience at Arncliffe, Haberfield, and St Peters has
demonstrated that the current approval processes, based around impacts of short term projects
should not apply.

If a government has "state significant infrastructure"” that it wishes to construct, it should not
throw out the rule book and allow normal regulations that control such industrial work in the -
every-day world to be ignored. In fact, the rules for a decade long intrusion into people's lives
need to be more thorough, better regulated and more closely monitored and enforced. In

addition to construction fatigue, there is also complaint fatigue.

The experience residents have, when they have legitimate complaints about dust, noise or
other, is one of slow response and often no response. If the communication team is pushed, the
team member is often irritated by the complaint (as they cannot do anything about it). The
most common response is a cut and paste email that states that the EPL licence allows such

unreasonable noise or other intrusion. On this basis I object to the F6 extension.

The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real risk of damage to
homes due to settlement (ground movement). There is no mitigation provided for this risk.
Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the Government's expense. However, RMS
already have a track record for denying significant cracking in people’s homes was caused by
construction, putting the blame on “settlement” or “drought”. Given that many homes have
stood the test of time for half a century or more, surviving decades of previous droughts, these
excuses are not acceptable. 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
is already leading 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 their property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

It is unacceptable that every homeowner across the WestConnex route is at the personal
financial risk of having to repair their own properties. I am also concerned that the Department
of Planning is not fulfilling their governance role of enforcing compliance on the RMS to “make
good” damages to homes. On this basis, the F6 cannot proceed.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts
on people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by

reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of



obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are

harmful to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise.

I object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity
of school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration
systems in urban tunnels. I object to the false reassurances by the project team using
engineering jargon and quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case

scenario guesses,

I object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause, and
the worsening of climate change that will result. I fundamentally reject the proponents’
allegation that F6 will improve air quality and reduce emissions. Building and expanding
motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce traffic. No credible authority in the
world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting national

greenhouse emissions.

| further object:
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| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please ir}pm/de / exclude 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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RV & G E Jones

BEVERLEY PARK 2217

11 December 18

Dear Sir,

RE: Application No.SS1_8931 - F6 Extension Stage 1

We wish to strongly object to the proposed Stage 1 of the F6 Extension.

The proposed twin tunnel is a motorway to nowhere and is an insult to the
residents of the St George area.

To actually finish a motorway onto President Avenue, Kogarah will cause
massive congestive upheaval in this area, through to Captain Cook Bridge and
Tom Ugly’s Bridge and further south, which already suffers major traffic
congestion.

This will only funnel more motorists onto the Princes Highway and Rocky Point
Road when travelling in a southerly direction, not to mention the further
disruption of traffic travelling from the south in a northerly direction also along
these routes. There has already been more traffic on local roads since the recent
road changes at the intersection at Gray Street

Particularly for the residents living in the Beverley Park area, the only option to
travelling out of the suburb is to enter Princes Highway or Rocky Point Road. It
is a nightmare already when trying to negotiate driving to the local shops, or to
the doctors, dentists and dropping children at school can require waiting
through 4 sets of lights to cross the highway at Jubilee Avenue.

You might ask why don’t the children walk to school??? Itis because it is too
dangerous for small children to cross over the Princes Highway to Carlton South
Primary School or to St Patrick’s Primary School where the intersections of
Jubilee Avenue or Gray Street traffic lights are not in a 40Klm school zone.

Itis believed that Princes Highway and Rocky Point Road will become a 24/7
clearway, decimating many small businesses along this route.

The Liberal Party is, we believe, the champion of small business but this idea of
a 24/7 clearway along the two main thoroughfares through the St George area
will destroy hundreds of small businesses. The shopping precincts of Ramsgate
and Sans Souci are the commercial hubs of our area and this motorway and
proposed clearways will be the death-knoll of our community.

For motorists travelling from the Southern suburbs including Sutherland Shire
and St George, this motorway will not alleviate any congestion on General



Holmes Drive/Grand Parade or the Princes Highway/Rocky Point Road as there
is no connection to the Eastern suburbs or the Eastern Distributor thus denying
access to the inner East area such as Mascot or to the Northern suburbs.

If a survey were conducted, you would find that many motorists travelling on a
daily basis from the Southern suburbs and beyond are in fact travelling to work
in the Airport/Port Botany areas and the industrial and commercial areas of the
Rosebery/Alexandria/Zetland area. Therefore this motorway connection would
have no benefit to them.

At present most motorists travelling from the southern suburbs to the western
areas including Parramatta, Blacktown and beyond, in most cases use many
other routes such as New Illawarra Rd/Menai Road/Alfords Point Bridge (A6) or
onto the M5/M7 otherwise King Georges Road(A3)/Centenary Drive, to access
the M4 further west than Arncliffe, therefore this does not provide them with an
alternate solution. Most would consider this route to Arncliffe too far out of their
way and they would still have to manoeuvre through the traffic problems getting
to the entry area on President Avenue, Kogarah.

You are attempting to bribe the community by proposing on one hand to
upgrade McCarthy Park and Brighton Memorial Playing Fields but dump
thousands of cars per hour onto our local roads and to sacrifice hundreds of
small businesses along Rocky Point Road and Princes Highway.

My solution is to re-direct the twin tunnels at the northern end onto the Eastern
Distributor and continue the F6 to the National Park as it was originally intended
since the 1960’s. To build the F6 in stages like this will result in it taking many,
many years, possibly decades, to come to fruition. We believe it should be
done in one go or not at all. As mentioned the southern area of Sydney has
been waiting over 50years for an arterial motorway south. It's time for the south
to be serviced by a better road system.

We do not want our area to become the next Concord/end of M4 to
nowhere .... which created a burden on that local community over many
years, decades in fact, decimating businesses along the Parramatta Road
and having a major impact on residents.

We demand that the Minister and the Government reconsider this flawed design
which does not take into account the good of the wider local community and to
replan a better option for the F6, one that will provide in the future for a scheme
that will benefit all stakeholders.

Declaration: We have not made any reportable political Donations within the
previous two years.
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To whom it may concern,

As a business / res| {| stakeholder in the Rockdale/Brighton Le Sands aregl am writing

i 4
to express my support for the submission made by Hayley Huseyin (dated 14/12/18)
requesting that the Minister’s Conditions of Approval for proposed F6 Extension project

include requirements to:

- Reinforce east-west pedestrian and active transport connectivity between the

communities of Rockdale and Brighton Le Sands
- Mitigate deterioration of already unacceptable crash statistics on Bay Street (as

cited in chapter 8 of the EIS).
Specifically, | support the initiatives for:
- A new east-west shared user path and street-scape improvements along Bay
Street, connecting Rockdale station and Rockdale retail precinct with the Brighton Le

sands precinct and foreshore amenities.

- Areduction in speed limit from 60km/hr to 50km/hr along the 1.5km section of

Bay Street between the Princess Highway and the existing 40km/hr zone at

Crawford road.

A~
Name:jp/{’\/ P((_EJ \VA (;& 1/ R Ziﬂ gZH'V/ S

Address of business or residen

Email Address:




Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

| object to WestConnex and the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

The public can have NO CONFIDENCE that our homes damaged by construction will be repaired.

The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real risk of damage to homes
due to settlement (ground movement). There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states
that “properties will be repaired at the Government's expense”.

The RMS already have a track record for denying significant cracking in people’s homes was caused
by construction, putting the blame on “settlement” or “drought”. Given that many homes have
stood the test of time for half a century or more, these excuses are not acceptable.

WestConnex (and the current F6 EIS) should never have been 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 has
already 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 their property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

Repairing homes damaged by construction is a Department of Planning and Environment Condition
of Approval. Despite DPE having a governance role over WestConnex, they have failed in their duty.

They support the RMS tactic of forcing families to fund their own investigations into the cause of
damage, but then allow RMS to block the resident from obtaining documents, such as geotechnical,
vibration reports and as-built design needed for the case. If the RMS are not at fault for the damage,
why the need to hide these documents?

The Department of Planning have failed their own charter “that for State significant projects,
conditions of consent may require intensive environmental monitoring together with independent
audit and expert review of environmental performance. That authorised officers in exercising their
powers in a fair, consistent and equitable manner and to make sure the proponent is adhering to the
conditions placed on their project. Further, that the DPE compliance team has the power to impose
orders and to work with other stakeholders to negotiate a good outcome. Why isn’t the DPE exercising
this power over WestCconnex and the RMS?

The methodology RMS and WestConnex issue home dilapidation reports is totally inadequate and
dismissive. How can we trust the contractors with the most important issue facing residents.
Property damage. These contractors are there to make as much profit as possible on this project, so
it's a conflict of interest that they are also in charge of managing resident damage claims.
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The complaints management for property damage is a farce. Residents get a scripted response,
usually by a desk-bound community liason officer “We have assessed our data, the data has been
reviewed by the site manager, the data indicates we are in compliance and we have documented
your correspondence”.

Residents turn to the Department of Planning. They open an investigation, send the contractors
some questions, the contractors responded back with “our data shows we are complying” therefore
we haven’t damaged your home. The Department support the contractors claim of ‘no-fault’. Case
closed.

Damage caused to homes by construction activities, like WestConnex, are not covered by home
insurance policies, which leaves vulnerable families exposed to personal financial risk.

NO FAMILY SHOULD BE FORCED TO TAKE ON ANOTHER MORTGAGE TO REPAIR THEIR HOME
DAMAGED BY WESTCONNEX DAMAGE.

Given that there is no adequate protection for families facing actual or potential property damage
from construction, the F6 Extension must not be approved.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Signature.



Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number 551 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

My submission objecting to the F6 Extension:

There has been no authentic consideration for alternatives, in particular a major expansion of
commuter rail transport. The Department of Planning should reject this inadequate EIS and
conduct a full investigation into the flawed processes that have led to already massive expenditure
on privatised toll roads. | object to a proposal that is so out of step with contemporary urban
planning.

It is stated in the EIS (V1a) that travel patterns are changing, with the usage of public transport
increasing greater than population growth. The trend of a modern commuting population is that
driving is declining, particularly for under 30's replaced by public transport and ride share as key
travel modes. It's no coincidence that the use of public transport is greater in LGA’s where
connected and frequent options are avdilable, compared to LGA’s with high car use where public
transport has a poor service of frequency, lower levels of access and longer travel times. It is false,
therefore, to claim that people prefer to drive, when for most, there is no choice.

VYet, the EIS later contradicts this fact with the statement “demand for mobility by road travel is
forecast to continue to grow”. Given that it is public transport usage that is growing at a much
faster rate, why has this more efficient option been precluded from an in-depth analysis?

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel patterns
which ignores Intergenerational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and transport
preferences. The WestConnex and Fé is a concept from the 19505, already outdated and represents
a significant waste of public funds. | therefore object to the F6 extension.
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The EIS indicates that the pond at Bicentennial Park will be eradicated if this project goes ahead.
Murray River short neck turtles inhabit this pond and that birds such as Spoonbills and Great Egrets
are feeding here. This loss of habitat is unacceptable at a time when biodiversity across the world is
declining.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension will
include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground. St
George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable. Although
Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these will occur as
envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or only partially
delivering promised urban repair.

| object to the F6 as it poses a real risk for public health. All vehicles, particularly diesel, emit
dangerous substances which contribute to a worsening of overall air quality in the Sydney Basin. As
the dangers of air pollution become more and more evident, it is a failue in our Government’s ‘duty
of care’ to be proposing infrastructure that encourages more vehicle use.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity of
school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration systems in
urban tunnels. | object to the false reassurances by the project team using engineering jargon and
quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case scenario guesses.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please inglgde / exclude 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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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number $51 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

My submission objecting to the Westconnex F6 Extension:

1 object to the WestConnex F6 Extension as it is instead of public transport improvements
that Southern Sydney desperately needs. WestConnex and the Fé extension is purely
infrastructure to raise toll revenue, predominantly into the private hands of a Transurban
led consortium.

Improvements to the lllawarra passenger and freight rail line would also avoid multiple sets
of traffic lights and provide employment, reaching ones’ destination much faster and no
problems finding parking. It would also result in less damage to communities, enhance
property values, and produce less pollution. The only loser of this strategy are toll road
operators. | find it disappointing that our Government issued a cabinet direction in place
not to consider other options must not preclude the consideration of public transport. On this
basis | object to the F6, as it is not for public benefit and breaches SEARS.

One toll road leads to another 3 being proposed! The El$'s for the M4 East and the New M$
argued the case that serious congestion created near interchanges would be solved once the
M4/M5 was built. Now it seems this is not the case and more roads will be needed to relieve
the congestion —being Western Harbour Tunnel, the Airport Link and the F6. WHERE DOES$
THIS END? According to the F6 EI$ the 5t Peters Interchange will be a carpark by 2036 with
significant queuing back into the mainline tunnel. Research about roads clearly
demonstrates that roads create congestion. The WestConnex project is no different and the
EIS clearly indicates that this. | object to the WestConnex F6 extension as it will not solve the
south’s commuting issues.

The public are very aware that levels of in tunnel air pollution will reach very high
concentrations; that background levels of air pollution would increase around the stacks and
tunnel entry points (portals); and an increase in morbidity can be calculated. On this basis |
strongly object to this failure in duty of care for public health, in favour of short-term cost
cutting.

I object that both the RM$ and the tunnel proponents continue to deny the potential in these
tunnels to use progressive in-tunnel filtration to alleviate adverse conditions, choosing to
misrepresent the costs and the potential benefits of such systems.

A key impact on human health is that such intrusive construction contributes to stress and
anxiety for residents is the sense of loss of control of your own environment. The WestConnex
project has been imposed on communities and consistently intrudes into everyday (and
night) life, by disrupting sleep, leisure and recreation. It can have many physiological and
psychological impacts. The decade long intrusion into the lives of ordinary people at
Arncliffe, 5t Peters, Haberfield, Kingsgrove and proposed for $t George, without remit or
mitigation is oppressive and discriminatory. WestConnex project teams across the route
have handled stress and anxiety issues poorly. On this basis | object to the F6 extension.



Although the EIS proposes mitigations to address the issue of construction fatigue, residents
of $t George are not reassured. We have seen the communities of Arncliffe, Haberfield, and
$t Peters exposed to awful living conditions, their complaints ignored and the Department of
Planning powerless to enforce adherence to Conditions of Approval, weak as these
conditions are. | therefore object to the F6 extension

The project will directly cause irreversible biodiversity loss, and indirectly through increased
greenhouse gas emissions that will contribute to climate change and damage natural
systems. The project will result in increased VKT, and therefore more contaminants (brake
and clutch dust, hydrocarbon particulates etc.) being deposited on roadways and washed

into waterways.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the Fé
extension will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and
a playground. $t George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is
unacceptable. Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets
it is unlikely these will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either
failing to deliver or only partially delivering promised urban repair.

| further object:

I ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

years.

Name.......

Address...]

Signature.
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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,
Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931

GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

The F6 toll-road is an outdated 1950s approach that will fail the mobility needs of a 215t century
Sydney.

I object to a transport “solution” that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won’t be party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I'd support any
development that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister
for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend
Brighton-Le-Sands primary, St Peters primary, McCallum’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred
schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

Air quality (and resulting health impacts) once the tunnels are in operation was not assessed
with the inclusion of filtration, or other pollutant reduction measures, in the tunnel exhaust
stacks. As a result, the potential benefit to human health of including filtration has not been
objectively assessed.

In addition to providing potential physical and clinical benefits from reducing pollution
exposure, there are psychological health benefits that should also be taken into consideration
when evaluating the worth of installing pollution abatement measures in the stacks.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on
people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of obesity
by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful
to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise”.

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis I strongly reject the F6 in favour of
investment in public transport.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension
will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground.



St George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable.
Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these
will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or
only partially delivering promised urban repair.

I object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain of trucks
idling for long periods, trucks rat running through local streets, high impact machinery at night,
stated relief periods not adhered to, and / or the use of high pitch reverse beepers to no effect.
The Department of Planning is ineffectual in enforcing compliance.

We need adaptable, innovative and an affordable holistic transport model of multiple modes.
With 35% of Sydney’s real estate already devoted to roads and parking, it's now time to turn our
attention to improving public transport. I object to the F6 toll road as it perpetuates car
dependence and is the most inefficient way to move people and freight.

| further object:

[ ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

)
Name...........

Address.......

Email............

Signature....
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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

I object to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

| object to the WestConnex — F6 Extension is it is an unsustainable transport plan from the 1950s.
Many contemporary cities are now pulling down their inner city motorways and replacing with more
efficient active and public transport solutions. Why is Sydney so out of step with the modern world?

The social and environmental impacts described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any
benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the modelling, the actual impacts are likely to be even
greater than those forecast. The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete
pollution stacks will be visually obtrusive. The increased traffic volumes on surface roads will result
in lower amenity (more noise pollution, more fear and intimidation, increased crash risk etc. The
increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and surface roads will result in
increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity of
school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration systems in
urban tunnels. | object to the false reassurances by the project team using engineering jargon and
quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case scenario guesses.

| am very concerned that a federally funded National Health and Medical Research Council have
commented on how difficult it was to obtain data about some Australian tunnels.

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the
Government is serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

| object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. When residents try to use these
mechanisms to raise concerns, they often find themselves blocked. It is frustratingly difficult to hold
the RMS and its contractors accountable for their actions. WestConnex aim to reduce complaints to
nil. Not by acting and resolving issues, but by inaction hoping residents would give up. WestConnex
rely on complaint fatigue to conclude “complaints are down, therefore issue fixed”.

| object to this massive waste of our public funds. We can never provide enough road capacity to cater
for the huge latent demand for car travel in a highly populated and fast-growing city. Investing in urban
road expansion to ‘fix congestion’ is essentially a huge waste and based on unsound economic
reasoning. We need more and better public transport alternatives, which will also benefit those that
need to drive.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension will
include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground. St
George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable. Although
Bayside Council is hoping for possible scraps to replace lost community assets it is unlikely these will



occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or only
partially delivering promised urban repair.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits
they bring. Any time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban
freeways induces additional car travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life
and health of residents, as well as those who use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and
exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

More and more cities around the world are coming to this realization and demolishing their freeways,
not building new ones. Why is the NSW Government so completely out of step with contemporary

transport solutions?

| object that the sole purpose of the F6 is to feed more traffic onto the WestConnex M5. Leaked
documents reveal that Transurban, having recently acquired 51% of WestConnex, will reap millions
in compensation payments if the F6 is not built. This is not transport planning. This is handing over
public money to private corporations.

| further object:

| ask-the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name.......oeue

Address..........

Emaili.coissens

Signature........
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Attn: Secretary, re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arncliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number SSI
17 _8931

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

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the Government is
serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

| object to 43 years of the tolls. This has been imposed on drivers as income for a private motorway owner,
Transurban. The fact that the toll is based on distance traveled disadvantages people who live further south and
west of the Sydney region.

The public are very aware that levels of in tunnel air pollution will reach very high concentrations; that background
levels of air pollution would increase around the stacks and tunnel entry points (portals); and an increase in
morbidity can be calculated. On this basis | strongly object to this failure in duty of care for public health, in favour of
short-term cost cutting.

| object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause, and the worsening of
climate change that will result. | fundamentally reject the proponents’ allegation that F6 will improve air quality and
reduce emissions. It beggars belief. Building and expanding motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce
traffic. No credible authority in the world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting
national greenhouse emissions.

| object that both the RMS and the tunnel proponents continue to deny the potential in these tunnels to use
progressive in-tunnel filtration to alleviate adverse conditions, choosing to misrepresent the costs and the potential
benefits of such systems.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks and portals are located near children’s schools and sports fields. This is a
failure of “duty of care”



| object to the WestConnex F6 Extension as it is instead of public transport improvements that Southern Sydney
desperately needs. The F6 extension is purely to feed more toll-paying traffic onto Transurban’s WestConnex.

Public transport is rejected by the EIS, so the state government is forcing us to use cars more when most major cities
in the world are trying to reduce the number of cars on the roads. We know this is to promote private road
operators' profits. | object to putting so much public funding to the cause of private profit. | ask that this project be
refused approval by the Secretary of Planning.

| object to the F6 extension. Building new roads is not the best way to deal with congestion in Australia’s biggest
cities. The standard response to addressing urban mobility issues has been to increase road infrastructure.
Unfortunately, this creates a vicious circle: more roads encourage urban sprawl, which increases the use of
motorcars. Adding roads is not necessarily the solution for the urban mobility challenges of today.

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel patterns which ignores
Inter-generational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and transport preferences. The WestConnex and
F6 is a concept from the 1950's, already outdated and represents a significant waste of public funds. | therefore
object to the F6 extension.

Scientific consensus is that high-emissions fossil fuel dependence is not sustainable and will inevitably lead to
serious social, environmental and economic problems. The Australian transport sector does not rank well on
efficiency and this carries significant costs. In Australia, rail transport has an important role to play when travelling
longer distances and for certain types of freight.

It is appalling that every homeowner across the WestConnex route is at the personal financial risk of having to repair
their own properties.

Already there are families reporting damage caused by WestConnex construction. The RMS ‘mitigate’ by blaming
“settlement” for the significant cracking now found in these homes and place the onus of proof back to the
homeowner. Although this action is unconscionable, the RMS then conceal detailed documents as requested by
homeowners independent engineers. The RMS have a track record for failing to “make good” the damage they have
caused and the Department of Planning are powerless to enforce compliance. Given that the F6 EIS states some land
subsidence from tunneling is expected causing tensile strain in the masonry on nearby homes, | must object to
infrastructure projects that fail to protect homeowners from unconscionable behaviour of the proponent.

| object that the impact of up to 40% of the existing M5 traffic is predicted to rat-run due to toll avoidance has not
been included in the traffic modelling of the Fé6.

The travel time “savings” of the F6 are underwhelming and short-lived. The social and environmental impacts
described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the
modelling, the actual impacts are likely to be even greater than those forecast.
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The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete pollution stacks will be visually obtrusive. The
increased traffic volumes on surface roads will result in lower amenity with more noise pollution, more fear and
intimidation, increased crash risk etc. The increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and
surface roads will result in increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

Residents exposed to years of 24/7 high impact construction noise are denied, what had been previously committed
in the EIS, in-house noise attenuation as such noise is deemed “temporary”. Four years of noisy construction cannot
be regarded as “temporary”.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study should be rejected, as it
ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on people and the loss of community identity
and social connections. It is good access to public transport that supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful to mental
and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in livability because it promotes active forms of transport. Increasingly physically
inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and contribute to around 3.2 million preventable
deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70% of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise.

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more traffic is not a
contemporary urban plan. On this basis | reject the F6 in favour of investment in public transport.

We need more and better public transport to keep Sydney moving.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Yours sincerely,
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Attn: Secretary, re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arncliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number SSI
17 _8931

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

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the Government is
serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

| object to 43 years of the tolls. This has been imposed on drivers as income for a private motorway owner,
Transurban. The fact that the toll is based on distance traveled disadvantages people who live further south and
west of the Sydney region.

The public are very aware that levels of in tunnel air pollution will reach very high concentrations; that background
levels of air pollution would increase around the stacks and tunnel entry points (portals); and an increase in
morbidity can be calculated. On this basis | strongly object to this failure in duty of care for public health, in favour of
short-term cost cutting.

| object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause, and the worsening of
climate change that will result. | fundamentally reject the proponents’ allegation that F6 will improve air quality and
reduce emissions. It beggars belief. Building and expanding motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce
traffic. No credible authority in the world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting
national greenhouse emissions.

| object that both the RMS and the tunnel proponents continue to deny the potential in these tunnels to use
progressive in-tunnel filtration to alleviate adverse conditions, choosing to misrepresent the costs and the potential
benefits of such systems.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks and portals are located near children’s schools and sports fields. This is a
failure of “duty of care”



| object to the WestConnex F6 Extension as it is instead of public transport improvements that Southern Sydney
desperately needs. The F6 extension is purely to feed more toll-paying traffic onto Transurban’s WestConnex.

Public transport is rejected by the EIS, so the state government is forcing us to use cars more when most major cities
in the world are trying to reduce the number of cars on the roads. We know this is to promote private road
operators' profits. | object to putting so much public funding to the cause of private profit. | ask that this project be
refused approval by the Secretary of Planning.

| object to the F6 extension. Building new roads is not the best way to deal with congestion in Australia’s biggest
cities. The standard response to addressing urban mobility issues has been to increase road infrastructure.
Unfortunately, this creates a vicious circle: more roads encourage urban sprawl, which increases the use of
motorcars. Adding roads is not necessarily the solution for the urban mobility challenges of today.

Building motorways within cities is out of step and out of date with contemporary travel patterns which ignores
Inter-generational changes in vehicle ownership, driver licensing and transport preferences. The WestConnex and
F6 is a concept from the 1950's, already outdated and represents a significant waste of public funds. | therefore
object to the F6 extension.

Scientific consensus is that high-emissions fossil fuel dependence is not sustainable and will inevitably lead to
serious social, environmental and economic problems. The Australian transport sector does not rank well on
efficiency and this carries significant costs. In Australia, rail transport has an important role to play when travelling
longer distances and for certain types of freight.

It is appalling that every homeowner across the WestConnex route is at the personal financial risk of having to repair
their own properties.

Already there are families reporting damage caused by WestConnex construction. The RMS ‘mitigate’ by blaming
“settlement” for the significant cracking now found in these homes and place the onus of proof back to the
homeowner. Although this action is unconscionable, the RMS then conceal detailed documents as requested by
homeowners independent engineers. The RMS have a track record for failing to “make good” the damage they have
caused and the Department of Planning are powerless to enforce compliance. Given that the F6 EIS states some land
subsidence from tunneling is expected causing tensile strain in the masonry on nearby homes, | must object to
infrastructure projects that fail to protect homeowners from unconscionable behaviour of the proponent.

| object that the impact of up to 40% of the existing M5 traffic is predicted to rat-run due to toll avoidance has not
been included in the traffic modelling of the Fé6.

The travel time “savings” of the F6 are underwhelming and short-lived. The social and environmental impacts
described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the
modelling, the actual impacts are likely to be even greater than those forecast.
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The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete pollution stacks will be visually obtrusive. The
increased traffic volumes on surface roads will result in lower amenity with more noise pollution, more fear and
intimidation, increased crash risk etc. The increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and
surface roads will result in increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

Residents exposed to years of 24/7 high impact construction noise are denied, what had been previously committed
in the EIS, in-house noise attenuation as such noise is deemed “temporary”. Four years of noisy construction cannot
be regarded as “temporary”.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study should be rejected, as it
ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on people and the loss of community identity
and social connections. It is good access to public transport that supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful to mental
and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in livability because it promotes active forms of transport. Increasingly physically
inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and contribute to around 3.2 million preventable
deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70% of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise.

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more traffic is not a
contemporary urban plan. On this basis | reject the F6 in favour of investment in public transport.

We need more and better public transport to keep Sydney moving.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Yours sincerely,
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F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

The F6 toll-road is an outdated 1950s approach that will fail the mobility needs of a 21st century
Sydney.

I object to a transport “solution” that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won't be party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I'd support any
development that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister
for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend
Brighton-Le-Sands primary, St Peters primary, McCallum'’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred

schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

Air quality (and resulting health impacts) once the tunnels are in operation was not assessed
with the inclusion of filtration, or other pollutant reduction measures, in the tunnel exhaust
stacks. As a result, the potential benefit to human health of including filtration has not been
objectively assessed.

In addition to providing potential physical and clinical benefits from reducing pollution
exposure, there are psychological health benefits that should also be taken into consideration
when evaluating the worth of installing pollution abatement measures in the stacks.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on
people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person'’s risk of obesity
by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful
to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis I strongly reject the F6 in favour of
investment in public transport.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension
will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground.



St George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable.
Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these
will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or
only partially delivering promised urban repair.

I object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain of trucks
idling for long periods, trucks rat running through local streets, high impact machinery at night,
stated relief periods not adhered to, and / or the use of high pitch reverse beepers to no effect.
The Department of Planning is ineffectual in enforcing compliance.

We need adaptable, innovative and an affordable holistic transport model of multiple modes.
With 35% of Sydney’s real estate already devoted to roads and parking, it's now time to turn our
attention to improving public transport. I object to the F6 toll road as it perpetuates car
dependence and is the most inefficient way to move people and freight.

[ further object:

I ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name...\

Address

Signatur
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My reasons for objection to the F6 Extension:

000476-M00002

| object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause,
and the worsening of climate change that will result. | fundamentally reject the proponents’
allegation that F6 will improve air quality and reduce emissions. It beggars belief. Building
and expanding motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce traffic. No credible
authority in the world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting

national greenhouse emissions.

Over dependence on cars has been
identified as a growing problem in Australian
cities including Sydney because of -its
negative impacts on society, economy and
environment. Some negative impacts
include: e Environmental (such as urban
sprawl, smog and air pollution) e Economic
(from providing urban infrastructure across a
more dispersed geographical area) and e
Social (including isolation, economic
stratification of areas and reduced access to
public services).

Whole communities are being disastrously
impacted by this project. The social impact
study should be rejected, as it ignores well
established evidence of the significant
negative impacts on people and the loss of
community identity and social connections.
It is good access to public transport that
supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing
dependence on driving. Each hour spent
driving can increase a person'’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a
major source of urban air pollution and
noise, which are harmful to mental and
physical health.

The air quality assessment has not
predicted concentrations of air pollutants on
elevated receptors. Experience elsewhere
shows that higher concentrations of air
pollutants will be experienced by receptors
that are elevated above the ground when
emissions occur from an elevated emission
source. For example, the upper floors of a
multi-storey building may receive higher
concentrations of air pollutants from a stack
or vent than are experienced at ground
level. No justification is provided for this
omission, which is particularly significant
given the number of multi-storey buildings
that already exist in the area, and the high
number of medium-to-high rise
developments planned.

| object to a transport solution that involves
unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to
schools, homes and kids sports fields. | find
is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob
Stokes stated “I won't be party to putting
stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell
that I'd support any development that would
put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents
at risk”, yet when Minister for Planning, he
approved the M4 and M5. Why aren't the
thousands of children that attend Brighton-
Le-Sands primary St Peters primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier
Catholic primary and many other schools
and day care centres exposed to




dangerous pollution worth the small cost of
stack filtration?

Whole communities are being disastrously
impacted by this project. The social impact
study should be rejected, as it ignores well
established evidence of the significant
negative impacts on people and the loss of
community identity and social connections.
It is good access to public transport that
supports community health in two ways: by
encouraging walking and by reducing
dependence on driving. Each hour spent
driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a
major source of urban air pollution and
noise, which are harmful to mental and
physical health.

The business case for the project for the
first three stages has failed to take 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

Many residents will experience noise during
construction and operation at unsafe levels
that can damage health. | object to the lack
of information about mitigation, particularly
in light of the unlivable conditions imposed
on residents of Haberfield, Ashfield, St
Peters and Arncliffe right now.

No credible authority in the world today
would suggest that building huge urban
motorways is the solution to cutting national
greenhouse emissions, or that increasses
in vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) would
somehow result in a net reducton in
greenhoouse gas emissions. Yet this is
exactly what the proponent is claiming in
this EIS. | object to this flawed analysis.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Name.........

Address.....

Email..........

Signature...
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| object to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

| object to the WestConnex — F6 Extension is it is an unsustainable transport plan from the 1950s.
Many contemporary cities are now pulling down their inner city motorways and replacing with more
efficient active and public transport solutions. Why is Sydney so out of step with the modern world?

The social and environmental impacts described in the EIS are unacceptable and far outweigh any
benefits of the project. Because of flaws in the modelling, the actual impacts are likely to be even
greater than those forecast. The project will reduce social and visual amenity due to the concrete
pollution stacks will be visually obtrusive. The increased traffic volumes on surface roads will result
in lower amenity (more noise pollution, more fear and intimidation, increased crash risk etc. The
increase in exhaust emissions from tunnel portals, pollution stacks and surface roads will result in
increased smog and reduced visibility and air quality.

| object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity of
school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration systems in
urban tunnels. | object to the false reassurances by the project team using engineering jargon and
quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case scenario guesses.

| am very concerned that a federally funded National Health and Medical Research Council have
commented on how difficult it was to obtain data about some Australian tunnels.

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the
Government is serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

| object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. When residents try to use these
mechanisms to raise concerns, they often find themselves blocked. It is frustratingly difficult to hold
the RMS and its contractors accountable for their actions. WestConnex aim to reduce complaints to
nil. Not by acting and resolving issues, but by inaction hoping residents would give up. WestConnex
rely on complaint fatigue to conclude “complaints are down, therefore issue fixed”.

| object to this massive waste of our public funds. We can never provide enough road capacity to cater
for the huge latent demand for car travel in a highly populated and fast-growing city. Investing in urban
road expansion to ‘fix congestion’ is essentially a huge waste and based on unsound economic
reasoning. We need more and better public transport alternatives, which will also benefit those that
need to drive.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension will
include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground. St
George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable. Although
Bayside Council is hoping for possible scraps to replace lost community assets it is unlikely these will



occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or only
partially delivering promised urban repair.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits
they bring. Any time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban
freeways induces additional car travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life
and health of residents, as well as those who use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and
exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

More and more cities around the world are coming to this realization and demolishing their freeways,
not building new ones. Why is the NSW Government so completely out of step with contemporary
transport solutions?

| object that the sole purpose of the F6 is to feed more traffic onto the WestConnex M5. Leaked
documents reveal that Transurban, having recently acquired 51% of WestConnex, will reap millions
in compensation payments if the F6 is not built. This is not transport planning. This is handing over
public money to private corporations.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Signature..




Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, Department of Planning and Environment
Application number SSI 17_8931
GPO Box 39 Sydney NSW 2001

| object to WestConnex and the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

Health is a human right, a vital resource for everyday life, and key factor in sustainability. Health equity
and inequity do not exist in isolation from the conditions that underpin people’s health. The health status
of all people is impacted by the social, cultural, political, environmental and economic determinants of
health. Specific focus on these determinants is necessary to reduce the unfair and unjust effects of

conditions of living that cause poor health and disease.

A key impact on human health is that such intrusive construction contributes to stress and anxiety for
residents is the sense of loss of control of your own environment. The WestConnex project has been
imposed on communities and consistently intrudes into everyday (and night) life, by disrupting sleep,
leisure and recreation. It can have many physiological and psychological impacts. The decade long
intrusion into the lives of ordinary people at Arncliffe, St Peters, Haberfield, Kingsgrove and
proposed for St George, without remit or mitigation is oppressive and discriminatory. WestConnex
project teams across the route have handled stress and anxiety issues poorly. On this basis [ object to
the F6 extension.

Building new roads is not the best way to deal with congestion in Australia’s biggest cities. The standard
response to addressing urban mobility issues has been to increase road infrastructure. Unfortunately,
this creates a vicious circle: more roads encourage urban sprawl, which increases the use of motorcars.
Adding roads is not necessarily the solution for the urban mobility challenges of today.

Scientific consensus is that high-emissions fossil fuel dependence is not sustainable and will
inevitably lead to serious social, environmental and economic problems. The Australian transport
sector does not rank well on efficiency and this carries significant costs. In Australia, rail transport has
an important role to play when travelling longer distances and for certain types of freight.

Concentrating business and recreational opportunities in one part of a city has led to congestion and
high house prices, creating “transport poverty” in suburban and remote regions.

“There does come a point where you can’t simply keep putting more and more cars on the road or use
trucks, which of course are mostly diesel, to deliver freight,” Australia’s former chief scientist, Ian
Chubb.

“There does come a point where traffic congestion becomes so great that cities grind to a halt and
pollution particles ... make residents chronically ill,” he continued. “Some experts say that we’re
starting to reach that tipping point in urban mobility and urgent action is needed.”

Car dependencies on cars add to obesity and other health problems, a cost not included in the cost /
benefit analysis for WestConnex.
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There is already more than sufficient capacity along our road corridors to cater for all the essential
vehicle travel, particularly if alternative strategies such as demand management and public transport
investment are implemented. Improving the Illawarra passenger and freight lines would increase
commuter capacity 10 times more than the F6, at a fraction of the cost, and reduce the traffic volumes
coming into the Inner West.

I object to a transport solution that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools, homes
and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I won’t be
party to putting stacks near kids™. “There is no way in hell that I"d support any development that
would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister for Planning, he
approved the M4 and the MS. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend Brighton-Le-Sands
primary school, St Peters primary school, McCallum’s Hill primary school, Haberfield primary
school, Arncliffe primary school, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary school (being just a fraction of
the schools & day care centres) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack
filtration?

[ object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and which cannot
be verified by NSW EPA. I note that there will be an increase in dangerous pollution in some areas
close to the tollway portals and near roads with increased traffic. It is not acceptable to me that a
government should deliberately place the health of citizens in jeopardy.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please include / exclude 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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| object to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

| object to the WestConnex — F6 Extension as it is focussed only on improving motorway access,
showing that at the heart of the proposal there is an agenda to only build a new motorway and to
shape all justification around this, rather than authentically considering and analysing true
alternatives. This demonstrates the cynical way in which the Proponent and Government is trying to
push this toll road project onto a community that clearly does not agree with the need for it, or with
the approach being taken by the Government.

| object to this massive waste of our public funds. We can never provide enough road capacity to cater
for the huge latent demand for car travel in a highly populated and fast-growing city. Investing in urban

road expansion to ‘fix congestion’ is essentially a huge waste and based on unsound economic,

reasoning. We need more and better public transport alternatives, which will also benefit those that
need to drive.

Heavy spending on roads have highly negative impacts that outweigh any of the provisional benefits
they bring. Any time savings and reductions in congestion will be short lived, because building urban
freeways induces additional car travel demand. Urban freeways also adversely affect the quality of life
and health of residents, as well as those who use them — they are subjected to stressful delays and
exposed to high concentrations of air toxins.

More and more cities around the world are coming to this realization and demolishing their freeways,
not building new ones. Given this, why is the NSW Government so completely out of step with
contemporary transport solutions?

Scientific consensus is that high-emissions fossil fuel dependence is not sustainable and will
inevitably lead to serious social, environmental and economic problems. The Australian transport
sector does not rank well on efficiency and this carries significant costs. In Australia, rail transport
has an important role to play when travelling longer distances and for certain types of freight.

Concentrating business and recreational opportunities in one part of a city has led to congestion and
high house prices, creating “transport poverty in suburban and remote regions.

“There does come a point where you can’t simply keep putting more and more cars on the road or
use trucks, which of course are mostly diesel, to deliver freight,” Australia’s former chief scientist, lan
Chubb. “There does come a point where traffic congestion becomes so great that cities grind to a halt
and pollution particles ... make residents chronically ill,” he continued. “Some experts say that we’re
starting to reach that tipping point in urban mobility and urgent action is needed.”
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The most efficient way to accommodate the transport and accessibility needs of a growing
population is through mass transit and better land use-transport integration. Urban motorways are a
very inefficient way of moving people around. A single traffic lane can transport a maximum of only
2700 people per hour (in ideal conditions); a single railway line can transport 24,000 people per
hour. It is preposterous that given our rail system is at capacity that this wasn’t considered the
highest priority to invest our public funds. | object to the F6 extension, as it is rail, not tolls we
critically need.

The F6 will fail everyone, including those that need to drive.

Road performance is dependent on the quality and speed of nearby public transport. For example,
patronage on the new Gold Coast light rail was beyond expectations, which resulted in an
improvement to the travel time on the adjacent Gold Coast Highway. Conversely, changes to Sydney
timetables that slowed down the trains resulted in a shift to road causing an increase in congestion.

We already devote 35% of Sydney’s real estate to roads and parking, which is on par with other
cities. Yet more is never enough. Where we differ from contemporary cities is that our public
transport system has been largely neglected for decades. We need to focus on expanding our public
transport networks to cope with the growing population, now, not in 20 years time,

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please ind&‘dfe’__/--ex'clifde my personal information when publishing this submission to your website
Declaration: | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Signatur
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My submission objecting to the F6 Extension:

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 overwhelmingly
opposed by the great majority of submissions received in response to the Environmental
Impact Statements for the first three stages.

| object to 43 years of the tolls. This has been imposed on drivers as income for a private
motorway owner, Transurban. The fact that the toll is based on distance travelled
disadvantages people who live further south and west of the Sydney region. | further object
that the first exit from Kogarah is St Peters, which will impose two tolls — the F6 and M5. St
George residents who use the F6 would be dumped into an inner west traffic jam. This is not
an appropriate standard of transport planning.

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and
which cannot be verified by NSW EPA. | note that there will be an increase in dangerous
pollution in some areas close to the tollway portals and near roads with increased traffic. It
is not acceptable to me that a government should deliberately place the health of citizens in
jeopardy.

| particularly object to tollway portals and increased traffic being so close to local schools. |
note that fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and is particularly dangerous for the
lungs of growing children.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts
on people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to
public transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of
obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which
are harmful to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and
70% of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis | reject the F6 in favour of investment
in public transport.

| object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Communities have long
complained of many consecutive nights of high impact noise, yet are usually denied relief
housing or such relief is adhoc. A family down the road may receives alternate
accomodation, yet those nearer to construction does not.



Residents exposed to years of 24/7 high impact construction noise are denied, what had
been previously committed in the EIS, inhouse noise attenuation as such noise is deemed
“temporary”. Four years of noisy construction cannot be regarded as “temporary”.

The whole Westconnex system will increase greenhouse gas emission in Sydney at a time
when we should be doing all we can to reduce them. | am not convinced by a method of
analysis which does not look at alternatives but instead compares the F6 project against a
‘do nothing’ scenario to claim a reduction in greenhouse gas emissions.

In addtion, no credible authority in the world today would suggest that building huge urban
motorways is the solution to cutting national greenhouse emissions, or that increasses in
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) would somehow result in a net reducton in greenhoouse
gas emissions. Yet this is exactly what the proponent is claiming in this EIS. | object to this
flawed analysis.

| object that the details of the Transurban acquisition is hidden from the public. There is little
doubt that cosy deals struck by Transurban would include “no compete” clauses. Such
clauses mean that improvements in our public transport system will be stymied until 2060,
when Transurban’s lucrative toll concessions expire.

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please inclade ;’(éﬁ(bj@ my personal information when publishing this submission to your
website Declaration: | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Signatur
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F6 Extension: | am objecting to this project for the following reasons:

The F6 toll-road is an outdated 1950s approach that will fail the mobility needs of a 215t century
Sydney.

[ object to a transport “solution” that involves unfiltered exhaust stackslocated close to schools,
homes and kids sports fields. I find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “I
won’t be party to putting stacks near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I'd support any
development that would put the lives of pupils, teachers and parents at risk”, yet when Minister
for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend
Brighton-Le-Sands primary, St Peters primary, McCallum'’s Hill primary, Haberfield primary,
Arncliffe primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary (being just a few of some one hundred
schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

Air quality (and resulting health impacts) once the tunnels are in operation was not assessed
with the inclusion of filtration, or other pollutant reduction measures, in the tunnel exhaust
stacks. As a result, the potential benefit to human health of including filtration has not been
objectively assessed.

In addition to providing potential physical and clinical benefits from reducing pollution
exposure, there are psychological health benefits that should also be taken into consideration
when evaluating the worth of installing pollution abatement measures in the stacks.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts on
people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by
reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of obesity
by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are harmful
to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise".

Thrusting toll-roads with unfiltered exhaust stacks into suburban areas that induces more
traffic is not a contemporary urban plan. On this basis I strongly reject the F6 in favour of
investment in public transport.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension
will include soccer fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground.
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St George is critically short of open space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable.
Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost assets it is unlikely these
will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver or
only partially delivering promised urban repair.

[ object that there is an inadequate complaints process in place. Residents complain of trucks
idling for long periods, trucks rat running through local streets, high impact machinery at night,
stated relief periods not adhered to, and / or the use of high pitch reverse beepers to no effect.
The Department of Planning is ineffectual in enforcing compliance.

We need adaptable, innovative and an affordable holistic transport model of multiple modes.
With 35% of Sydney’s real estate already devoted to roads and parking, it's now time to turn our
attention to improving public transport. I object to the F6 toll road as it perpetuates car
dependence and is the most inefficient way to move people and freight.

| further object:

I ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please iﬁe\ﬁd@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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My objection to the F6 Extension for the following reasons:

I object to the F6 extension. Multiple 4-year WestConnex stages on the communities of
Arncliffe through to Kogarah falls into the realm of unacceptable and unreasonable oppression
of local communities. The lived experience at Arncliffe, Haberfield, and St Peters has
demonstrated that the current approval processes, based around impacts of short term projects
should not apply.

If a government has "state significant infrastructure" that it wishes to construct, it should not
throw out the rule book and allow normal regulations that control such industrial work in the
every-day world to be ignored. In fact, the rules for a decade long intrusion into people's lives
need to be more thorough, better regulated and more closely monitored and enforced. In
addition to construction fatigue, there is also complaint fatigue.

The experience residents have, when they have legitimate complaints about dust, noise or
other, is one of slow response and often no response. If the communication team is pushed, the
team member is often irritated by the complaint (as they cannot do anything about it). The
most common response is a cut and paste email that states that the EPL licence allows such
unreasonable noise or other intrusion. On this basis I object to the F6 extension.

The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real risk of damage to
homes due to settlement (ground movement). There is no mitigation provided for this risk.
Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the Government's expense. However, RMS
already have a track record for denying significant cracking in people’s homes was caused by
construction, putting the blame on “settlement” or “drought”. Given that many homes have
stood the test of time for half a century or more, surviving decades of previous droughts, these
excuses are not acceptable. 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
is already leading 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 their property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

It is unacceptable that every homeowner across the WestConnex route is at the personal
financial risk of having to repair their own properties. I am also concerned that the Department
of Planning is not fulfilling their governance role of enforcing compliance on the RMS to “make
good” damages to homes. On this basis, the F6 cannot proceed.

Whole communities are being disastrously impacted by this project. The social impact study
should be rejected, as it ignores well established evidence of the significant negative impacts
on people and the loss of community identity and social connections. It is good access to public
transport that supports community health in two ways: by encouraging walking and by

reducing dependence on driving. Each hour spent driving can increase a person’s risk of
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obesity by around 6%. Cars are also a major source of urban air pollution and noise, which are

harmful to mental and physical health.

Walkability is an important factor in liveability because it promotes active forms of transport.
Increasingly physically inactive and sedentary lifestyles are a global health problem, and
contribute to around 3.2 million preventable deaths a year. In Australia, 60% of adults and 70%
of children and adolescents do not get enough exercise.

I object that unfiltered exhaust stacks are located in our residential areas within close proximity
of school children. Common and best practice in developed countries is to install filtration
systems in urban tunnels. I object to the false reassurances by the project team using
engineering jargon and quoting health statistics which had been calculated on best case
scenario guesses.

I object to the increase in emissions WestConnex, including the F6 extension, will cause, and
the worsening of climate change that will result. I fundamentally reject the proponents’
allegation that F6 will improve air quality and reduce emissions. Building and expanding
motorways increases air pollution, as motorways induce traffic. No credible authority in the
world today would suggest that building motorways is the solution to cutting national

greenhouse emissions.

| further object:

| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

Please igettide / exclude 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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GOVERNMENT
Title Ms

First Name Eva

Last Name Puckeridge

Phone e

Email I
Street Address I

Suburb Monterey

State nsw

Postcode 2217

Subject Westconnex Southern Extension

Type of Enquiry

Message

Attachments
| would like a response

| would like to receive
regular updates from the
NSW Government

comment

Dear Mr Roberts. | would like to express my opinion that 35 days is
inadequate to comprehend what will occur with the WSE in my local
area. | have very real concerns about the traffic congestion in my local
streets and therefore the consequence and quality of life

No
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Wik
NSW

GOVERNMENT

Title Mr

First Name CHRISTOPHER

Last Name BAILEY

Phone e

Email I

Street Address I

Suburb RAMSGATE BEACH

State nsw

Postcode 2217

Subject Westconnex Southern Ext

Type of Enquiry comment

Message 35 days is not long enough to respond to the 4500 page
Environmental Impact Statement. Longer time is required.

Attachments

| would like a response Yes

I would like to receive No

regular updates from the
NSW Government
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Wik
NSW

GOVERNMENT

Title Mr

First Name Robert

Last Name Gilleland

Phone I

Email I

Street Address ]

Suburb KOGARAH

State nsw

Postcode 2217

Subject Westconnex Southern Extension Environmental Impact Statement

Type of Enquiry comment

Message Please note my residential address above. | am a long time Kogarah
resident having been born at St George Hospital September 1940. |
am aware the local residents and groups have been given, by your
government JUST 35 days to respond to the impact statement
aforementioned. This is plainly outrageous and Trumpian in scope.
The residents surely should be given much more respect and decency
by you and the government to study the said statement. | strongly
OBJECT to this unfair and unwarranted Trumpian rush. | wish you to
note my strong objection.

Attachments

| would like a response Yes

| would like to receive No

regular updates from the
NSW Government
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Wik
NSW

GOVERNMENT

Title Mr

First Name Robert

Last Name Mackenzie

Phone e

Email I

Street Address ]

Suburb ROKDALE

State nsw

Postcode 2216

Subject westconnex southern extension environmental impact statement

Type of Enquiry comment

Message | request that the New South Wales Government extend the time
period for submissions from 35 days to the time period usually granted
in similar cases to 60 days or more.
Thankyou

Attachments

| would like a response Yes

I would like to receive No

regular updates from the
NSW Government
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Wik
NSW

GOVERNMENT
Title Mrs

First Name Joy

Last Name Pallis

Phone

Email I

Street Address

Suburb

State nsw

Postcode

Subject Westconnex Southern Extension

Type of Enquiry

Message

Attachments
| would like a response

| would like to receive
regular updates from the
NSW Government

comment

| note the environmental impact statement for the Westconnex has
been released. This document is 4500 pages long and cannot be
reviewed within the 35 day timeframe allocated by your office. It is
insulting that such a short time frame has been given to the public to
provide comment, hence request that this be extended. A more
reasonable timeframe would be 60 - 90 days. Please grant this
extension to allow those affected to provide meaningful comment.

Yes

No
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000486

Attn: Secretary, re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arnciliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number SSI
17 _8931

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

| strongly object to the F6 Extension.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 will include soccer fields, open
space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground. St George is critically short of open space and
sports fields and the loss is unacceptable. Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to replace lost
assets it is unlikely these will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing to deliver
or only partially delivering promised urban repair.

| object to a transport infrastructure that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks located close to schools, homes and kids
sports fields. | find is disconcerting that Education Minister Rob Stokes stated “l won’t be party to putting stacks
near kids”. “There is no way in hell that I'd support any development- that would put the lives of pupils, teachers
and parents at risk”, yet when Minister for Planning, he approved the M4 and M5. Why aren’t the thousands of
children that attend Brighton-Le-Sands primary school, St Peters primary school, McCallum’s Hill primary school,
Haberfield primary school, Arncliffe primary school, St. Francis Xavier Catholic primary school (being just a few of

some one hundred schools) exposed to dangerous pollution worth the small cost of stack filtration?

| object to the F6 as it poses a real risk for public health. All vehicles, particularly diesel, emit dangerous substances
which contribute to a worsening of overall air quality in the Sydney Basin. As the dangers of air pollution become
more and more evident, it is a failure in our Government’s ‘duty of care’ to be proposing infrastructure that
encourages more vehicle use.

| object that scenarios do not allow for any other solution that might have been found to lesson traffic through
providing better public transport, traffic management and through changing work patterns. | object to the traffic
modelling being so limited in scope and not being independently verified when such a vast amount of tax-payer’s
money and significant environmental and social impact is at stake. Given the flaws in traffic modelling for previous
large-scale motorway projects in Sydney and other Australian cities, it is vital that the traffic modelling be
independently verified and submitted for public consultation prior to project determination
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The F6 proposal is based on the idea that demand for road capacity will increase over time, without taking into
consideration the changes in transport choices that different generations will make for a range of reasons, including
environmental considerations, economics and the ease of public transport compared to congested roads.

Not investing in better public transport not only impacts on the communities of the St George and lllawarra region,
but also leaves commuters with no option but to rely on their cars, in turn guaranteeing that congestion will
increase over time. This is completely out of step with modern urban planning and thus | object to the F6.

The project has a high financial risk. The flaws and optimistic assumptions in the traffic modelling mean that toll
revenue is likely to be significantly lower than forecast. AECOM has a history of providing over-optimistic traffic
forecasts for toll roads, resulting in previous financial failures (e.g., Clem7).

A key impact on human health is that such intrusive construction contributes to stress and anxiety for residents is
the sense of loss of control of your own environment. The WestConnex project has been imposed on communities
and consistently intrudes into everyday (and night) life, by disrupting sleep, leisure and recreation. It can have many
physiological and psychological impacts. The decade long intrusion into the lives of ordinary people at Arncliffe, St
Peters, Haberfield, Kingsgrove and proposed for St George, without remit or mitigation is oppressive and
discriminatory. WestConnex project teams across the route have handled stress and anxiety issues poorly. On this
basis | object to the F6 extension.

If a government has "state significant infrastructure" that it wishes to construct, it should not throw out the rule
book and allow normal regulations that control such industrial work in the every-day world to be ignored. In fact,
the rules for a decade long intrusion into people's lives need to be more thorough, better regulated and more
closely monitored and enforced. In addition to construction fatigue, there is also complaint fatigue.

WestConnex have a track record of not mitigating awful living conditions imposed on communities. The experience
residents have is a cut and paste email that states that the EPS licenses allows such unreasonable noise or other
intrusion. The Dept. of Planning, who have the role of governance, are incapable of enforcing adherence to their
Conditions of Approval. Given the lack of protection afforded to residents, | object to the F6 extension.

| object to the lack of transparency and that these stages are progressively announced. This is particularly relevant
to communities like Arncliffe, St Peters and Kogarah who are / will be impacted by cumulative projects without all
information available and making it difficult to evaluate the long-term impact.

| object to the 35-day time frame granted to communities to analyse the substantial EIS. If the Government is
serious about community consultation this would have been extended to 90 days.

Trying to get into my driveway at present is extremely difficult with existing traffic and would be almost suicidal with
the proposed increase in traffic.



| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.

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

Yours sincerely,
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Attn: Secretary, re: F6 Extension Stage 1 New M5 Arnciliffe to President Avenue, Kogarah, project number SSI
17 _8931

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

| object to the F6 Extension as it will fail everyone, especially those that need to drive.

| object to a transport solution that involves unfiltered exhaust stacks and portals located close to schools, homes
and kids sports fields. Why aren’t the thousands of children that attend schools like Brighton-Le-Sands Primary,
Arncliffe Primary, St. Francis Xavier Catholic Primary, St Peters Primary, McCallum’s Hill Primary, Haberfield Primary
to name just a few worth the cost of stack filtration? Stacks and portals are a powerful source of pollution. Of
particular concern are the ultra-fine nano particles, PM1, that are so small they can get into the cells of our lungs. Air
pollution kills more than car accidents.

The relocation of community assets from Bicentennial Park to make way for the F6 extension will include soccer
fields, open space, parking spaces, a footpath, skate ramp and a playground. St George is critically short of open
space and sports fields and the loss is unacceptable. Although Bayside Council is hoping for possible projects to
replace lost assets it is unlikely these will occur as envisioned. WestConnex have a track record now for either failing
to deliver or only partially delivering promised urban repair, as it comes at the end of the project where funds are
limited.

The EIS indicates that the pond at Bicentennial Park will be eradicated if this project goes ahead. Murray River short
neck turtles inhabit this pond and that birds such as Spoonbills and Great Egrets are feeding here.

The RMS claim that the F6 Extension will reduce emissions (which could be held as minimising the impact on the
environment) does not hold up. No credible authority in the world today would suggest that building freeways is the
solution to cutting national greenhouse emissions.

The EIS acknowledges that at tunneling at 35 metres and less causes a real risk of damage to homes due to
settlement (ground movement). There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be
repaired at the Government's expense. However, there are many reports that RMS deny new and significant
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cracking in people’s homes was caused by construction, putting the blame on “settlement” or “drought”. Given that
many homes have stood the test of time for half a century or more, these excuses are not acceptable.

The F6 should not be approved with such tunneling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of damage
and how and when it will be repaired. It has lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to
engage structural engineers and lawyers to prove that the damage was linked to construction works, with no
assurance that their property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed.

The WestConnex series of projects present challenges and difficulties that have not been faced in modern densely
populated Australian urban environments. The initial approvals for the M4 widening, M4E, & New M5 have
highlighted limitations of the review of approval mechanisms, when modeled projections and predictions are
contradicted by the actual outcomes. The public have discovered that there are multiple restrictions to gaining
satisfactory resolutions to problems, because the proponent responds that they are working within approvals
already granted. Whilst the initial approvals may have been granted based on information that the Minister received
at the time, subsequent experience has demonstrated that many concerns raised by residents to the M4E and M5
EIS were in fact inaccurate. This was a key issue at the Parliamentary Inquiry to WestConnex.

Many residents will experience noise during construction and operation at unsafe levels that can damage health. |
object to the lack of information about mitigation, particularly in light of the unlivable conditions already imposed
on residents of Haberfield, Ashfield, St Peters and Arncliffe.

The complaints process is inadequate. The experience residents have is a cut and paste email that states that the
EPS licenses allows such unreasonable noise or other intrusion. The Dept. of Planning, who have the role of
governance, are incapable of enforcing adherence to their Conditions of Approval. Given the lack of protection
afforded to residents, | object to the F6 extension.

Over dependence on cars has been identified as a growing problem in Australian cities including Sydney because of
its negative impacts on society, economy and environment. Some negative impacts include: e Environmental (such
as urban sprawl, smog and air pollution) e Economic (from providing urban infrastructure across a more dispersed
geographical area) and e Social (including isolation, economic stratification of areas and reduced access to public
services).

Not everyone can use a public transport service for all of their trips. But getting an increased percentage of trips
onto public transport has benefits for the whole community. Reducing our car dependency is a cornerstone of most
modern planning objectives. Improved health, reduced stress and less wasted time are benefits that most people
can get from reduced car dependency.

In the heyday of freeway building in the 1950s, the well-known architect and urbanist Lewis Mumford warned that
trying to cure traffic congestion with more road capacity was like trying to cure obesity by loosening your belt. The
result of too much belt-loosening can be seen throughout the USA, where 'suburban gridlock' is endemic. With each
new road we have imported more of this problem; we should avoid making it any worse.



NSW Infrastructure should be more focused towards the car dependency issues with strategies and policies that
should strive to improve pedestrian, cyclist and public transport connections, accessibility and permeability within
and between activity centres and other parts of the municipality by providing direct and legible travel pathways and
functional multi-modal interchanges to enable people to reach their destinations with ease, efficiency and in
comfort.

We need more and better public transport to keep Sydney moving.
| ask the Secretary of Planning to refuse approval for this project.
Declaration: | HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.

Yours sincerely,
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