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Nathan Stringer - Fwd: Attention: Director Infrastructure Projects

From: plan_commer

To: Nathan Stringe

Date: 29/01/2013 9:28 Al

Subject: Fwd: Attention: Director Infrastructure Proje
CC: Michael Youn

Attachments; Attention: Director Infrastructure Projects; Paciflighway upgrade Woolgoolga to Ballina EIS;
Submission for Pacific Highway Upgrade EIS; Subinis®n Woolgoolga to Ballina Pacific Highway
Upgrade EIS ; Submission to Pacific Highway Upgrad#e; Submission Woolgoolga to Ballina;
Woolgoolga to Ballina Pacific Highway Upgrade

Attention: Director Infrastructure Projects

Dear Sir/Madam,

My name is David Maloney

Address: 130A Evans Head Broadwater Road

Broadwater

NSW 2472

(nb. item 26-HH41 in section 13 of the EIS)

My submission concerns the Woolgoolga to Ballingrape of the Pacific Highway, specifically the Bioster
National Park to Richmond River section (sectio!

The application number is SSI-4963.

Overall | would support the upgrade of the highway would have questions, comments to make omtipact of the
project on my property and the residential househich | live. | would like to see that these issaee addressed when
planning, constructing and operating the upgrade.

The property which | own has had the designated &quired for the highway upgrade and associatgdisitions.
This acquisition has and will change the shape, aid use of the property to a large degree. Togelty will be
adversely impacted in two ways, a diminished prin@aoduction value and my residence will be apprately 90
metres from the upgraded highway.

Some notes on current noise activity levels at my house.

This house is located in the middle of the propeatyeast 500 metres from any public road. TheedoRTA noise
monitoring station for this section of the upgrades located much closer to the Evans Head BroadRated (100
meters approx.). Thus noise levels would be sigaifily less for my house than those monitored.

Additionally it was noted in "Table 15-13: Summafynoise- sensitive receivers in each sectionhefiIS that when
sugarcane is harvested noise impacts can occuad®4hour period. It is to be noted that the dbsagarcane farm is
some distance from my house (approximately 1km)terdesting would have minimal to zero impact orcwsently
during any 24 hour period.

Construction and operational impacts of the upgrade.

In Section "15.3 Assessment of impacts 15.3.1 Cocisbn noise and vibration" of the EIS for sect®it is noted that
some teceivers are likely to experience noise above the appropriate noise management level due to site
clearing, earthworks and paving. No receivers are likely to be *highly noise affected". | would point out the
close proximity of my house to the new freeway. There will be the adverse impact of construction works
including cutting and filling works carried out on the section next to my house. Thus | would put forward the
noise impacts on my property during construction would be significant especially compared to the current
situation.

From discussions with Gary McPherson (RTA) prowginformation from the EIS the post constructioisedevels
(operational) are predicted to be above acutedevel

From the EIS (15.1.9 Operational road noise impatis noted that "in these instances a detailedsssaent of noise
mitigation is necessary."

House and property heritage values.

The house and property in which I live has beehiénfamily for over 100 years (since it was fiegtén up from the
government in the 1800's) and the house was lull901 (built by my great grandparents). It is agenslander” style,
being of wood and corrugated iron construction wittle verandas built on three sides (all approxatyafacing
towards the new freeway- with one veranda closgd in

| am concerned that the noise penetration and pgocewill be significant to this house with its wden construction
(noting that current outside levels are low).

It is also noted that the the style of house watigé verandas has for over 100 years allowed lzmga percentage of
living to occur on the verandas.

Given all these factors | would ask that sizablesuees be undertaken to mitigate the impacts afipigeaded highway
during construction and under operational cond#tiorhese measures should take into consideratiohethtage value
and construction of the house where appropriate.

| would ask that these measures include mitigatingks to the highway form including low noise pavarhand no
"multiple noise bumps" on sides of the highway.cAt®ise barriers appropriate to the section of aged highwa
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adjacent to my house and any other appropriate umesas

It is also identified in the EIS 13.4 Managemeningpacts (item 26-HH41) that "The homestead has dentified for
architectural noise treatment to control noise leff®m the highway. The noise controls would beeadeped in
consultation with a qualified heritage consultanirtinimise impacts on the heritage significancéhefitem. A more
detailed Statement of Heritage Impact (SOHI) wdaddprepared when the specific architectural noéatments for the
homestead are identified." It notes that this ibdaarried out pre-construction.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on theifi@bighway upgrade and | look forward to yourpease and
forthcoming action.

Yours sincerely,

David Malone
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