Secretary 2700

NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M35

I make this submission in relation to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the WestConnex
New M35 project. I strongly object to this project and the entire WestConnex of which this is a part. In
particular, I strongly object to:

* The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for the $15.4
billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry all the financial risk for the project.

e Construction contracts being let before this EIS was even lodged.

° The enormous amounts of extra traffic that will be induced and dumped by WestConnex into
suburbs across inner, western and south-west Sydney.

e The failure of this EIS to consider how the last part of WestConnex (Stage 3) would
negatively impact suburbs such as Glebe, Camperdown and Annandale, even though it cites
positive impacts of the entire project as justification for building the New M35.

e The impact this extra traffic will have on the thriving retail precinct of Newtown, including
King St. This traffic, along with any clearways that would inevitably result, will kill off this
this unique area, just as it has on Parramatta Rd and Oxford St.

* Work to remove asbestos and other toxic materials from the Alexandria Landfill site in St
Peters before this EIS was lodged. This work should not have begun until after any planning
approval was granted. I call on the government to halt this work now.

e AECOM being paid to do this EIS when it has a poor history of traffic modelling and a strong
conflict of interest due to its commercial interests in the project.

* The appalling standard of community consultation for this project, including the failure to
consult with businesses along the planned route.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex in this EIS, which fails to properly
consider how other options could be a better use of its projected $15.4 billion cost.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces along the route, including a critically
endangered fragments of remnant bush and parts of Sydney Park.

* The threat the New M5 poses to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at Kogarah
Golf Club, which are unlikely to survive the tollway’s construction and operation.

*  Hundreds of people losing being forced from their homes and businesses before any business
case is released or planning approval granted.

* People affected by compulsory acquisitions being offered below-market prices for their
homes and businesses, and the distress and trauma this has already caused to many people.

e The huge increase in toxic pollution WestConnex will cause, which is known to cause
cancers, respiratory and heart diseases, and impaired lung development in children.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M3 at the
same time as it fails to properly consider the negative impacts of the whole project.

° The monstrous St Peters Interchange, which would destroy the character of the local area just
as planned expressways would have destroyed much of Glebe, Camperdown, Annandale and
Ultimo in the 1970s if they had been built.

I ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of the concerns I have raised.
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Secretary 2701
NSW Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

I make this submission in relation to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the WestConnex
New M35 project. I strongly object to this project and the entire WestConnex of which this is a part. In
particular, I strongly object to:

Co@\s\@

The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for the $15.4
billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry all the financial risk for the project.
Construction contracts being let before this EIS was even lodged.

The enormous amounts of extra traffic that will be induced and dumped by WestConnex into
suburbs across inner, western and south-west Sydney.

The failure of this EIS to consider how the last part of WestConnex (Stage 3) would
negatively impact suburbs such as Glebe, Camperdown and Annandale, even though it cites
positive impacts of the entire project as justification for building the New M5.

The impact this extra traffic will have on the thriving retail precinct of Newtown, including
King St. This traffic, along with any clearways that would inevitably result, will kill off this
this unique area, just as it has on Parramatta Rd and Oxford St.

Work to remove asbestos and other toxic materials from the Alexandria Landfill site in St
Peters before this EIS was lodged. This work should not have begun until after any planning
approval was granted. I call on the government to halt this work now.

AECOM being paid to do this EIS when it has a poor history of traffic modelling and a strong
conflict of interest due to its commercial interests in the project.

The appalling standard of community consultation for this project, including the failure to
consult with businesses along the planned route.

The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex in this EIS, which fails to properly
consider how other options could be a better use of its projected $15.4 billion cost.

The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces along the route, including a critically
endangered fragments of remnant bush and parts of Sydney Park.

The threat the New M5 poses to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at Kogarah
Golf Club, which are unlikely to survive the tollway’s construction and operation.

Hundreds of people losing being forced from their homes and businesses before any business
case is released or planning approval granted.

People affected by compulsory acquisitions being offered below-market prices for their
homes and businesses, and the distress and trauma this has already caused to many people.
The huge increase in toxic pollution WestConnex will cause, which is known to cause
cancers, respiratory and heart diseases, and impaired lung development in children.

This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5 at the
same time as it fails to properly consider the negative impacts of the whole project.

The monstrous St Peters Interchange, which would destroy the character of the local area just
as planned expressways would have destroyed much of Glebe, Camperdown, Annandale and
Ultimo in the 1970s if they had been built.

I ask you to acknow ge y submission and respond to each of the concerns I have raised.
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Secretary 2702

NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

I make this submission in relation to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the WestConnex
New M5 project. I strongly object to this project and the entire WestConnex of which this is a part. In
particular, I strongly object to:

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for the $15.4
billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry all the financial risk for the project.

* Construction contracts being let before this EIS was even lodged.

* The enormous amounts of extra traffic that will be induced and dumped by WestConnex into
suburbs across inner, western and south-west Sydney.

*  The failure of this EIS to consider how the last part of WestConnex (Stage 3) would
negatively impact suburbs such as Glebe, Camperdown and Annandale, even though it cites
positive impacts of the entire project as justification for building the New M5.

* The impact this extra traffic will have on the thriving retail precinct of Newtown, including
King St. This traffic, along with any clearways that would inevitably result, will kill off this
this unique area, just as it has on Parramatta Rd and Oxford St.

*  Work to remove asbestos and other toxic materials from the Alexandria Landfill site in St
Peters before this EIS was lodged. This work should not have begun until after any planning
approval was granted. I call on the government to halt this work now.

e AECOM being paid to do this EIS when it has a poor history of traffic modelling and a strong
conflict of interest due to its commercial interests in the project.

* The appalling standard of community consultation for this project, including the failure to
consult with businesses along the planned route.

* The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex in this EIS, which fails to properly
consider how other options could be a better use of its projected $15.4 billion cost.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces along the route, including a critically
endangered fragments of remnant bush and parts of Sydney Park.

e The threat the New M5 poses to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at Kogarah
Golf Club, which are unlikely to survive the tollway’s construction and operation.

*  Hundreds of people losing being forced from their homes and businesses before any business
case is released or planning approval granted.

e People affected by compulsory acquisitions being offered below-market prices for their
homes and businesses, and the distress and trauma this has already caused to many people.

e The huge increase in toxic pollution WestConnex will cause, which is known to cause
cancers, respiratory and heart diseases, and impaired lung development in children.

* This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5 at the
same time as it fails to properly consider the negative impacts of the whole project.

* The monstrous St Peters Interchange, which would destroy the character of the local area just
as planned expressways would have destroyed much of Glebe, Camperdown, Annandale and
Ultimo in the 1970s if they had been built.

I ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of the concerns I have raised.
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2703

Secretary

NSW Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

I make this submission in relation to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the WestConnex
New MS5 project. I strongly object to this project and the entire WestConnex of which this is a part. In
particular, I strongly object to:

The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for the $15.4
billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry all the financial risk for the project.
Construction contracts being let before this EIS was even lodged.

The enormous amounts of extra traffic that will be induced and dumped by WestConnex into
suburbs across inner, western and south-west Sydney.

The failure of this EIS to consider how the last part of WestConnex (Stage 3) would
negatively impact suburbs such as Glebe, Camperdown and Annandale, even though it cites
positive impacts of the entire project as justification for building the New MS5.

The impact this extra traffic will have on the thriving retail precinct of Newtown, including
King St. This traffic, along with any clearways that would inevitably result, will kill off this
this unique area, just as it has on Parramatta Rd and Oxford St.

Work to remove asbestos and other toxic materials from the Alexandria Landfill site in St
Peters before this EIS was lodged. This work should not have begun until after any planning
approval was granted. I call on the government to halt this work now.

AECOM being paid to do this EIS when it has a poor history of traffic modelling and a strong
conflict of interest due to its commercial interests in the project.

The appalling standard of community consultation for this project, including the failure to
consult with businesses along the planned route.

The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex in this EIS, which fails to properly
consider how other options could be a better use of its projected $15.4 billion cost.

The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces along the route, including a critically
endangered fragments of remnant bush and parts of Sydney Park.

The threat the New M5 poses to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at Kogarah
Golf Club, which are unlikely to survive the tollway’s construction and operation.

Hundreds of people losing being forced from their homes and businesses before any business
case is released or planning approval granted.

People affected by compulsory acquisitions being offered below-market prices for their
homes and businesses, and the distress and trauma this has already caused to many people.
The huge increase in toxic pollution WestConnex will cause, which is known to cause
cancers, respiratory and heart diseases, and impaired lung development in children.

This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5 at the
same time as it fails to properly consider the negative impacts of the whole project.

The monstrous St Peters Interchange, which would destroy the character of the local area just
as planned expressways would have destroyed much of Glebe, Camperdown, Annandale and
Ultimo in the 1970s if they had been built.

T ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of the concerns I have raised.
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Secretary 2704

NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

I make this submission in relation to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the WestConnex
New M5 project. I strongly object to this project and the entire WestConnex of which this is a part. In
particular, I strongly object to:

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for the $15.4
billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry all the financial risk for the project.

e Construction contracts being let before this EIS was even lodged.

e The enormous amounts of extra traffic that will be induced and dumped by WestConnex into
suburbs across inner, western and south-west Sydney.

*  The failure of this EIS to consider how the last part of WestConnex (Stage 3) would
negatively impact suburbs such as Glebe, Camperdown and Annandale, even though it cites
positive impacts of the entire project as justification for building the New MS5.

* The impact this extra traffic will have on the thriving retail precinct of Newtown, including
King St. This traffic, along with any clearways that would inevitably result, will kill off this
this unique area, just as it has on Parramatta Rd and Oxford St.

*  Work to remove asbestos and other toxic materials from the Alexandria Landfill site in St
Peters before this EIS was lodged. This work should not have begun until after any planning
approval was granted. [ call on the government to halt this work now.

e AECOM being paid to do this EIS when it has a poor history of traffic modelling and a strong
conflict of interest due to its commercial interests in the project.

* The appalling standard of community consultation for this project, including the failure to
consult with businesses along the planned route.

* The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex in this EIS, which fails to properly
consider how other options could be a better use of its projected $15.4 billion cost.

*  The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces along the route, including a critically
endangered fragments of remnant bush and parts of Sydney Park.

e The threat the New M5 poses to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at Kogarah
Golf Club, which are unlikely to survive the tollway’s construction and operation.

*  Hundreds of people losing being forced from their homes and businesses before any business
case is released or planning approval granted.

e People affected by compulsory acquisitions being offered below-market prices for their
homes and businesses, and the distress and trauma this has already caused to many people.

e The huge increase in toxic pollution WestConnex will cause, which is known to cause
cancers, respiratory and heart diseases, and impaired lung development in children.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5 at the
same time as it fails to properly consider the negative impacts of the whole project.

° The monstrous St Peters Interchange, which would destroy the character of the local area just
as planned expressways would have destroyed much of Glebe, Camperdown, Annandale and
Ultimo in the 1970s if they had been built.

I ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of the concerns I have raised.
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2705

Secretary

NSW Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

I make this submission in relation to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the WestConnex
New M35 project. I strongly object to this project and the entire WestConnex of which this is a part. In
particular, I strongly object to:

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for the $15.4
billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry all the financial risk for the project.

e Construction contracts being let before this EIS was even lodged.

e The enormous amounts of extra traffic that will be induced and dumped by WestConnex into
suburbs across inner, western and south-west Sydney.

e The failure of this EIS to consider how the last part of WestConnex (Stage 3) would
negatively impact suburbs such as Glebe, Camperdown and Annandale, even though it cites
positive impacts of the entire project as justification for building the New M5.

e The impact this extra traffic will have on the thriving retail precinct of Newtown, including
King St. This traffic, along with any clearways that would inevitably result, will kill off this
this unique area, just as it has on Parramatta Rd and Oxford St.

e  Work to remove asbestos and other toxic materials from the Alexandria Landfill site in St
Peters before this EIS was lodged. This work should not have begun until after any planning
approval was granted. I call on the government to halt this work now.

e AECOM being paid to do this EIS when it has a poor history of traffic modelling and a strong
conflict of interest due to its commercial interests in the project.

e The appalling standard of community consultation for this project, including the failure to
consult with businesses along the planned route.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex in this EIS, which fails to properly
consider how other options could be a better use of its projected $15.4 billion cost.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces along the route, including a critically
endangered fragments of remnant bush and parts of Sydney Park.

e The threat the New M5 poses to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at Kogarah
Golf Club, which are unlikely to survive the tollway’s construction and operation.

e Hundreds of people losing being forced from their homes and businesses before any business
case is released or planning approval granted.

e People affected by compulsory acquisitions being offered below-market prices for their
homes and businesses, and the distress and trauma this has already caused to many people.

e The huge increase in toxic pollution WestConnex will cause, which is known to cause
cancers, respiratory and heart diseases, and impaired lung development in children.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5 at the
same time as it fails to properly consider the negative impacts of the whole project.

e The monstrous St Peters Interchange, which would destroy the character of the local area just
as planned expressways would have destroyed much of Glebe, Camperdown, Annandale and
Ultimo in the 1970s if they had been built.

I ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of the concerns I have raised.
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2706
Secretary

NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

I make this submission in relation to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the WestConnex
New M5 project. I strongly object to this project and the entire WestConnex of which this is a part. In
particular, I strongly object to:

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for the $15.4
billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry all the financial risk for the project.

o Construction contracts being let before this EIS was even lodged.

e The enormous amounts of extra traffic that will be induced and dumped by WestConnex into
suburbs across inner, western and south-west Sydney.

e The failure of this EIS to consider how the last part of WestConnex (Stage 3) would
negatively impact suburbs such as Glebe, Camperdown and Annandale, even though it cites
positive impacts of the entire project as justification for building the New MS5.

e  The impact this extra traffic will have on the thriving retail precinct of Newtown, including
King St. This traffic, along with any clearways that would inevitably result, will kill off this
this unique area, just as it has on Parramatta Rd and Oxford St.

e Work to remove asbestos and other toxic materials from the Alexandria Landfill site in St
Peters before this EIS was lodged. This work should not have begun until after any planning
approval was granted. I call on the government to halt this work now.

e AECOM being paid to do this EIS when it has a poor history of traffic modelling and a strong
conflict of interest due to its commercial interests in the project.

*  The appalling standard of community consultation for this project, including the failure to
consult with businesses along the planned route.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex in this EIS, which fails to properly
consider how other options could be a better use of its projected $15.4 billion cost.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces along the route, including a critically
endangered fragments of remnant bush and parts of Sydney Park.

e The threat the New M5 poses to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at Kogarah
Golf Club, which are unlikely to survive the tollway’s construction and operation.

e Hundreds of people losing being forced from their homes and businesses before any business
case is released or planning approval granted.

e People affected by compulsory acquisitions being offered below-market prices for their
homes and businesses, and the distress and trauma this has already caused to many people.

e The huge increase in toxic pollution WestConnex will cause, which is known to cause
cancers, respiratory and heart diseases, and impaired lung development in children.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5 at the
same time as it fails to properly consider the negative impacts of the whole project.

e The monstrous St Peters Interchange, which would destroy the character of the local area just
as planned expressways would have destroyed much of Glebe, Camperdown, Annandale and
Ultimo in the 1970s if they had been built.

I ask you to acknowled e my subm1ss1on and respond to each of the concerns I have raised.
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2707
Secretary
NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

I make this submission in relation to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the WestConnex
New M35 project. I strongly object to this project and the entire WestConnex of which this is a part. In
particular, I strongly object to:

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for the $15.4
billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry all the financial risk for the project.

e Construction contracts being let before this EIS was even lodged.

e The enormous amounts of extra traffic that will be induced and dumped by WestConnex into
suburbs across inner, western and south-west Sydney.

e The failure of this EIS to consider how the last part of WestConnex (Stage 3) would
negatively impact suburbs such as Glebe, Camperdown and Annandale, even though it cites
positive impacts of the entire project as justification for building the New MS5.

e The impact this extra traffic will have on the thriving retail precinct of Newtown, including
King St. This traffic, along with any clearways that would inevitably result, will kill off this
this unique area, just as it has on Parramatta Rd and Oxford St.

*  Work to remove asbestos and other toxic materials from the Alexandria Landfill site in St
Peters before this EIS was lodged. This work should not have begun until after any planning
approval was granted. I call on the government to halt this work now.

*  AECOM being paid to do this EIS when it has a poor history of traffic modelling and a strong
conflict of interest due to its commercial interests in the project.

e The appalling standard of community consultation for this project, including the failure to
consult with businesses along the planned route.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex in this EIS, which fails to properly
consider how other options could be a better use of its projected $15.4 billion cost.

* The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces along the route, including a critically
endangered fragments of remnant bush and parts of Sydney Park.

e The threat the New M5 poses to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at Kogarah
Golf Club, which are unlikely to survive the tollway’s construction and operation.

*  Hundreds of people losing being forced from their homes and businesses before any business
case is released or planning approval granted.

* People affected by compulsory acquisitions being offered below-market prices for their
homes and businesses, and the distress and trauma this has already caused to many people.

* The huge increase in toxic pollution WestConnex will cause, which is known to cause
cancers, respiratory and heart diseases, and impaired lung development in children.

* This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5 at the
same time as it fails to properly consider the negative impacts of the whole project.

* The monstrous St Peters Interchange, which would destroy the character of the local area just
as planned expressways would have destroyed much of Glebe, Camperdown, Annandale and
Ultimo in the 1970s if they had been built.

I ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of the concerns I have raised.
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Secretary 2708
NSW Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M35

I make this submission in relation to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the WestConnex
New M35 project. I strongly object to this project and the entire WestConnex of which this is a part. In
particular, I strongly object to:

The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for the $15.4
billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry all the financial risk for the project.
Construction contracts being let before this EIS was even lodged.

The enormous amounts of extra traffic that will be induced and dumped by WestConnex into
suburbs across inner, western and south-west Sydney.

The failure of this EIS to consider how the last part of WestConnex (Stage 3) would
negatively impact suburbs such as Glebe, Camperdown and Annandale, even though it cites
positive impacts of the entire project as justification for building the New M5.

The impact this extra traffic will have on the thriving retail precinct of Newtown, including
King St. This traffic, along with any clearways that would inevitably result, will kill off this
this unique area, just as it has on Parramatta Rd and Oxford St.

Work to remove asbestos and other toxic materials from the Alexandria Landfill site in St
Peters before this EIS was lodged. This work should not have begun until after any planning
approval was granted. I call on the government to halt this work now.

AECOM being paid to do this EIS when it has a poor history of traffic modelling and a strong
conflict of interest due to its commercial interests in the project.

The appalling standard of community consultation for this project, including the failure to
consult with businesses along the planned route.

The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex in this EIS, which fails to properly
consider how other options could be a better use of its projected $15.4 billion cost.

The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces along the route, including a critically
endangered fragments of remnant bush and parts of Sydney Park.

The threat the New M5 poses to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at Kogarah
Golf Club, which are unlikely to survive the tollway’s construction and operation.

Hundreds of people losing being forced from their homes and businesses before any business
case is released or planning approval granted.

People affected by compulsory acquisitions being offered below-market prices for their
homes and businesses, and the distress and trauma this has already caused to many people.
The huge increase in toxic pollution WestConnex will cause, which is known to cause
cancers, respiratory and heart diseases, and impaired lung development in children.

This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5 at the
same time as it fails to properly consider the negative impacts of the whole project.

The monstrous St Peters Interchange, which would destroy the character of the local area just
as planned expressways would have destroyed much of Glebe, Camperdown, Annandale and
Ultimo in the 1970s if they had been built.

I ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of the concerns I have raised.
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2709
Secretary
NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

I'make this submission in relation to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the WestConnex
New M35 project. I strongly object to this project and the entire WestConnex of which this is a part. In
particular, I strongly object to:

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for the $15.4
billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry all the financial risk for the project.

e Construction contracts being let before this EIS was even lodged.

e The enormous amounts of extra traffic that will be induced and dumped by WestConnex into
suburbs across inner, western and south-west Sydney.

e The failure of this EIS to consider how the last part of WestConnex (Stage 3) would
negatively impact suburbs such as Glebe, Camperdown and Annandale, even though it cites
positive impacts of the entire project as justification for building the New M5.

e The impact this extra traffic will have on the thriving retail precinct of Newtown, including
King St. This traffic, along with any clearways that would inevitably result, will kill off this
this unique area, just as it has on Parramatta Rd and Oxford St.

e  Work to remove asbestos and other toxic materials from the Alexandria Landfill site in St
Peters before this EIS was lodged. This work should not have begun until after any planning
approval was granted. I call on the government to halt this work now.

e AECOM being paid to do this EIS when it has a poor history of traffic modelling and a strong
conflict of interest due to its commercial interests in the project.

e The appalling standard of community consultation for this project, including the failure to
consult with businesses along the planned route.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex in this EIS, which fails to properly
consider how other options could be a better use of its projected $15.4 billion cost.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces along the route, including a critically
endangered fragments of remnant bush and parts of Sydney Park.

e The threat the New M5 poses to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at Kogarah
Golf Club, which are unlikely to survive the tollway’s construction and operation.

e Hundreds of people losing being forced from their homes and businesses before any business
case is released or planning approval granted.

e People affected by compulsory acquisitions being offered below-market prices for their
homes and businesses, and the distress and trauma this has already caused to many people.

e The huge increase in toxic pollution WestConnex will cause, which is known to cause
cancers, respiratory and heart diseases, and impaired lung development in children.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5 at the
same time as it fails to properly consider the negative impacts of the whole project.

e The monstrous St Peters Interchange, which would destroy the character of the local area just
as planned expressways would have destroyed much of Glebe, Camperdown, Annandale and
Ultimo in the 1970s if they had been built.

I ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of the concerns I have raised.
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2710
Secretary

NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

I make this submission in relation to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the WestConnex
New M5 project. I strongly object to this project and the entire WestConnex of which this is a part. In
particular, I strongly object to:

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for the $15.4
billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry all the financial risk for the project.

¢ Construction contracts being let before this EIS was even lodged.

e The enormous amounts of extra traffic that will be induced and dumped by WestConnex into
suburbs across inner, western and south-west Sydney.

e The failure of this EIS to consider how the last part of WestConnex (Stage 3) would
negatively impact suburbs such as Glebe, Camperdown and Annandale, even though it cites
positive impacts of the entire project as justification for building the New MS5.

e The impact this extra traffic will have on the thriving retail precinct of Newtown, including
King St. This traffic, along with any clearways that would inevitably resuit, will kill off this
this unique area, just as it has on Parramatta Rd and Oxford St.

e Work to remove asbestos and other toxic materials from the Alexandria Landfill site in St
Peters before this EIS was lodged. This work should not have begun until after any planning
approval was granted. I call on the government to halt this work now.

e AECOM being paid to do this EIS when it has a poor history of traffic modelling and a strong
conflict of interest due to its commercial interests in the project.

e The appalling standard of community consultation for this project, including the failure to
consult with businesses along the planned route.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex in this EIS, which fails to properly
consider how other options could be a better use of its projected $15.4 billion cost.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces along the route, including a critically
endangered fragments of remnant bush and parts of Sydney Park.

e The threat the New M5 poses to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at Kogarah
Golf Club, which are unlikely to survive the tollway’s construction and operation.

e Hundreds of people losing being forced from their homes and businesses before any business
case is released or planning approval granted.

e People affected by compulsory acquisitions being offered below-market prices for their
homes and businesses, and the distress and trauma this has already caused to many people.

e The huge increase in toxic pollution WestConnex will cause, which is known to cause
cancers, respiratory and heart diseases, and impaired lung development in children.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M3 at the
same time as it fails to properly consider the negative impacts of the whole project.

e The monstrous St Peters Interchange, which would destroy the character of the local area just
as planned expressways would have destroyed much of Glebe, Camperdown, Annandale and
Ultimo in the 1970s if they had been built.

I ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of the concerns I have raised.
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Secretary 2711
NSW Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

I make this submission in relation to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the WestConnex
New M5 project. I strongly object to this project and the entire WestConnex of which this is a part. In
particular, I strongly object to:

The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for the $15.4
billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry all the financial risk for the project.
Construction contracts being let before this EIS was even lodged.

The enormous amounts of extra traffic that will be induced and dumped by WestConnex into
suburbs across inner, western and south-west Sydney.

The failure of this EIS to consider how the last part of WestConnex (Stage 3) would
negatively impact suburbs such as Glebe, Camperdown and Annandale, even though it cites
positive impacts of the entire project as justification for building the New MS5.

The impact this extra traffic will have on the thriving retail precinct of Newtown, including
King St. This traffic, along with any clearways that would inevitably result, will kill off this
this unique area, just as it has on Parramatta Rd and Oxford St.

Work to remove asbestos and other toxic materials from the Alexandria Landfill site in St
Peters before this EIS was lodged. This work should not have begun until after any planning
approval was granted. I call on the government to halt this work now.

AECOM being paid to do this EIS when it has a poor history of traffic modelling and a strong
conflict of interest due to its commercial interests in the project.

The appalling standard of community consultation for this project, including the failure to
consult with businesses along the planned route.

The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex in this EIS, which fails to properly
consider how other options could be a better use of its projected $15.4 billion cost.

The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces along the route, including a critically
endangered fragments of remnant bush and parts of Sydney Park.

The threat the New M5 poses to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at Kogarah
Golf Club, which are unlikely to survive the tollway’s construction and operation.

Hundreds of people losing being forced from their homes and businesses before any business
case is released or planning approval granted.

People affected by compulsory acquisitions being offered below-market prices for their
homes and businesses, and the distress and trauma this has already caused to many people.
The huge increase in toxic pollution WestConnex will cause, which is known to cause
cancers, respiratory and heart diseases, and impaired lung development in children.

This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5 at the
same time as it fails to properly consider the negative impacts of the whole project.

The monstrous St Peters Interchange, which would destroy the character of the local area just
as planned expressways would have destroyed much of Glebe, Camperdown, Annandale and
Ultimo in the 1970s if they had been built.

I ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of the concerns I have raised.
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Secretary 2712
NSW Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

I make this submission in relation to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the WestConnex
New M5 project. I strongly object to this project and the entire WestConnex of which this is a part. In
particular, I strongly object to:

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for the $15.4
billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry all the financial risk for the project.

e Construction contracts being let before this EIS was even lodged.

e The enormous amounts of extra traffic that will be induced and dumped by WestConnex into
suburbs across inner, western and south-west Sydney.

e The failure of this EIS to consider how the last part of WestConnex (Stage 3) would
negatively impact suburbs such as Glebe, Camperdown and Annandale, even though it cites
positive impacts of the entire project as justification for building the New M5.

e The impact this extra traffic will have on the thriving retail precinct of Newtown, including
King St. This traffic, along with any clearways that would inevitably result, will kill off this
this unique area, just as it has on Parramatta Rd and Oxford St.

e Work to remove asbestos and other toxic materials from the Alexandria Landfill site in St
Peters before this EIS was lodged. This work should not have begun until after any planning
approval was granted. I call on the government to halt this work now.

e AECOM being paid to do this EIS when it has a poor history of traffic modelling and a strong
conflict of interest due to its commercial interests in the project.

* The appalling standard of community consultation for this project, including the failure to
consult with businesses along the planned route.

¢ The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex in this EIS, which fails to properly
consider how other options could be a better use of its projected $15.4 billion cost.

 The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces along the route, including a critically
endangered fragments of remnant bush and parts of Sydney Park.

o The threat the New M5 poses to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at Kogarah
Golf Club, which are unlikely to survive the tollway’s construction and operation.

Hundreds of people losing being forced from their homes and businesses before any business
case is released or planning approval granted.

» People affected by compulsory acquisitions being offered below-market prices for their
homes and businesses, and the distress and trauma this has already caused to many people.

 The huge increase in toxic pollution WestConnex will cause, which is known to cause
cancers, respiratory and heart diseases, and impaired lung development in children.

»  This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5 at the
same time as it fails to properly consider the negative impacts of the whole project.

e The monstrous St Peters Interchange, which would destroy the character of the local area just
as planned expressways would have destroyed much of Glebe, Camperdown, Annandale and
Ultimo in the 1970s if they had been built.

I ask you to ackngWledge my submission and respond to each of the concerns I have raised.
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Secretary , 2713
NSW Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

I make this submission in relation to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the WestConnex
New M35 project. I strongly object to this project and the entire WestConnex of which this is a part. In
particular, I strongly object to:

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for the $15.4
billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry all the financial risk for the project.

e Construction contracts being let before this EIS was even lodged.

e The enormous amounts of extra traffic that will be induced and dumped by WestConnex into
suburbs across inner, western and south-west Sydney.

e The failure of this EIS to consider how the last part of WestConnex (Stage 3) would
negatively impact suburbs such as Glebe, Camperdown and Annandale, even though it cites
positive impacts of the entire project as justification for building the New MS5.

e The impact this extra traffic will have on the thriving retail precinct of Newtown, including
King St. This traffic, along with any clearways that would inevitably result, will kill off this
this unique area, just as it has on Parramatta Rd and Oxford St.

e Work to remove asbestos and other toxic materials from the Alexandria Landfill site in St
Peters before this EIS was lodged. This work should not have begun until after any planning
approval was granted. I call on the government to halt this work now.

e AECOM being paid to do this EIS when it has a poor history of traffic modelling and a strong
conflict of interest due to its commercial interests in the project.

* The appalling standard of community consultation for this project, including the failure to
consult with businesses along the planned route.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex in this EIS, which fails to properly
consider how other options could be a better use of its projected $15.4 billion cost.

* The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces along the route, including a critically
endangered fragments of remnant bush and parts of Sydney Park.

e The threat the New M5 poses to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at Kogarah
Golf Club, which are unlikely to survive the tollway’s construction and operation.

*  Hundreds of people losing being forced from their homes and businesses before any business
case is released or planning approval granted.

* People affected by compulsory acquisitions being offered below-market prices for their
homes and businesses, and the distress and trauma this has already caused to many people.

e The huge increase in toxic pollution WestConnex will cause, which is known to cause
cancers, respiratory and heart diseases, and impaired lung development in children.

= This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5 at the
same time as it fails to properly consider the negative impacts of the whole project.

e The monstrous St Peters Interchange, which would destroy the character of the local area just
as planned expressways would have destroyed much of Glebe, Camperdown, Annandale and
Ultimo in the 1970s if they had been built.

I ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of the concerns I have raised.
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Secretary 2714
NSW Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

I make this submission in relation to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the WestConnex
New M35 project. I strongly object to this project and the entire WestConnex of which this is a part. In
particular, I strongly object to:

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for the $15.4
billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry all the financial risk for the project.

* Construction contracts being let before this EIS was even lodged.

e The enormous amounts of extra traffic that will be induced and dumped by WestConnex into
suburbs across inner, western and south-west Sydney.

e The failure of this EIS to consider how the last part of WestConnex (Stage 3) would
negatively impact suburbs such as Glebe, Camperdown and Annandale, even though it cites
positive impacts of the entire project as justification for building the New MS5.

e The impact this extra traffic will have on the thriving retail precinct of Newtown, including
King St. This traffic, along with any clearways that would inevitably result, will kill off this
this unique area, just as it has on Parramatta Rd and Oxford St.

e Work to remove asbestos and other toxic materials from the Alexandria Landfill site in St
Peters before this EIS was lodged. This work should not have begun until after any planning
approval was granted. I call on the government to halt this work now.

e AECOM being paid to do this EIS when it has a poor history of traffic modelling and a strong
conflict of interest due to its commercial interests in the project.

e The appalling standard of community consultation for this project, including the failure to
consult with businesses along the planned route.

* The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex in this EIS, which fails to properly
consider how other options could be a better use of its projected $15.4 billion cost.

* The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces along the route, including a critically
endangered fragments of remnant bush and parts of Sydney Park.

e The threat the New M5 poses to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at Kogarah
Golf Club, which are unlikely to survive the tollway’s construction and operation.

e Hundreds of people losing being forced from their homes and businesses before any business
case is released or planning approval granted.

* People affected by compulsory acquisitions being offered below-market prices for their
homes and businesses, and the distress and trauma this has already caused to many people.

* The huge increase in toxic pollution WestConnex will cause, which is known to cause
cancers, respiratorv and heart diseases, and impaired lung development in children.

* This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5 at the
same time as it fails to properly consider the negative impacts of the whole project.

e The monstrous St Peters Interchange, which would destroy the character of the local area just
as planned expressways would have destroyed much of Glebe, Camperdown, Annandale and
Ultimo in the 1970s if they had been built.

I ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of the concerns I have raised.

Name: Dﬂl 0\“-‘2\/ I C¥Yon Email: dl.@my\ﬂy/ &{‘U‘{f@f\ Dadnllc “/47

Address: Q/I’l SY Nlot ANe

Suburb: Wrd Do\ Postoodey PO

Signature: Q M




Secretary 2715
NSW Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

I make this submission in relation to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the WestConnex
New M35 project. I strongly object to this project and the entire WestConnex of which this is a part. In
particular, I strongly object to:

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for the $15.4
billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry all the financial risk for the project.

e Construction contracts being let before this EIS was even lodged.

e The enormous amounts of extra traffic that will be induced and dumped by WestConnex into
suburbs across inner, western and south-west Sydney.

e The failure of this EIS to consider how the last part of WestConnex (Stage 3) would
negatively impact suburbs such as Glebe, Camperdown and Annandale, even though it cites
positive impacts of the entire project as justification for building the New MS5.

e The impact this extra traffic will have on the thriving retail precinct of Newtown, including
King St. This traffic, along with any clearways that would inevitably result, will kill off this
this unique area, just as it has on Parramatta Rd and Oxford St.

e Work to remove asbestos and other toxic materials from the Alexandria Landfill site in St
Peters before this EIS was lodged. This work should not have begun until after any planning
approval was granted. I call on the government to halt this work now.

e AECOM being paid to do this EIS when it has a poor history of traffic modelling and a strong
conflict of interest due to its commercial interests in the project.

e The appalling standard of community consultation for this project, including the failure to
consult with businesses along the planned route.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex in this EIS, which fails to properly
consider how other options could be a better use of its projected $15.4 billion cost.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces along the route, including a critically
endangered fragments of remnant bush and parts of Sydney Park.

e The threat the New M5 poses to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at Kogarah
Golf Club, which are unlikely to survive the tollway’s construction and operation.

e Hundreds of people losing being forced from their homes and businesses before any business
case is released or planning approval granted.

e People affected by compulsory acquisitions being offered below-market prices for their
homes and businesses, and the distress and trauma this has already caused to many people.

e The huge increase in toxic pollution WestConnex will cause, which is known to cause
cancers, respiratory and heart diseases, and impaired lung development in chiidren.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5 at the
same time as it fails to properly consider the negative impacts of the whole project.

e The monstrous St Peters Interchange, which would destroy the character of the local area just
as planned expressways would have destroyed much of Glebe, Camperdown, Annandale and
Ultimo in the 1970s if they had been built.

I ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of the concerns I have raised.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5
2716

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

I make this submission in relation to the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Westconnex
New M5 project. I strongly object to this project and the entire Westconnex of which this is a part. In
particular, I strongly object to:

1) The deliberate removal of scrutiny from the detailed planning, design, construction and
management of this massive $16.8 billion tollway project by handing it to a “private” company,
Sydney Motorways Corporation, where costs are rising at the rate of $2 billion a year.

2) The outsize St Peters interchange plonked down in a century-old inner Sydney suburb where the
local roads were never designed to carry such volumes of vehicle traffic. The EIS admits the
completed tollway(s) will generate worse congestion especially on the Princes Highway at the
junctions with Railway Road and Campbell St and the junction at Campbell and Euston Roads.

3) The psychological and social distress and monetary loss caused by the forced acquisition of
dozens of homes and business premises in St Peters, which will disrupt and break up
communities established for decades. The EIS just dismisses this impact as “collateral damage”.

4) The failure to provide detailed plans so residents can see and assess what the real proposed
changes to Campbell Road and Street and environs are. This is a dereliction of the statutory duty
of providing a realistic Environmental Impact Assessment for the M5 and the earlier M4.

5) The discomfort and disruption to residents’ lives for years to come from curtailment and loss of
both pedestrian and vehicle access to local streets and amenities, including the St Peters School,
the Sydney Park Child Care Centre, the Marrickville Shopping centre, the local parks, and access
to open air because of the continual heavy vehicle traffic with its noise, dust and diesel fumes.

6) The proposal to operate excavation and construction 24 hours a day so St Peters will have to put
up with 5000+ vehicle (2000 heavy vehicle) movements a day for the duration of the project.
Exposure of residents including children at St Peters School and the child care centres to diesel
fumes day and night when diesel exhaust is classified as a carcinogenic pollutant is an outrage.

7) The failure to take into account the considerable increase in local residential population as new
blocks of units are completed — eg, 80+ new units will be completed by the end of 2016 in
Hutchinson St alone — when assessing the impact of the project on local traffic conditions.

8) The loss of over 170 parking spaces in the Simpson Park “triangle” plus competition with
construction workers which will make residents’ parking a nightmare where street parking is
already a source of social tension.

9) The failure of the flood and water quality assessment to consider localised flooding from heavy
rain down Lackey and Hutchinson Streets into Campbell Street despite evidence of more severe
rainstorm events as a consequence of climate change.

10) Plans to widen Euston Rd and bring the tollroad up to windows of homes, destroy many trees and
reduce the heat mitigation effects of Sydney Park and the quality of life in nearby communities.

11) The unprofessicnal analysis of the threal posed by the New M5 to the endangered Green and
Golden Bell Frogs population at Arncliffe, that is unlikely to survive construction and operation.

12) Plans for unfiltered ventilation stacks which do not meet best international practice, and the
complete failure to consider the long-term impact of Westconnex on carbon emissions.

13) A failure to analyse alternatives to Westconnex, particularly public transport and other options
that would make better use of $16.8 billion. Not even a bus lane has been considered in the new
M4 and M5 tollways

I expect you to publish this submission alongside my name and suburb in accordance with the
undertaking published on the Planning Departmen
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Secretary 2717
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

a.

Name: Ampnm l’\/ Vai0) Suburb: / |/(/vt/404/7 Postcode:M

The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found
that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been
used for the M5.

Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.
Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an area
of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia.
There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that
will occur in the area.

According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each
way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle
61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help
because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate
once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause rat-running.

This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park
to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one
the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the
future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such
as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

. Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections

across the project route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2718
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the

project and the whole WestConnex because:

>  Theair quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous
pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

»  Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic

modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.
Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville.

Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the project.
Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses
and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a state
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of great uncertainty.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting

worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:

6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With

an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated

area in Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density

that will occur in the area.

> According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes
are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also
gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area

A4

and cause rat-running. A

> This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle fumes
and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of public open
space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

> Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

> The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area to
help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.

> Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project
route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2719
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI1 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

a. The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads. ‘

b. Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. it is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

c. There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found
that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been
used for the M5.

d. Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

e. Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

f. Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

g. The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

h. Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an area
of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia.
There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that
will occur in the area.

i. According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each
way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle
61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help
because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate
once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause rat-running.

j- This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park
to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one
the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the
future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

k. Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

. The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such
as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

m. Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2720
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the

project and the whole WestConnex because:

1. The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous
pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

2 Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic
modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

3. There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.

4. Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or

Erskineville.

5. Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the
project.

6. Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses

and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a
state of great uncertainty.

7 The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting
worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:
6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few square
kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia. There is no evidence that the
traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that will occur in the area.

8. According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many
lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds
are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to
the area and cause rat-running.

9. This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of
public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are
already in progress.

10.  Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

11.  The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area
to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.

12.  Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project

route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the

project and the whole WestConnex because:

O The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous pollution,
especially those living close to surface roads.

O Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic
modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

O There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.

O Ezxperts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville.

O Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the project.

O Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses
and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a state
of great uncertainty.

O The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting
worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:
6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With
an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated
area in Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density
that will occur in the area.

O According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes
are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also
gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area
and cause rat-running.

O This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle fumes
and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of public open
space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

O  Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

O The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area to
help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.

O Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project
route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the
project and the whole WestConnex because:

1) The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous
pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

2) Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic
modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

3) There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.

4) Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville.

5) Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the
project.

6) Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses
and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a
state of great uncertainty.

7) The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting
worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:
6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

8) Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few
square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia. There is no evidence that
the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that will occur in the area.

9) According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many
lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds
are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to
the area and cause rat-running.

10) This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of
public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are
already in progress.

11) Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

12) The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area
to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.

13) Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project
route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

* The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

°  Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

* There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found
that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been
used for the M5.

* Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

e Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

°  Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

* The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

* Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an area
of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia.
There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that
will occur in the area.

* According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each
way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle
61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help
because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate
once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause rat-running.

e This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park
to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one
the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the
future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

* Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

e The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such
as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

*  Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F { the worst) after the project.

sresressanseenery11220000)

g ; -
Name: PN WMQOL\\) Suburb: /ﬁ’—}/\v(’ Postcode: 22t \"
Street ; ) X 3
Address: /l % SAMU E“' g’\.“LKﬁ Email Address: \V\& esan "6 QAR \\ " Lok
J U

Please publish this submission on the NSW Department of Planning and Environment website



Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment 2724

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

| make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

o

The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found
that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been
used for the M5.

Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.
Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an area
of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia.
There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that
will occur in the area.

According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each
way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle
61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help
because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate
once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause rat-running.

This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park
to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one
the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the
future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such
as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2725
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the
project and the whole WestConnex because:

a) The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous
pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

b) Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic
modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

c) There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.

d) Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville.

e) Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the
project.

f) Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses
and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a
state of great uncertainty.

g) The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting
worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:
6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

h) Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few
square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia. There is no evidence that
the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that will occur in the area.

i) According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many
lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds
are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to
the area and cause rat-running.

j)  This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of
public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are
already in progress.

k) Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

I) The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area
to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.

m) Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project
route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the

project and the whole WestConnex because:

a)
b)
c)
d)

e)

9]

h)

i)

)

k)

1)

------

The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous pollution,
especially those living close to surface roads.

Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic
modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.
Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville. ,

Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the project.
Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses
and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a state
of great uncertainty.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting
worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:
6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With
an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated
area in Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density
that will occur in the area.

According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes
are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also
gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area
and cause rat-running.

This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle fumes
and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of public open
space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.
Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen. .

The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area to
help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.

Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project

route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

s The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

Il.  Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

Ill.  There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already
found that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach
has been used for the M5.

IV.  Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville. -

V.  Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

VI.  Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

VIl. The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

VIIl. Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an
area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in
Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in
density that will occur in the area.

IX.  According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes
each way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can
handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will
not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not
simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause
rat-running.

X.  This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the
park to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already
has one the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without
considering the future inill projects that are already in progress.

Xl.  Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

Xll. The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere,
such as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

Xll. Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

2728

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the

project and the whole WestConnex because:

1. The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous
pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

2. Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic
modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

3. There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.

4. Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville.

5. Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the
project.

6. Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses
and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a
state of great uncertainty.

Zs The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting
worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:
6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few square
kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia. There is no evidence that the
traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that will occur in the area.

8. According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many
lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds
are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to
the area and cause rat-running.

9. This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of
public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are
already in progress.

10.  Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

11.  The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area
to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.

12. Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project

route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2729
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

1. The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

2.  Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

3. There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already
found that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach
has been used for the M5.

4.  Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

5.  Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

6.  Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

7. Theroads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.
Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an
area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in
Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in
density that will occur in the area.

8.  According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes
each way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can
handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will
not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not
simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause
rat-running.

9.  This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the
park to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already
has one the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without
considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

10. Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

11. The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere,
such as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

12.  Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: S51 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

1.  The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

2. Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

3.  Thereis already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already
found that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach
has been used for the M5.

4.  Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

5.  Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

6.  Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

7.  Theroads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.
Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an
area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in
Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in
density that will occur in the area.

8.  According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes
each way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can
handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will
not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not
simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause
rat-running.

9.  This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the
park to vehicie fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already
has one the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without
considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

10. Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

11. The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere,
such as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

12. Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment 2731

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the

project and the whole WestConnex because:

»  Theair quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous
pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

»  Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic

modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.
Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville.

Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the project.
Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses
and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a state

VV V VvV

of great uncertainty.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting
worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:
6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With
an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated
area in Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density

A\

that will occur in the area.

> According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes
are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also
gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area
and cause rat-running. '

> This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle fumes
and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of public open
space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

»  Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

> The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area to
help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.

> Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project
route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

2732

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the

project and the whole WestConnex because:
The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous pollution,
especially those living close to surface roads.
Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic
modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.
There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.
Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville.
Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the project.
Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses
and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a state
of great uncertainty.
The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting
worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:
6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With
an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated
area in Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density
that will occur in the area.
According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes
are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also
gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area
and cause rat-running,
This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle fumes
and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of public open
space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.
Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.
The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area to
help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.
Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project
route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2733
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 551 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

1.  The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

2.  Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

3. Thereis already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already
found that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach
has been used for the M5.

4.  Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

5.  Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

6.  Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

7.  Theroads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.
Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an
area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in
Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in
density that will occur in the area.

8.  According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes
each way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can
handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will
not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not
simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause
rat-running.

9.  This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the
park to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already
has one the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without
considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

10. Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

11. The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere,
such as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

12. Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2734
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the

project and the whole WestConnex because:

®  The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous pollution,
especially those living close to surface roads.

®  Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic
modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

®  There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.

®  Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville.

® Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the project.

®  Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses
and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a state
of great uncertainty.

® The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting
worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:
6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With
an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated
area in Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density
that will occur in the area.

®  According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes
are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also
gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area
and cause rat-running.

®  This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle fumes
and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of public open
space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

®  Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

® The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area to
help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.

® Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project
route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2735
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

D j 14 : Date 23- 2

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the

project and the whole WestConnex because:

L. The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous
pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

2 Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West, It is unacceptable that no traffic
modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

3 There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.

4. Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville.

5. Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the
project.

6. Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses
and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a
state of great uncertainty.

7. The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting

worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:
6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few square
kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia. There is no evidence that the
traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that will occur in the area.

8. According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many
lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds
are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to
the area and cause rat-running.

9. This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of
public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are
already in progress.

10.  Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

11.  The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area
to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.

12. Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project

route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2736
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the

project and the whole WestConnex because:

»  Theair quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous
pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

»  Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic

modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.
Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville.

Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the project.
Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses
and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a state
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of great uncertainty.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting

worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:

6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With

an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated

area in Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density

that will occur in the area.

> According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes
are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also
gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area
and cause rat-running. ‘

> This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle fumes
and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of public open
space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

> Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

> The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area to
help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.

A4

> Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project
route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2737
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS1 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

e The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

*  Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

* There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found
that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been
used for the M5.

* Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

* Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

* Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

¢ The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

* Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an area
of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia.
There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that
wili occur in the area.

* According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each
way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle
61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help
because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate
once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause rat-running.

* This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park
to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one
the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the
future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

* Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

e The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such
as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

e Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F { the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2738

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

| make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

A. The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

B. Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

C. There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found
that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been
used for the M5.

D. Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

E. Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

F. Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

G. The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000residents. Ashmore: 6,000residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000residents.

H. Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000residents, 25,000workers. With an extra 150,0 00people in an area
of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia.
There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that
will occur in the area.

I. According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000cars on 3 lanes each
way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle
61,000cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help
because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridiocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate
once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause rat-running.

J.  This project will carve 11,00 0square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park
to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one
the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the
future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

K. Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM25 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

L. The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such
as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

M. Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F { the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2739
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: S5 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

| make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

A. The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

B. Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

C. There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found
that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been
used for the M5.

D. Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

E. Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

F. Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

G. The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000residents. Ashmore: 6,000residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000residents.

H. Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000residents, 25,000workers. With an extra 150,000people in an area
of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia.
There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that
will occur in the area.

I.  According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000cars on 3 lanes each
way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle
61,000cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help
because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate
once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause rat-running.

J.  This project will carve 11,000square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park
to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one
the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the
future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

K. Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM25 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

L. The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that couid be better used elsewhere, such
as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

M. Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F { the worst) after the project.

................................................................................................... sesesssessssessacrsssanacteanasscssonsaasacsacsens cerne 21222323302

Name: MT’ A,ﬁ\)‘vg D’é\ L.E__ Suburb: N%\J“TOU‘JH Postcode: Q,Q 2‘\-‘ ‘l

Street

Address:_ %5 TEAOW S0 tmail Address: &‘Q"AV\(/\.@ "q\ Q@ ?V Gk - R

Please publish this submission on the NSW Department of Planning and Environment website



Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment 2740
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 551 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

| make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

1.  The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

2. Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

3. Thereis already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already
found that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach
has been used for the M5.

4. Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

5.  Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

6.  Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

7.  Theroads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.
Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an
area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in
Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in
density that will occur in the area.

8.  According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes
each way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can
handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will
not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not
simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause
rat-running.

9.  This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the
park to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already
has one the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without
considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

10. Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

11. The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere,
such as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

12. Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Se.
cretary 2741

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the

project and the whole WestConnex because:
The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous pollution,
especially those living close to surface roads.
Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic
modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.
There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.
Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville.
Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the project.
Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses
and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a state
of great uncertainty.
The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting
worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:
6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers, With
an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated
area in Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density
that will occur in the area.
According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes
are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also
gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area
and cause rat-running.
This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle fumes
and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of public open
space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.
Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.
The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area to
help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.
Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project
route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2742
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the
project and the whole WestConnex because:
I The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous pollution,
especially those living close to surface roads.
IL Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic
modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

II.  There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.

IV.  Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville.

V. Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the project.

VL. Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses
and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a state
of great uncertainty.

VIL.  The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting
worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:
6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With
an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated
area in Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density
that will occur in the area.

VIL  According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes
are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also
gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area
and cause rat-running.

IX.  This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle fumes
and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of public open
space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

X.  Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

XL The new MS5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers’ money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area to
help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.

XIL.  Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project
route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2743
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

| make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

o The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

o Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

o There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found
that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been
used for the M5.

o Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

o Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

o Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

o The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

o Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an area
of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia.
There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that
will occur in the area.

o According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each
way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle
61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help
because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate
once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause rat-running.

o This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park
to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one
the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the
future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

o Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

o The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such
as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

o Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F { the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2744

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS1 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

i. The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

ii.  Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

iii. There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found
that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been

used for the M5.
iv. Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,

Alexandria or Erskineville.
v. Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been

given for the project.

vi. Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

vii. The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

viii. Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an area
of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia.
There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that
will occur in the area.

ix. According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each
way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle
61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help
because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate
once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause rat-running.

X. This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park
to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one
the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the
future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

xi. Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

xii. The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such
as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

xiii. Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2745

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 551 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

A. The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

B. Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

C. There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found
that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been

used for the M5.
D. Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,

Alexandria or Erskineville.

E. Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approvai has been
given for the project.

F.  Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

G. The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000residents. Ashmore: 6,000residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000residents.

H. Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000residents, 25,000workers. With an extra 150,000people in an area
of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia.
There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that
will occur in the area.

. According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000cars on 3 lanes each
way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle
61,000cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help
because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate
once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause rat-running.

J. This project will carve 11,000square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park
to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one
the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the
future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

K. Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM25 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

L. The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such
as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

M. Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2746
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

e The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

°  Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

e There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found
that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been
used for the M5.

e Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

» Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

e Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

e The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

e Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an area
of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia.
There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that
will occur in the area.

e According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each
way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle
61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help
because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate
once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause rat-running.

e This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park
to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one
the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the
future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

» Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

e The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such
as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

e Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

| make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

1st.  The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

2nd. Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable
that no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

3rd. There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already
found that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach
has been used for the M5.

4th. Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

5th. Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

6th. Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

7th. The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

8th. Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an
area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in
Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in
density that will occur in the area.

9th. According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes
each way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can
handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will
not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not
simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause
rat-running.

10th. This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the
park to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already
has one the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without
considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

11th. Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

12th. The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere,
such as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

13th. Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Department of Planning and Environment 2748
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the

project and the whole WestConnex because:

a) The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous pollution,
especially those living close to surface roads. .

b) Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic
modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

c) There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.

d) Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville.

e) Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the project.

f) Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses
and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a state
of great uncertainty.

g) The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting
worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:
6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With
an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated
area in Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density
that will occur in the area.

h) According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes
are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also
gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area
and cause rat-running.

i) This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle fumes
and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of public open
space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

j)  Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

k) The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers’ money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area to
help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.

1) Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project
route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2749
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: S51 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

1.  The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

2. Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

3.  Thereis already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already
found that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach
has been used for the M5.

4.  Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

5.  Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

6. Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

7.  Theroads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.
Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an
area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in
Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in
density that will occur in the area.

8.  According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes
each way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can
handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will
not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not
simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause
rat-running.

9.  This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the
park to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already
has one the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without
considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

10. Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

11. The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere,
such as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

12. Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the

project and the whole WestConnex because:
The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous pollution,
especially those living close to surface roads.
Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic
modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.
There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.
Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville.
Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the project.
Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses
and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a state
of great uncertainty.
The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting
worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:
6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With
an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated
area in Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density
that will occur in the area.
According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes
are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also
gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area
and cause rat-running.
This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle fumes
and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of public open
space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.
Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.
The new MS5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area to
help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.
Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project
route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2751
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: S5 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

| make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

I The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

II.  Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

.  There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already
found that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach
has been used for the M5.

IV. Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

V. Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

VI. Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

VIl. The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of infill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

VIIl. Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an
area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in
Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in
density that will occur in the area.

IX. According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes
each way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can
handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will
not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not
simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause
rat-running.

X.  This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the
park to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already
has one the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without
considering the future infill projects that are already in progress.

Xl.  Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

Xll. The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere,
such as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

Xlll. Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2752
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the
project and the whole WestConnex because:

»  Theair quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous
pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic
modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.
Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville,

Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the project.

Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses

and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a state

of great uncertainty.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting

worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:

6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With

an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated

area in Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density

that will occur in the area.

> According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes
are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also
gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area
and cause rat-running. .

> This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle fumes
and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of public open
space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

> Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

> The new MS5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area to
help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.

VV V VYV V

A4

» Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project
route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

2753

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the

project and the whole WestConnex because:

»  Theair quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous
pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

»  Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic

modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.
Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville.

Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the project.
Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses
and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a state

VV V VvV

of great uncertainty.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting

worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:

6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With

an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated

area in Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density

that will occur in the area.

> According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes
are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also
gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area
and cause rat-running. _

> This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle fumes
and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of public open
space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

> Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

> The new MS5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area to
help.residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.

A4

> Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project
route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2754

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

¢ The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

® Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

¢ There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found
that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been
used for the M5.

¢ Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

& Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

¢ Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

® The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

¢ Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an area
of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia.
There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that
will occur in the area.

¢ According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each
way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle
61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help
because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate
once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause rat-running.

¢ This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park
to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one
the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the
future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

¢ Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

& The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such
as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

¢ Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2755
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

1. The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

2. Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

3. There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already
found that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach
has been used for the M5.

4. Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

5. Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

6.  Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

7. The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.
Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an
area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in
Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in
density that will occur in the area.

8. According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes
each way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can
handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will
not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not
simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause
rat-running.

9.  This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the
park to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already
has one the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without
considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

10. Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

11.  The new MS5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere,
such as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

12. Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2756
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the

project and the whole WestConnex because:

18 The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous
pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

2. Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic
modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

3: There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.

4. Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville.

5. Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the
project.

6. Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses
and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a
state of great uncertainty.

7 The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting
worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:
6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few square
kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia. There is no evidence that the
traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that will occur in the area.

8. According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many
lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds
are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the MS5. It will increase damage done to
the area and cause rat-running.

9, This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of
public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are
already in progress.

10.  Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

11.  The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area
to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.

12.  Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project

route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2757
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

I.  The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds
acceptable levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they
should have been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be
understood.

IIl. 1object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

ll. | am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised.
When the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a
government department or private company to claim ‘ownership’ of a model.

IV. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

V. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

VI. The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

VII. The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

Vlil.Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report
and are therefore not reliable.

IX. 1am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Waestconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

X. Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

Xl. Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 146788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the

project and the whole WestConnex because:

a)
b)
<)
d)
e)

f)

9]

h)

)

k)

)

......

Name: %M' v - Suburb: %&Z{Z%&% Postcode: = 20%2

The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous pollution,
especially those living close to surface roads.

Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic
modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.
Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville.

Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the project.
Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses
and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a state
of great uncertainty.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting
worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:
6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With
an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated
area in Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density
that will occur in the area.

According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes
are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also
gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area
and cause rat-running.

This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle fumes
and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of public open
space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.
Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen. _

The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area to
help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.

Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project

route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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2759

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

¢ The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

® Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. it is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

¢ There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found
that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been
used for the M5.

¢ Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

¢ Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

¢ Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

¢ The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

¢ Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an area
of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia.
There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that
will occur in the area.

¢ According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each
way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle
61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help
because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate
once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause rat-running.

¢ This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park
to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one
the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the
future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

¢ Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

¢ The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such
as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

& Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI1 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

| make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

# The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

® Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

¢ There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found
that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been
used for the M5.

¢ Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

¢ Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

¢ Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

¢ The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

@ Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an area
of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia.
There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that
will occur in the area.

# According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each
way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle
61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help
because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate
once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause rat-running.

@ This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park
to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one
the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the
future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

¢ Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

¢ The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such
as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

® Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2761
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: S5 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

¢ The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

# Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

# There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found
that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been
used for the M5.

@ Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

& Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

¢ Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

@ The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

¢ Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an area
of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia.
There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that
will occur in the area.

¢ According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each
way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle
61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help
because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate
once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause rat-running.

¢ This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park
to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one
the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the
future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

¢ Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

¢ The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such
as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

¢ Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2762
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

a. The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of
dangerous pollution, especially those living close to surface roads. _

b. Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that
no traffic modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

c. There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found
that the flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been
used for the M5.

d. Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown,
Alexandria or Erskineville.

e. Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been
given for the project.

f. Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on
residents, businesses and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is
unreasonable and leaves many in a state of great uncertainty.

g. Theroads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green
Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore: 6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

h. Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an area
of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia.
There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that
will occur in the area.

i. According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each
way. This is almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle
61,000 cars, however many lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help
because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate
once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to the area and cause rat-running.

j.  This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park
to vehicle fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one
the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the
future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

k. Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national
guidelines, yet the EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

. The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such
as on projects that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the
Alexandria and Erskineville area to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that
they are facing over the next ten years.

m. Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections
across the project route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the

project and the whole WestConnex because:

A. The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous
pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

B. Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic
modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

C. There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the

flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.

D. Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville.

E. Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the
project.

F. Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses
and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a
state of great uncertainty.

G. The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting
worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:
6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

H. Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few
square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia. There is no evidence that
the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that will occur in the area.

I. According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many
lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds
are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the M5. It will increase damage done to
the area and cause rat-running.

J. This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of
public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are
already in progress. '

K. Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen. '

L. The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area
to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.

M. Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project

route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary 2764
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the
project and the whole WestConnex because:

A. The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous
pollution, especially those living close to surface roads.

B. Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic
modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

C. There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5.

D. Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville.

E. Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the
project.

F. Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses
and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a
state of great uncertainty.

G. The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting
worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents. Ashmore:
6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.

H. Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few
square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated area in Australia. There is no evidence that
the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density that will occur in the area.

I.  According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many
lanes are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds
are also gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the MS5. It will increase damage done to
the area and cause rat-running.

J. This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of
public open space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are
already in progress. .

K. Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen. ‘

L. The new M5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area
to help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.

M. Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project

route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the

project and the whole WestConnex because:

O The air quality study shows that some communities will be exposed to increased doses of dangerous pollution,
especially those living close to surface roads.

O Westconnex will cause costly traffic chaos throughout the Inner West. It is unacceptable that no traffic
modelling was done past two intersections after the end of the project.

O There is already flooding at St Peters when there are rain storms. Councils have already found that the
flooding modelling is not acceptable for the M4 East and the same approach has been used for the M5,

O  Experts have not been available at very limited EIS sessions. None were held in Newtown, Alexandria or
Erskineville,

O Residents are being forced out of homes at below market prices before approval has been given for the project.

O Most of the information about how Westconnex will deal with the negative impacts on residents, businesses
and schools is pushed off to the post planning approval stage. This is unreasonable and leaves many in a state
of great uncertainty.

O  The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service and are getting
worse because of in-fill developments not allowed for by the EIS: Green Square: 61,000 residents, Ashmore:
6,000 residents. Waterloo Estate: 30,000 residents.Central 2 Eveleigh: 56,000 residents, 25,000 workers. With
an extra 150,000 people in an area of a few square kilometres, this is going to be the most densely populated
area in Australia. There is no evidence that the traffic models have factored in this huge increase in density
that will occur in the area.

O According to the business case, Euston Road is supposed to handle 61,000 cars on 3 lanes each way. This is
almost 10 times what it can handle on 2 lanes. There is no way it can handle 61,000 cars, however many lanes
are added to it. Adding extra lanes to Euston will not help because the roads that Euston Road feeds are also
gridlocked. Traffic does not simply dissipate once it leaves the M5, It will increase damage done to the area
and cause rat-running,

O  This project will carve 11,000 square metres from Sydney Park and expose the rest of the park to vehicle fumes
and noise. This damage is particularly felt, because this area already has one the lowest amounts of public open
Space per person in Australia, even without considering the future in-fill projects that are already in progress.

O Alexandria residents are already exposed to levels of PM2.5 particles that exceed national guidelines, yet the
EIS predicts that these levels will only worsen.

G The new MS5 is an unfair waste of taxpayers' money that could be better used elsewhere, such as on projects
that improve transport infrastructure out west or in the regions, or in the Alexandria and Erskineville area to
help residents cope with the massive rise in density that they are facing over the next ten years.

O  Westconnex is no solution to traffic congestion as the EIS shows that several intersections across the project

route will remain at Level of Service F ( the worst) after the project.
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment 2766
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

v The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

v’ 1 object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

v 1am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

v Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

v’ Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

v' The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

v' The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

v Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report and
are therefore not reliable.

v 1am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

v' Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For montbhs it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

v' Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secret ary
Department o fPlanning and Envio nment
Bo x39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

1.

10.

11.
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The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have
been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

| object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

| am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When
the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government
department or private company to claim ‘ownership' of a model.

Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report
and are therefore not reliable.

I am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and AECOM
have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that Westconnex has a
plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 2768

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 551 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

I. The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds
acceptable levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they
should have been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be
understood.

Il. 1object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

Il. 1am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised.
When the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a
government department or private company to claim ‘ownership' of a model.

IV. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

V. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

VI. The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

VII. The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

VIll.Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report
and are therefore not reliable.

IX. 1am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

X. Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

XI. Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 2769
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 551 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

A. The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have
been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

B. | object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

C. 1 am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When
the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government
department or private company to claim ‘ownership' of a model.

D. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

E. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

F. The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

G. The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

H. Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report
and are therefore not reliable.

I. 1 am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and AECOM
have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that Westconnex has a
plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

J.  Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

K. Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment 2770
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

A. The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have
been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

B. 1| object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

C. |am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When
the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government
department or private company to claim 'ownership’ of a model.

D. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

E. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

F. The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

G. The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

H. Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report
and are therefore not reliable.

. 1am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and AECOM
have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that Westconnex has a
plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

J.  Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

K. Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 2771
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS1 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

O
%®

The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

% T object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up

over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them

threatened by a new tollway.

I am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the

assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to

independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership' of a2 model.

Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming

to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner

transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. I am aware that in

cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable

levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only

done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the

cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later

operation.

% Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report and
are therefore not reliable.

% I am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

% Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

% Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be

generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment 2772
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS1 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

v The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

v’ 1 object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

v' 1 am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

v Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

v Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

v' The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

v" The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

v Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report and
are therefore not reliable.

v 1am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted propetly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

v" Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

v" Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment 2773
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS1 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

I.  The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds
acceptable levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they
should have been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be
understood.

Il. 1object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

Ill. 1am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised.
When the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a
government department or private company to claim ‘'ownership' of a model.

IV. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

V. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware thatin
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

VI. The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

VIl. The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

VIil.Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report
and are therefore not reliable.

IX. 1am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

X. Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

XI. Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment 2774

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

= The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

= T object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

= T am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

= Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

= Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

= The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

= The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

= Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report and
are therefore not reliable.

* I am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

= Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

= Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Depaitment o fPlanning and Envilo nment 2775
Bo x39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

1.

10.

11.

The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have
been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

I object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

I am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When
the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government
department or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report
and are therefore not reliable.

I am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and AECOM
have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that Westconnex has a
plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Department of Planning and Environment 2776
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS1 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

| make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

01. The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have
been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

02. | object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

03. | am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When
the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government
department or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

04. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

05. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

06. The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

07. The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

08. Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report
and are therefore not reliable.

09. | am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and AECOM
have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that Westconnex has a
plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

10. Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

11. Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

| make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

¢

The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have
been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

| object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

| am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When
the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government
department or private company to claim ‘'ownership’ of a model.

Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report
and are therefore not reliable.

| am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and AECOM
have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that Westconnex has a
plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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2778

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this gubmission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

i.  The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

ii. I object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

ili. Iam aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

iv.  Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

v.  Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

vi.  The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

vii.  The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

vili. ~ Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report and
are therefore not reliable.

ix.  Iam particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

x.  Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to 2 major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

xi.  Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: 551 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
T object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

A. The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

B. T object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

C. T am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond ‘to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

D. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

E. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents’ homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

F. The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

G. The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

H. Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report and
are therefore not reliable.

I I'am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

J. Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

K. Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.

......... . e tarearesieataarenrannsesnsananasysssr)s0)

Name: /m M/ Suburb: W% Postcodezgo‘%’
i::f:ss: %23 g’f(& 04(- = Email Address:

Please publish this submission on the NSW Department of Planning and Environment website




Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment

2780

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

| make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

Vi.

Vii.

viii.

Xi.

The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have
been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

| object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

| am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When
the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government
department or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report
and are therefore not reliable.

| am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and AECOM
have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that Westconnex has a
plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

Waestconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 781
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

A. The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have
been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

B. |object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

C. |am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When
the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government
department or private company to claim ‘ownership’ of a model.

D. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

E. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

F. The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

G. The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

H. Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report
and are therefore not reliable.

. 1am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and AECOM
have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that Westconnex has a
plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

J.  Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

K. Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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2782

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

I.  The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds
acceptable levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they
should have been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be
understood.

Il. | object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

lil. 1 am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised.
When the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a
government department or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

IV. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

V. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

VI. The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

VIl. The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

Vlll.Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report
and are therefore not reliable.

IX. | am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

X. Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

Xl. Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment 2783
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 551 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

a. The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

b. T object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

c. Iam aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

d. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

e. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents’ homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

f.  The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

g. The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

h. Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report and
are therefore not reliable.

i. I am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

j-  Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

k. Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment 2784
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 -

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 551 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

a. The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

b. I object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

c. Iam aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

d. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

e. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents’ homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

f. The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

g. The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

h. Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report and
are therefore not reliable.

i. Iam particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

j-  Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

k. Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 2785

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: S5 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

i. The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have
been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

ii. |1object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

iii. 1 am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When
the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government
department or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

iv. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

v. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

vi. The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

vii. The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

viii. Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report
and are therefore not reliable.

ix. 1 am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and AECOM
have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that Westconnex has a
plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

x. Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

xi. Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 2786
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS1 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

v The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

v’ T object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

v" 1 am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

v" Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

v' Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

v" The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

v The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

v' Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report and
are therefore not reliable.

v" T am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

v" Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to 2 major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

v" Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be -
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 2787
Department of Planning and Environment .
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

e The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have
been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

* |l object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

* | am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to fuil information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When
the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government
department or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

e Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

 Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

e The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

e The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

* Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report
and are therefore not reliable.

e lam particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and AECOM
have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that Westconnex has a
plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

* Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

° Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 2788
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS1 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

4 The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

# I object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

% I am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership' of a2 model.

# Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

4 Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

# The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

# The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

4 Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report and
are therefore not reliable.

4 Tam particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

4 Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

4 Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 2789

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

= The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

= T object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

= ] am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

= Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

= Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

=  The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

* The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

= Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report and
are therefore not reliable.

= T am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

= Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

= Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 2790
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS1 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

a. The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

b. T object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

c. Iam aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership’ of a model.

d. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

e. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

f. The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

g. The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

h. Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report and
are therefore not reliable.

i. Iam particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

j-  Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

k. Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 2791
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

v The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

v T object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

v" 1 am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

v’ Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

v’ Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

v The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

v’ The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

v’ Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report and
are therefore not reliable.

v" T 'am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

v" Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

v" Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 2792
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS1 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

| make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

i. The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have
been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

ii. |objectto the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

iii. | am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When
the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government
department or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

iv. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

v. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents’ homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

vi. The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

vii. The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

viii. Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report
and are therefore not reliable.

ix. 1am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and AECOM
have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that Westconnex has a
plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

X. Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

xi. Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 2793

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

o The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

o I object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

o Iam aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

o Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

o Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

o The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix ] could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

o The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

o Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report and
are therefore not reliable.

o Iam particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

o Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

o Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary
y : 2794
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

A. The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

B. I object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

C. I'am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model,

D. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

E. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

F. The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

G. The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

H. Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report and
are therefore not reliable.

L. Tam particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

J. Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

K. Noise monitoring has beegrfoo¥jmited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by constructiort and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 2795

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 551 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

| make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

i. The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have
been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

ii. |object tothe removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

iii. 1 am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modeliing. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When
the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government
department or private company to claim 'ownership’ of a model.

iv. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

v. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents’ homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

vi. The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

vii. The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

viii. Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report
and are therefore not reliable.

ix. 1 am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and AECOM
have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that Westconnex has a
plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

X. Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

xi. Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 2796
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

I.  The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds
acceptable levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they
should have been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be
understood.

Il. | object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

lll. 1 am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised.
When the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a
government department or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

IV. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

V. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

VI. The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

VIl. The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

Vill.Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report
and are therefore not reliable.

IX. | am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

X. Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

Xl. Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment 2797
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

| make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

A. The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have
been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

B. | object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

C. |am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When
the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government
department or private company to claim ‘ownership’ of a model.

D. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

E. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware thatin
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

F. The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

G. The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

H. Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report
and are therefore not reliable.

I. | am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and AECOM
have not consuited properly with this community or informed residents that Westconnex hasa
plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

J. Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

K. Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated By construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 2798
Department of Planning and Environment :

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: S5 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). |
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

* The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have
been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

* | object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

e | am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When
the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government
department or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

* Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

* Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

¢ The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

* The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

e Independent experts have reported that some of the tables are inaccurate in the noise report
and are therefore not reliable.

* | am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and AECOM
have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that Westconnex has a
plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

e Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

* Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 2799

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS1 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS). I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

1) The suggestion that tunneling activities would need to be conducted 84 hours per day,
seven days a week, including associated activities such as spoil handling and haulage is
not justified, This will place great pressure on significant numbers of nearby
residents throughout day and night-time periods.

2) Tunnelling would cause vibration and damage to homes. The EIS says it will only be for
a short period but does not say what a short period is.

3) The EIS repeatedly says that threats to the liveable environment of residents during
construction and operation would be subject to plans developed later. These plans
should be available in the EIS.

4) AECOM's analysis of 'alternatives' provides no solid evidence. A combination of demand
management of traffic and new public transport projects, especially for the western
Sydney should have been explored.

5) Unfiltered ventilation stacks should not be used when safer filtered stacks are being
used in other parts of the world. I am particularly concerned about residents on hills
and in high buildings in Kingsgrove. St Peters, Arncliffe and Alexandria.

6) 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.,
Clem?7).

7) Tollways are not a solution. The average daily travel time in Sydney has been stable at
about 80 minutes per person for decades, while the average trip distance has increased
substantially. In this time, billions have been spent on tollways. Travellers are spending
more than ever on tolls, yet are not spending any less time travelling.

8) The project will cause immense social harm. It will destroy long-established
communities. It will cause an increase in air pollution-related deaths and illnesses. The
increase in air pollution will further inhibit lung and nervous system development in
children.

9) Tunnelling would expose residents to property damage and in some cases would occur
only 20 metres below the house. This is not acceptable.

10) There are numerous ways of spending $17 billion that would deliver a much greater
social and economic benefit, and would not cause so much destruction.

11) The social impact study is little more than a ‘cut and paste' job and is insulting to
communities where hundreds of tenants and owners have lost homes and others will
live in decimated communities.

12) TUsage of the M5 is not growing, and has not grown for some years. This project only
makes an existing road more expensive for commuters. It will save little time, if any,
and at an exorbitant price. As the EIS acknowledges, the tolls are going to force drivers
off the M5 and onto local roads, and no wonder. The Updated Strategic Business Case
shows that for almost all of its users, the Value of Time saved is less than the cost of

using WestConnex.

eseasessassescse; 232003010

Name: DQ é/‘Q S///) 7 /’/\O! Suburb: /\/el,/ fab\/f?ostcode: -104" 2
Street :
Adr:fess: /S 5 pﬂ@é@./‘ / S?k Email Address:

Please publish this submission on the NSW Department of Planning and Environment website






