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

Submission to DP & E Project Number:55114 6788 Westannex New MS: 

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions with 
businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous businesses, 
induding retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify KingStreet, including 
speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future years, traffic modelling indicates 
that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' 
scenario and 2031 cumulativescenario when compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical 
Working Paper Traffic and transport (Appendix 6). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative 
case, where AM peak hour volumes southbound would increase by around 35percent when compared to the 
'without project' scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant AM peak hour and is 
within the design carrying capacity of the road. As there would not be anysignificant changes to traffic volumes 
or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part of thisproject, the project would not have a significant 
impact on businesses or amenity along King Street' 

• These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when the 
M4-M5 link - Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject to 
planning approve and no details are included in the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

• Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being 
considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program of works. No data has been provided 
as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 21$ built and Stage 3 NOT built. 

• No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
(a undergoing concept development') will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. However, 
by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all lanes to be available for 
traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of carparking would be to the 
discretion of Roads and Maritime'. 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local 
road networks can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and 
Maritime, decimating hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, 
Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

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

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where A M  peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant AM peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or  amenity along King Street" 

• These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 

to planning approval" and no details are included in the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

• Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being 
considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program of  works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

• No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of  car 
parking would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Departm etio fPlanningand Enviro nm an 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 5S114 6788 WestConnex New MS:  

I ob:p ct to the pro pct and the who leWestCo n no because: 

Westco nno has made no effo rt whatso e'er to co rsult or ho Idm etings or info rmatio nsessio rs 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, En m re, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where A M  peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant AM peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or  amenity along King Street" 

I. These assertio rs are made with great certainty but are nothing m re than a fabricatio nwhen 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is o ryk "undergoing concept development and subject 
to planning approval" and no details are included in the EIS. 

II. Westco nn a has not issued the assumptio rs and the m o dellingaram ters o nwhich they are 
basing these statem etz, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

III. Each Stage o fthe pro pct is being assessed separately, but the impact o feach pro pct is being 
co rsidered in the co rtext o fthe wider Westco nne pro gam o fworks. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to  King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

IV. No details whatso Ever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffi c level co Items in King Street, En m re 
Road, Edgeware Road, Eusto nRoad, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 
carparking would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number:55114 6788 WestConnex New MS: 

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions with 
businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous businesses, 
induding retail services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify King Street, induding 
speed limits or on-street parkingarrangements along King Street. In future years, traffic modelling indicates 
that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced peak hour volumes under the 2021 with project' 
scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical 
Working Paper:Traffic and transport (Appendix ). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative 
case, where AM peak hour volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 
'without project' scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant AM peak hour and is 
within the design carrying capacity of the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic volumes 
or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part of this project, the project would not have a significant 
impact on businesses or amenity along King Street' 

• These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when the 
M4-M5 link - Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoingconceptdevelopmentandsubject to 
planningapprovat and no details are included in the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

• Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being 
considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program of works. No data has been provided 
as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 21$ built and Stage 3 NOT built. 

• No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoingconceptdevelopmenr)willalleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that " parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. However, 
by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all lanes to be available for 
traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of carparking would be to the 
discretion of Roads and Maritime': 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local 
road networks can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and 
Maritime, decimating hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, 
Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number:SSI14 6788 WestConnex New MS: 

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions with 
businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (13-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous businesses, 
induding retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify KingStreet, including 
speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future years, traffic modelling indicates 
that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' 
scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical 
Working Paper: Traffic and transport (Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative 
case, where AM peak hour volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 
'without project' scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant AM peak hour and is 
within the design carrying capacity of the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic volumes 
or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part of this project, the project would not have a significant 
impact on businesses or amen ityalong King Street" 

• These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when the 
M4-M5 link - Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject to 
planning approval' and no details are included in the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

• Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being 
considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program of works. No data has been provided 
as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 21$ built and Stage 3 NOT built. 

• No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (13-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. However, 
by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all lanes to be available for 
traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of carparking would be to the 
discretion of Roads and Maritime. 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local 
road networks can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and 
Maritime, decimating hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, 
Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Departm etio fPlanningand Enviro n m tn 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M 5 :  

I obk ct to the pro krt and the who leWestCo nn ff because: 

Westco nn if has made no effo rt whatso e'er to co rsult or ho Idm etings or info rmatio nsessio rs 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, En m r ,  Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits o r  on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 

years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where A M  peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant AM peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

I. These assertio rs are made with great certainty but are nothing m re than a fabricatio nwhen 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is o nt "undergoing concept development and subject 

to planning approval' and no details are included in the EIS. 
II. Westco nn e has not issued the assumptio rs and the m o dellinigaram ters o nwhich they are 

basing these statem e t ,  so their accurancy can n Ct be tested by independent experts. 
III. Each Stage o fthe pro kct is being assessed separately, but the impact o feach pro kct is being 

co rsidered in the co rtext o fthe wider Westco nn or pro gam o fworks. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to King Street and surroun ding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

IV. No details whatso e'er have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffi c level co items in King Street, En m r. 
Road, Edgeware Road, Eusto nRoad, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 
caroarkinq would be to the discretion of  Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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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 MS: 

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits o r  on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant A M  peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the rood. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

a) These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 
to planning approvar and no details are included in the EIS. 

b) Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

c) Each Stage o f  the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of  each project is being 
considered in the context of  the wider Westconnex program o f  works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

d) No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 
carparkina would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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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 M 5 :  

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant AM peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or  amenity along King Street" 

a) These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 
to planning approval" and no details are included in the EIS. 

b) Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

c) Each Stage of  the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being 
considered in the context of  the wider Westconnex program of  works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

d) No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 
carparking would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E  Project Number: SSI 14 6785 WestConnex New M5: 

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions with businesses 
and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous businesses, including retail, 
services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking 
arrangements along King Street. In future years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to 
experience reduced peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when compared 
to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport (Appendix ). The exception to this 
would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent 
when compared to the 'without project' scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant AM peak hour and 
is within the design carrying capacity of the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic volumes or no 
modifications to King Street are proposed as part of this project, the project would not have a significant impact on businesses 

or amenity along King Street" 

• These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when the M4-M5 link - 
Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject to planning approvar and no 
details are included in the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are basing these 

statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 
• Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being considered in the 

context of the wider Westconnex program of works. No data has been provided as to what happens to King 
Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 3 NOT built. 

• No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' ("undergoing concept 
development') will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, 
Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. However, by around 
2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all lanes to be available for traffic and off-peak parking 

may need to be removed. The removal of carparldng would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks can 
only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating hundreds 
of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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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 MS:  

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant A M  peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or  amenity along King Street" 

• These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 
to planning approval" and no details are included in the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

• Each Stage of  the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of  each project is being 
considered in the context of  the wider Westconnex program of  works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to  King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

• No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 
carparkina would be to the discretion of  Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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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 MS:  

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits o r  on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant A M  peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

o These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to  St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 
to planning approval" and no details are included in the EIS. 

o Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

o Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of  each project is being 
considered in the context o f  the wider Westconnex program o f  works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to  King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

o No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 
carparkina would be to the discretion of  Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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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 M 5 :  

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant A M  peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

a) These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 

to planning approvar and no details are included in the EIS. 
b) Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 

basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 
c) Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being 

considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program of  works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

d) No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 
carparking would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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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: 

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant AM peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or  amenity along King Street" 

4- These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 
to planning approval" and no details are included in the EIS. 
Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

4- Each Stage of  the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being 
considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program o f  works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

4- No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 
carparking would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to D P  & E  Vect Number: SS I 14 6788 WestConnex New M5: 

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made n o  effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions with 
businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Ersldneville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street a n d  Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does n o t  propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits o r  on-street parking arrangements along ICmg Street. In  future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected i n  m o s t  cases to experience reduced 
peak  hour  volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario a n d  2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and  transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in  the 2031 cumulative case, where A M  p e a k  hour 
volumes southbound would increase b y  around 3 5  p e r  cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this i s  i n  the opposing direction to the dominant A M  p e a k  hour  and is within the 
design carrying capacity o f  the road. A s  there would n o t  be a n y  significant changes to traffic volumes 
or  n o  modifications to King Street are proposed as part  o f  this project, the project would n o t  have a 
significant impact  o n  businesses o r  ameni ty  along King Street" 

• These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when the 
M4-M5 link - Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject to 
planning approval" and no details are included in  the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not  issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested b y  independent experts. 

• Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but  the impact of each project is being 
considered in the context of  the wider Westconnex program of works. No data has been provided 
as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in  Stage 2 IS  built and Stage 3 NOT 
built. 

• No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be  provided during off-peak periods. 
However, b y  around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road m a y  require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and  off-peak parking m a y  need  to be  removed  The  r e m o v a l  o f  car 
p a r k i n g  w o u l d  b e  t o  t h e  d i s c re t i on  o f  R o a d s  a n d  Maritime. 

This  conf irms that t h e  inevitable increase  i n  traffic o n  already overcrowded local  road 
networks c a n  o n l y  b e  so lved  through the  impos i t ion  o f  c learways b y  Roads and 
Maritime, decimating hundreds  o f  bus inesses  i n  King Street  Newtown,  Euston Road, 
Mitchel l  Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS! 14 6788 WestConnex New MS:  

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant A M  peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or  amenity along King Street" 

� These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 
to planning approvar and no details are included in the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

� Each Stage of  the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being 
considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program o f  works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

� No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 
carparkinq would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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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 M 5 :  

I object to  the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant A M  peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or  amenity along King Street" 

i. These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 
to planning approvar and no details are included in the EIS. 
Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

iii. Each Stage of  the project is being assessed separately, but the impact o f  each project is being 
considered in the context of  the wider Westconnex program o f  works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to  King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

iv. No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 
carparking would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 55114 6788 WestConnex New M5 

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant AM peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

• These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 
to planning approval" and no details are included in the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

• Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being 
considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program of works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

• No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of car 
parking would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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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 M 5 :  

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 

years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant AM peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

+ These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 

to planning approval" and no details are included in the EIS. 
• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 

basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 
+ Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of  each project is being 

considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program of  works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to  King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

+ No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 
carparking would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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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 MS:  

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 

years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant AM peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

o These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 

the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 

to planning approvar and no details are included in the EIS. 

o Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

o Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being 
considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program of  works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to  King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

o No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic petformance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 
carparking would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 55114 6788 WestConnex New M 5 :  

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits o r  on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 

years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant AM peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

a) These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 

to planning approval" and no details are included in the EIS. 
b) Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 

basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 
c) Each Stage of  the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being 

considered in the context of  the wider Westconnex program of  works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

d) No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 
carparking would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M 5 :  

I object to  the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 

years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant AM peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 

not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

o These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 

the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 

to planning approvar and no details are included in the EIS. 

o Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

o Each Stage of  the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being 

considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program of works. No data has been 

provided as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 

3 NOT built. 

o No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 

("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 

However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 
carparking would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to D P  & E  Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M S :  

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made n o  effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions with 
businesses and shops in  the thriving Newtown, Erunore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street a n d  Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and  cafes. The project does n o t  propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits o r  on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In  future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is  expected in  mos t  cases to experience reduced 
p e a k  hour  volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and  2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic a n d  transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where A M  peak  hour 
volumes southbound would increase b y  around 3 5  p e r  cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is  in  the opposing direction to the dominant A M  peak  hour  and is within the 
design carrying capacity o f  the road. A s  there would n o t  be a n y  significant changes to traffic volumes 
or  n o  modifications to King Street are proposed as par t  o f  this project, the project would n o t  have a 
significant impact on businesses o r  amenity  along King Street" 

• These assertions are made with great certainty bu t  are nothing more than a fabrication when the 
M4-M5 link - Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and  subject to 
planning approval" and no details are included in  the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and  the modelling parameters o n  which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested b y  independent experts. 

• Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but  the impact of each project is being 
considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program of works. No data has been provided 

as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 3 NOT 
built. 

• No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, b y  around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road m a y  require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking m a y  need  to be removed. T h e  r e m o v a l  o f  car 
p a r k i n g  w o u l d  b e  t o  t h e  d i sc re t ion  o f  R o a d s  a n d  Maritime'. 

This  conf irms that t h e  inevitable increase  i n  traffic o n  already overcrowded local  road 
networks  can  on ly  b e  so lved through the  impos i t ion  o f  clearways b y  Roads and 
Maritime, decimating hundreds o f  bus inesses  i n  King Street Newtown,  Euston Road, 
Mitchel l  Road, Edgeware Road. 
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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 MS 

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant AM peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

• These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 
to planning approvar and no details are included in the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

• Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being 
considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program of works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

• No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available fo r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of car 
parking would be to the discretion of  Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clea ays by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundredsr1:66in sses in King Strept N ow ston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to D P  & E  Project Number: 85I14 6788 WestConnex New MS: 

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made n o  effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions with 
businesses and shops in  the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street a n d  Enrnore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and  cafes. The project does n o t  propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits o r  on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is  expected i n  m o s t  cases to experience reduced 
peak  hour  volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and  2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic a n d  transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in  the 2031 cumulative case, where A M  p e a k  hour 
volumes southbound would increase b y  around 3 5  p e r  cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this i s  i n  the opposing direction to the dominant A M  p e a k  hour  and is within the 
design carrying capacity o f  the road. A s  there would n o t  be  a n y  significant changes to traffic volumes 
or  n o  modifications to King Street are proposed as part  o f  this project, the project would n o t  have a 
significant impact o n  businesses o r  ameni ty  along King Street" 

• These assertions are made with great certainty but  are nothing more than a fabrication when the 
M4-M5 link - Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject to 
planning approval" and no details are included in  the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not  issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters o n  which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested b y  independent experts. 

• Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but  the impact of  each project is being 
considered in the context of  the wider Westconnex program of  works. No data has been provided 
as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS  built and Stage 3 NOT 
built. 

• No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development') will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be  provided during off-peak periods. 
However, b y  around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road m a y  require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic a n d  off-peak parking m a y  need  to be  removed. T h e  r e m o v a l  o f  car 
p a r k i n g  w o u l d  b e  t o  t h e  d i sc re t ion  o f  R o a d s  a n d  Maritime'. 

This  conf irms that t h e  inevitable increase  i n  traffic o n  a lready overcrowded local  road 
networks can  o n l y  b e  so lved  through the  impos i t ion  o f  c learways b y  Roads and 
Maritime, dec imat ing  hundreds  o f  bus inesses  i n  King Street  Newtown,  Euston Road, 
Mitchel l  Road, Edgeware Road. 
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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 MS: 

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits o r  on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant A M  peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or  amenity along King Street" 

i. These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to  St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 
to planning approvar and no details are included in the EIS. 
Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

iii. Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of  each project is being 
considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program of  works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to  King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

iv. No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 
carparlcing would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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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 MS: 

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 

with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 

businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 

King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 

years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 

peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 

compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 

(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 

volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 

scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant A M  peak hour and is within 

the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 

volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 

not have a significant impact on businesses or  amenity along King Street" 

a) These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 

the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 

to planning approval" and no details are included in the EIS. 

b) Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 

basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

c) Each Stage of  the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being 

considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program of  works. No data has been 

provided as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 

3 NOT built. 
d) No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 

("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 

Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 

However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 

lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 

carparkina would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 

can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 

hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number:SSI14 678.9 Westannex New MS: 

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that " King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous businesses, 
induding retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify KingStreet, induding 
speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical 
Working Paper: Traffic and transport (Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative 
case, where AM peak hour volumes southbound would increase by around 35per cent when compared to the 'without project' scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant AM peak hour and is within the design carrying capacity of the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic volumes 
or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part of this project, the project would not have a significant 
impact on businesses or amenity along King Street' 

• These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when the 
M4-145 link - Haberfield to St Peters is only " undergoing concept development and subject to 
planning approval' and no details are included in the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 
• Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being 

considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program of works. No data has been provided 
as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 21$ built and Stage 3 NOT built. 

• No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway 
(" undergoing concept development') will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require al I lanes to be available for traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed The removal o f  carparking would he to the 
discretion o f  Roads and Maritime'. 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 

Caik Suburb: N A .  . . ) (k r " - .1 . f :X. - r -ek 
Postcode. D--131 25 Street 

Address: e — y 1 .  te-1\  
Email Address: & - k i a . . t . _ . Y h : P _ . / 2 - C l  Q O r Y i  ; 

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

3126



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

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS! 14 6788 WestConnex New MS:  

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 

years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where A M  peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant A M  peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

+ These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 

to planning approval" and no details are included in the EIS. 
+ Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 

basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 
+ Each Stage of  the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of  each project is being 

considered in the context of  the wider Westconnex program of  works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to  King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

+ No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 
carparkina would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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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 MS: 

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 

with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 

King Street, including speed limits o r  on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 

years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 

peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 

compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 

(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 

volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 

scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant A M  peak hour and is within 

the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 

volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 

not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

a. These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 

the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 

to planning approval" and no details are included in the EIS. 

b. Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 

basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

c. Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being 

considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program of  works. No data has been 

provided as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 

3 NOT built. 
d. No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 

("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 

Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 

However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 

lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 

carparking would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 

can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 55114 6788 WestConnex New MS 

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 

years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant A M  peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

• These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 

to planning approvar and no details are included in the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

• Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of  each project is being 
considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program of works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

• No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available fo r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of car 
parking would be to the discretion of  Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of b u s i e s  in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to D P  & E  Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M 5 :  

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions with businesses 
and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous businesses, including retail, 
services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking 
arrangements along King Street In future years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to 
experience reduced peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when compared 
to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport (Appendix G). The exception to this 
would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent 
when compared to the 'without project' scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant AM peak hour and 
is within the design carrying capacity of the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic volumes or no 
modifications to King Street are proposed as part of this project the project would not have a significant impact on businesses 

or amenity along King Street" 

• These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when the M4-M5 link - 
Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject to planning approval" and no 
details are included in the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are basing these 
statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

• Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being considered in the 
context of the wider Westconnex program of works. No data has been provided as to what happens to King 
Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2IS built and Stage 3 NOT built. 

• No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' ("undergoing concept 
development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, 
Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. However, by around 
2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all lanes to be available for traffic and off-peak parking 

may need to be removed. The removal of carparking would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks can 
only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating hundreds 
of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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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 M 5 :  

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 

years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant A M  peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

• These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 

to planning approval" and no details are included in the EIS. 
• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 

basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 
• Each Stage of  the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of  each project is being 

considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program of  works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

•7 No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 
carparking would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 55114 6788 WestConnex New MS 

I object to  the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant A M  peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

• These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 

to planning approval" and no details are included in the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

• Each Stage of  the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being 
considered in the context of  the wider Westconnex program of  works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

• No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available fo r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of car 
parking would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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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 MS 

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 

years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant AM peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

• These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 

to planning approval" and no details are included in the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

• Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being 
considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program of works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 N O T  built. 

• No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of car 
parking would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 55114 6788 WestConnex New MS:  

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where A M  peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant A M  peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses o r  amenity along King Street" 

1) These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 
to planning approval" and no details are included in the EIS. 

2) Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

3) Each Stage of  the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of  each project is being 
considered in the context of  the wider Westconnex program of  works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

4) No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes t o  be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 
carparking would be to the discretion o f  Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 55/ 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant A M  peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

• These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 
to planning approval" and no details are included in the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

• Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being 
considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program of works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

• No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available fo r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of car 
parking would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS! 14 6788 WestConnex New M 5 :  

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 

years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant AM peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

a) These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 

to planning approval" and no details are included in the EIS. 
b) Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 

basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 
c) Each Stage of  the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of  each project is being 

considered in the context of  the wider Westconnex program o f  works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

d) No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 
carparking would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney N S W  2001 

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

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made n o  effort whatsoever to consult or  hold meetings or information sessions with 
businesses and shops in  the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that  "King Street a n d  Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants a n d  cafes. The project does n o t  propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits o r  on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is  expected i n  m o s t  cases to experience reduced 
peak  hour  volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario a n d  2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in  the 2031 cumulative case, where A M  peak  hour 
volumes southbound would increase b y  around 3 5  p e r  cent when compared to the ̀ without project' 
scenario. However, this i s  i n  the opposing direction to the domihant A M  p e a k  hour  and is  within the 
design carrying capacity o f  the road  A s  there would n o t  be a n y  significant changes to traffic volumes 
or  n o  modifications to King Street are proposed as par t  o f  this project, the project would n o t  have a 
significant impact o n  businesses o r  amenity  along King Street" 

• These assertions are made with great certainty bu t  are nothing more than a fabrication when the 
M4-M5 link - Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject to 
planning approvaP and n o  details are included i n  the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not  issued the assumptions and  the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested b y  independent experts. 

• Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but  the impact of  each project is being 
considered in the context of  the wider Westconnex program of  works. No data has been provided 
as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS  built and Stage 3 NOT 
built. 

• No details whatsoever have been released about h o w  the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be  provided during off-peak periods. 
However, b y  around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may-require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic a n d  off-peak parking m a y  need  to b e  removed  The  r e m o v a l  o f  car 
p a r k i n g  w o u l d  b e  t o  t h e  d i sc re t ion  o f  R o a d s  a n d  Maritime. 

This  conf irms that t h e  inevitable increase i n  traffic  o n  a lready overcrowded local  road 
networks can  o n l y  b e  so lved  through the impos i t ion  o f  c learways b y  Roads and 
Maritime, decimating hundreds  o f  bus inesses  i n  King Street  Newtown,  Euston Road, 
Mitchel l  Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

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

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant AM peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity of the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part of this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

• These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 
to planning approvar and no details are included in the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

• Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being 
considered in the context of the wider Westconnex program of works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

• No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available for traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of car 
parking would be to the discretion of  Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department o f  Planning and Environment 

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP 6. E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New MS: 

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to  consult or  hold meetings or  information sessions with businesses 

and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous businesses, 

including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify King Street, including speed 

limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. I n  future years, traffic modelling indicates that King 

Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 

2031 cumulative scenario when compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic 

and transport (Appendix G) .  The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where A M  peak hour 

volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' scenario. However, 

this is in the opposing direction to the dominant A M  peak hour and is within the design carrying capacity o f  the road. 

As there would not be any significant changes to traffic volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as 

part  o f  this project, the project would not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

• These assertions are made with great certainty but  are nothing more than a fabrication when the M4-M5 link 

- Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject to planning approval" and no 

details are included in the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are basing these 

statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

• Each Stage o f  the project is being assessed separately, but the impact o f  each project is being considered in  the 

context o f  the wider Westconnex program of  works. No data has been provided as to what happens to King 

Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 3 N O T  built. 

• N o  details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' ("undergoing concept 

development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, 

Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The  EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 

However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 

lanes to be available for  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal car 

parking would be to the discretion o f  Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on  already overcrowded local road networks can only be 

solved through the imposition o f  clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating hundreds o f  businesses i n  King 

Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP 6- E Project Number: 551 14 6788 WestConnex New M 5 :  

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or  hold meetings or  information sessions with businesses 
and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous businesses, 
including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify King Street, including speed 
limits or on-street parking arrangements along King Street. I n  future years, traffic modelling indicates that King 
Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 
2031 cumulative scenario when compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper Traffic 
and transport (Appendix G) .  The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where A M  peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' scenario. However, 
this is in the opposing direction to the dominant A M  peak hour and is within the design carrying capacity o f  the road. 
As there would not be any s i g n c a n t  changes to traffic volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as 
part o f  this project, the project would not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

• These assertions are made with great certainty but  are nothing more than a fabrication when the M4-M5 link 

- Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject to planning approval" and no 
details are included in the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are basing these 

statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

• Each Stage o f  the project is being assessed separately, but the impact o f  each project is being considered in the 

context of  the wider Westconnex program o f  works. No data has been provided as to what happens to King 
Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 3 N O T  built. 

• N o  details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' ("undergoing concept 
development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, 
Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available for  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal o f  car 
parking would be to the discretion o f  Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks can only be 
solved through the imposition o f  clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating hundreds o f  businesses in King 
Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitch 11 sad, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to D P  & E  Prefect Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5: 

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions with businesses 
and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous businesses, including retail, 

services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify King Street, including speed limits or on-street parking 

arrangements along King Street. In future years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to 
experience reduced peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when compared 

to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport (Appendix G). The exception to this 
would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent 
when compared to the 'without project' scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant AM peak hour and 

is within the design carrying capacity of the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic volumes or no 
modifications to King Street are proposed as part of this project, the project would not have a significant impact on businesses 

or amenity along King Street" 

• These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when the M4-M5 link- 
Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject to planning approval" and no 
details are included in the EIS. 

• Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are basing these 

statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 
• Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of each project is being considered in the 

context of the wider Westconnex program of works. No data has been provided as to what happens to King 
Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2IS built and Stage 3 NOT built. 

• No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' ("undergoing concept 
development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, 
Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46)that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. However, by around 
2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all lanes to be available for traffic and off-peak parking 

may need to be removed. The removal of carparking would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks can 
only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating hundreds 
of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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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 MS:  

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

Westconnex has made no effort whatsoever to consult or hold meetings or information sessions 
with businesses and shops in the thriving Newtown, Enmore, Erskineville, Alexandria areas. 

The EIS states (15-48) that  "King Street and Enmore Road business precinct contains numerous 
businesses, including retail, services, restaurants and cafes. The project does not propose to modify 
King Street, including speed limits o r  on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant A M  peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or amenity along King Street" 

o These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when 
the M4-M5 link — Haberfield to St Peters is only "undergoing concept development and subject 
to planning approval" and no details are included in the EIS. 

o Westconnex has not issued the assumptions and the modelling parameters on which they are 
basing these statements, so their accurancy cannot be tested by independent experts. 

o Each Stage of the project is being assessed separately, but the impact of  each project is being 
considered in the context of  the wider Westconnex program o f  works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to  King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

o No details whatsoever have been released about how the supposed 'Sydney Gateway' 
("undergoing concept development") will alleviate traffic level concerns in King Street, Enmore 
Road, Edgeware Road, Euston Road, Mitchell Street, Maddox Street, and other local roads. 

The EIS states (15-46) that "parking along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods. 
However, by around 2031, the traffic performance demands along Euston Road may require all 
lanes to be available f o r  traffic and off-peak parking may need to be removed. The removal of 
carparking would be to the discretion of Roads and Maritime". 

This confirms that the inevitable increase in traffic on already overcrowded local road networks 
can only be solved through the imposition of clearways by Roads and Maritime, decimating 
hundreds of businesses in King Street Newtown, Euston Road, Mitchell Road, Edgeware Road. 
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Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submiss ion  t o  D P  & E P r o j e c t  N u m b e r :  SS! 1 4  6 7 8 8  W e s t C o n n e x  N e w  M S :  D a t e  2 3 - 2 4  J a n  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 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 o f  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 
Depar tment  o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New MS : 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 fme 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 o f  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 daims 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' o f  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 an operation on thousands o f  Sydney residents. 
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Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

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

i. The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable 
levels in some affected areas. When the health o f  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. 

iii. 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 o f  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. 

viii. Independent experts have reported that some of  the tables are inaccurate in the noise report 
and are therefore not reliable. 

ix. 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 

x. Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares o f  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 o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS114 6788 WestConnex New M 5 :  Date 23-24 Jan 2016 

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex MS Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the 
project and the whole WestConnex because: 
• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 

Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 
communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being built as 5 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3,4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This 
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 
potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

• Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 
as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 
Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. 
The same situation arises for local roads corning off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 
lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

• This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 
information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

• The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. 
Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 
Stage 2? 

• The EIS refers to benefits 'if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 
EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts on local communities may be? 

• Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 
intersections (Sydney Park Road! Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston I Maddox; Sydney Park Road 
/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This means the impacts on Erskinville, 
Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian crossings on 
Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a back up of 
traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, 
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 55/ 14 6788 WestConnex New MS: 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: 

I. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 
Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 
communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

II. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being built as 5 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3,4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This 
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 
potentially 80% understated in this EIS fors lane usage. 

III. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 
as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 
Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. 
The same situation arises for local roads coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 
lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

IV. This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 
information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

V. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. 
Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 
Stage 2? 

VI. The EIS refers to benefits 'if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 
EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts on local communities maybe? 

VII. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 
intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ;Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / Maddox; Sydney Park Road 
/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This means the impacts on Erskinville, 
Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

VIII. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian crossings on 
Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a back up of 
traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

IX. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, 
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  Planning and  Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS114 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 This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

o This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

o Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of  24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

o This EIS refers continually to  implementation of  the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

o The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2 ? 

o The EIS refers to benefits ' if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

o Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

o Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up o f  traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 

o Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of  Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS114 6788 WestConnex New MS: 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) This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 
Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 
communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

2) This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Amcliffe and St Peters are being built as 5 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3,4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This 
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 
potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

3) Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 
as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 
Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. 
The same situation arises for local roads coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 
lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

4) This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 
information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

5) The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. 
Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 
Stage 2? 

6) The EIS refers to benefits 'if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 
EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts on local communities may be? 

7) Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 
intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / Maddox; Sydney Park Road 
/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This means the impacts on Erskinville, 
Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

8) Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian crossings on 
Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a back up of 
traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

9) Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, 
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS! 14 6788 WestConnex New MS: Date 23-24 Jan 2016 

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

a. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 
Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 
communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

b. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being built as 5 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This 
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 
potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

c. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 
as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 
Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. 
The same situation arises for local roads coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 
lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

d. This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 
information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

e. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. 
Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 
Stage 2? 

f. The EIS refers to benefits l a  future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 
EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts on local communities may be? 

g. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 
intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston I Maddox; Sydney Park Road 
/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This means the impacts on Erskinville, 
Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

h. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian crossings on 
Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a back up of 
traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 
Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, 
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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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 

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. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

II. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

III. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

IV. This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

V. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

VI. The EIS refers to benefits 'if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

VII. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

VIII. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' 
pedestrian crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road 
intersection. This will result in a back up of traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. 
This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

IX. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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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 MS: 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: 

• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

• Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

• This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts i f  (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

• The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

• The EIS refers to benefits 'if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

• Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 

• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of  Euston Road. 

Street 
Address: Email Address: 

Suburb: Name: 
rr 

r\-‘ 
A. Postcode: 

/61.1/4) 
ctit`-'4;f1"\ ( 6 4  

ileO 

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

3152



Secretary 
Department  o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M 5 :  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: 

• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

• Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of  24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

• This EIS refers continually to  implementation of  the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

• The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction o f  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

• The EIS refers to benefits ' if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

• Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of  traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 

• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to  allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Prgiect Number: SS! 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: 

• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

• Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

• This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

• The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

• The EIS refers to benefits 'if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

• Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of  traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 

• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS114 6788 WestConnex New M 5 :  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: 

i. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

ii. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. iii. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to  increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition o f  24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

iv. This EIS refers continually to implementation of  the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) i f  it is not built. 

v. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

vi. The EIS refers to benefits ' i f  a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

vii. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

viii. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of  traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

ix. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section o f  Euston Road. 
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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 MS:  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: 
I. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 

Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 
communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

II. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being built ass 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3,4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This 
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 
potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

III. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 
as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 
Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. 
The same situation arises for local roads coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 
lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

IV. This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 
information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

V. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. 
Why are these ton-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 
Stage 2? 

VI. The EIS refers to benefits ìf a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 
EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts on local communities may be? 

VII. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 
intersections (Sydney Park Road/ Euston ; Sydney Park Road! Huntley; Euston / Maddox; Sydney Park Road 
/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This means the impacts on Erskinville, 
Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

VIII. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a 
back up of traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic 
management sense. 

IX. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, 
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS114 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016 

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

A. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 
Armliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 
communities, is SO% understated in this EIS. 

B. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being built as 5 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3,4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This 
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 
potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

C. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 
as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 
Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. 
The same situation arises for local roads coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 
lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

D. This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 
information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

E. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. 
Why are these ton-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 
Stage 2? 

F. The EIS refers to benefits a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 
EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts on local communities may be? 

G. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 
intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / Maddox; Sydney Park Road 
/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This means the impacts on Erskinville, 
Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

H. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian crossings on 
Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a back up of 
traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

I. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, 
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 55114 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: 

I. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

II. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

III. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

IV. This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

V. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

VI. The EIS refers to benefits 'if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

VII. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

VIII. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 

IX. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department  o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS! 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: 

I. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

II. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering o f  the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. III. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition o f  24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off  the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

IV. This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts i f  (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

V. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

VI. The EIS refers to benefits ' i f  a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

VII. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

VIII.Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up o f  traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

IX. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section o f  Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M 5 :  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: 
• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 

Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

• Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of  24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

• This EIS refers continually to  implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) i f  it is not built. 

• The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction o f  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

• The EIS refers to benefits ' i f  a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

• Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of  traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 

• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to  allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of  Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 55114 6788 WestConnex New MS: 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: 

I. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

II. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

III. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

IV. This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

V. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

VI. The EIS refers to benefits 'if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

VII. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

VIII. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' 
pedestrian crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road 
intersection. This will result in a back up of traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. 
This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

IX. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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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 M 5 :  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: 
• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 

Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

• Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of  24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

• This EIS refers continually to  implementation of  the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) i f  it is not built. 

• The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

• The EIS refers to benefits ' if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

• Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of  traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 

• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of  Euston Road. 
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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 

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. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 

Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 

lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 

ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

II. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 

built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering bf the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 

on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 
III. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 

from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 

lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 

mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 

capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 

coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 

lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 
IV. This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains 

no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 

social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) i f  it is not built. 

V. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unflnanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

VI. The EIS refers to benefits 'if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 

provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 

and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

VII. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 

for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 

Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 

means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

VIII.Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 

crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 

will result in a back up of traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 

IX. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 

Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 

both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 

traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 55/ 14 6788 WestConnex New MS: 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: 

•:• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 
Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 
communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

+ This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Amcliffe and St Peters are being built ass 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3,4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This 
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 
potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

+ Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 
as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 
Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. 
The same situation arises for local roads coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 
lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

+ This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 
information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

•:• The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. 
Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 
Stage 2? 

+ The EIS refers to benefits "if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 
EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts on local communities may be? 

+ Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 
intersections (Sydney Park Road! Euston ; Sydney Park Road! Huntley; Euston / Maddox; Sydney Park Road 
/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This means the impacts on Erskinville, 
Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

+ Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian crossings on 
Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a back up of 
traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. •:• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, 
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS114 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 This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

o This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

o Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of  24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

o This EIS refers continually to implementation of  the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) i f  it is not built. 

o The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction o f  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2 ? 

o The EIS refers to benefits ' if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

o Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

o Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of  traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 

o Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to  allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of  Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  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: 

i. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

ii. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

iii. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of  24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

iv. This EIS refers continually to implementation of  the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

v. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

vi. The EIS refers to benefits ' if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

vii. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

viii. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 

ix. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to  turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 

Name: 
Street 
Address: ((6 

Suburb: 
e P e d - e _  

Postcode: 

Email Address: 

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

3165



Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  Planning and  Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS/14 6788 WestConnex New M 5 :  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: 
1st. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 

Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 
3 lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

2nd. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are 
being built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage 
subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and ventilation, and 
the impact on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

3rd. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded 
totally from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing 
to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to 
increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. The same situation arises 
for local roads coming off  the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into 
Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

4th. This EIS refers continually to implementation of  the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) i f  it is not built. 

5th. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

6th. The EIS refers to benefits ' i f  a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have 
been provided in the EIS as to  what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic 
modeling, and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

7th. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. 
This means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this 
EIS. 

8th. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' 
pedestrian crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road 
intersection. This will result in a back up of  traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. 
This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

9th. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to  allow trucks to turn 
into both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks 
doing so will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 
50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of  Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 551 14 6788 WestConnex New MS : 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: 
1st. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 

Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 
3 lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

2nd. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are 
being built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage 
subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and ventilation, and 
the impact on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

3rd. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded 
totally from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing 
to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to 
increase the road capacity and/or imposition of  24 hour clearways. The same situation arises 
for local roads coming of f  the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into 
Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

4th. This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

5th. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2 ? 

6th. The EIS refers to benefits ' i f  a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have 
been provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic 
modeling, and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

7th. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. 
This means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this 
EIS. 

8th. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' 
pedestrian crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road 
intersection. This will result in a back up of  traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. 
This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

9th. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn 
into both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks 
doing so will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 
50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of  Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New MS : 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. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

b. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

c. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

d. This EIS refers continually to implementation of  the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

e. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

f. The EIS refers to benefits `if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

g. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

h. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 
Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  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. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

b. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

c. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of  24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

d. This EIS refers continually to implementation of  the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

e. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

f. The EIS refers to benefits ' if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

g. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 

means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 
h. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 

crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 
Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 55/ 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 • Date 23-24 Jan 2016 

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

I. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 
Armliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 
communities, is SO% understated in this EIS. 

II. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being built as 5 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3,4, or S lane usage subject to another EIS. This 
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 
potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

III. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 
as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 
Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. 
The same situation arises for local roads coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 
lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

IV. This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 
information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

V. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. 
Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 
Stage 2? 

VI. The EIS refers to benefits 'if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 
EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts on local communities may be? 

VII. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 
intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road Huntley; Euston / Maddox; Sydney Park Road 
/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This means the impacts on Erskinville, 
Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

VIII. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian crossings on 
Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a back up of 
traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

IX. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, 
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS114 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: 

I. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 

Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 

lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 

ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

II. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 

built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 

another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 

on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 
III. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 

from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 

lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 

mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 

capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 

coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 

lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 
IV. This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains 

no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 

social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) i f  it is not built. 

V. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

VI. The EIS refers to benefits 'if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 

provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 

and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

VII. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 

for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 

Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 

means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

VIII. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 

crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 

will result in a back up of traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 

IX. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 

Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 

both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 

traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS! 14 6788 WestConnex New MS:  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 This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

o This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

o Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of  24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

o This EIS refers continually to implementation o f  the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) i f  it is not built. 

o The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction o f  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

o The EIS refers to benefits ' if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

o Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

o Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of  traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

o Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of  Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

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

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

• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 
Arncliffe are being built as3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 
communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Armliffe and St Peters are being built as 5 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3,4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This 
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 
potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

• Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 
as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 
Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. 
The same situation arises for local roads coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 
lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

• This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 
information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

•:• The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. 
Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 
Stage 2? 

+ The EIS refers to benefits 'if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 
EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts on local communities may be? 

+ Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 
intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / Maddox; Sydney Park Road 
/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This means the impacts on Erskinville, 
Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

+ Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian crossings on 
Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a back up of 
traffic on what is meant to be an SO kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

+ Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, 
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New MS : 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. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 
Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 
communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

2. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being built as 5 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3,4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This 
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 
potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

3. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 
as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 
Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. 
The same situation arises for local roads coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 
lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

4. This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 
information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

5. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. 
Why are these ton-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 
Stage 2? 

6. The EIS refers to benefits ìf a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 
EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts on local communities may be? 

7. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 
intersections (Sydney Park Road! Euston ; Sydney Park Road! Huntley; Euston / Maddox; Sydney Park Road 
/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This means the impacts on Erskinville, 
Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

8. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian crossings on 
Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a back up of 
traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

9. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, 
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS114 6788 WestConnex New MS : 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. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 
Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 
communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

b. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being built as 5 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3,4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This 
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 
potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

c. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 
as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 
Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour dearways. 
The same situation arises for local roads coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 
lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

d. This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 
information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

e. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. 
Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 
Stage 2? 

f. The EIS refers to benefits ìf a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 
EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts on local communities may be? 

g. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 
intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / Maddox; Sydney Park Road 
/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This means the impacts on Erskinville, 
Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

Ii. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian crossings on 
Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a back up of 
traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 
Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, 
furth r sl g do h o cted 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  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: 

1) This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 
Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 
communities, 1s50% understated in this EIS. 

2) This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being built as 5 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3,4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This 
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 
potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

3) Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 
as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 
Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. 
The same situation arises for local roads coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 
lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

4) This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 
information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

5) The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. 
Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 
Stage 2? 

6) The EIS refers to benefits 'if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 
EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts on local communities may be? 

7) Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 
intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road/ Huntley; Euston / Maddox; Sydney Park Road 
/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This means the impacts on Erskinville, 
Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

8) Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian crossings on 
Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a back up of 
traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

9) Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, 
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  Planning and  Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS! 14 6788 WestConnex New M 5 :  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 This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

o This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

o Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition o f  24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

o This EIS refers continually to implementation o f  the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

o The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2 ? 

o The EIS refers to benefits ' if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

o Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

o Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of  traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 

o Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to  allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of  Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS! 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: 

i. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

ii. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

iii. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

iv. This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

v. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

vi. The EIS refers to benefits 'if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

vii. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

viii. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 

ix. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 55114 6788 WestConnex New MS: Date 23-24 Jan 2016 

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

•:• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 
Amcliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 
communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

+ This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Amcliffe and St Peters are being built as 5 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3,4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This 
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 
potentially 80% understated in this EIS fors lane usage. 

4* Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 
as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 
Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. 
The same situation arises for local roads coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 
lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

+ This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 
information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

+ The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. 
Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 
Stage 2? 

+ The EIS refers to benefits l a  future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 
EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts on local communities may be? 

+ Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 
intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road! Huntley; Euston / Maddox; Sydney Park Road 
/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This means the impacts on Erskinville, 
Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

+ Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a back up of 
traffic on what is meant to be an SO kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, 
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  Planning and  Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 55/ 14 6788 WestConnex New M 5 :  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. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
Jane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

B. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering o f  the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. C. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition o f  24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

D. This EIS refers continually to implementation o f  the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) i f  it is not built. 

E. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of  Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 
F. The EIS refers to benefits ' if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 

provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

G. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

H. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of traffic on what is meant to  be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

I. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of  Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  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 This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

o This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

o Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of  24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

o This EIS refers continually to implementation of  the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

o The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

o The EIS refers to benefits ' i f  a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

o Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

o Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 

o Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department o f  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 MS Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the 

project and the whole WestConnex because: 

1. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 

Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 

another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 

communities, is SO% understated in this EIS. 

2. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being built as 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3,4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This 

indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 

potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 
3. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 

as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 

Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. 

The same situation arises for local roads coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 

lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

4. This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 

information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 

impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

S. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. 

Why are these ton-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 

Stage 2? 

6. The EIS refers to benefits 'if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 

EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 

impacts on local communities may be? 

7. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 

intersections (Sydney Park Road! Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / Maddox; Sydney Park Road 

/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS.This means the impacts on Erskinville, 

Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

8. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian crossings on 
Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a back up of 

traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

9. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 

Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, 

further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  Planning and  Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 55114 6788 WestConnex New MS : 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. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

b. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

c. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to  4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off  the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

d. This EIS refers continually to implementation of  the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

e. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction o f  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

f. The EIS refers to benefits ' if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

g. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

h. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of  traffic on what is meant to  be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 
Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to  allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of  Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 55114 6788 WestConnex New MS : 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: 

• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

• Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

• This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts i f  (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if i t  is not built. 

• The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

• The EIS refers to benefits ' i f a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

• Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 

• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of  Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSi 14 6788 WestConnex New M 5 :  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 This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

o This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

o Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of  24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

o This EIS refers continually to implementation of  the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

o The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction o f  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

o The EIS refers to benefits 'if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

o Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

o Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 

o Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department of  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS114 6788 WestConnex New MS : 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: 
• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 

Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 
communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Amcliffe and St Peters are being built as 5 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3,4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This 
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 
potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

• Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 
as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 
Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. 
The same situation arises for local roads coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 
lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

• This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 
information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

• The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. 
Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 
Stage 2? 

• The EIS refers to benefits a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 
EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts on local communities may be? 

• Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 
intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ;Sydney Park Road! Huntley; Euston / Maddox; Sydney Park Road 
/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This means the impacts on Erskinville, 
Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian crossings on 
Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a back up of 
traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, 
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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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 

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

1. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 
Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 
communities, is SO% understated in this EIS. 

2. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being built as 5 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or S lane usage subject to another EIS. This 
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 
potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

3. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 
as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 
Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Euston I McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. 
The same situation arises for local roads coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 
lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

4. This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 
information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

S. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unflnanced stage will be built. 
Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 
Stage 2? 

6. The EIS refers to benefits ìf a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 
EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts on local communities may be? 

7. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 
intersections (Sydney Park Road! Euston ; Sydney Park Road! Huntley; Euston I Maddox; Sydney Park Road 
/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This means the impacts on Erskinville, 
Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

8. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian crossings on 
Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a back up of 
traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

9. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doings° will require management by traffic lights, 
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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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 MS : Date 23-24 Jan 2016 

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex MS Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the 
project and the whole WestConnex because: 
• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 

Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 
communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being built as 5 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3,4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This 
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 
potentially 80% understated in this EIS for S lane usage. 

• Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 
as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 
Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. 
The same situation arises for local roads coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 
lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

• This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 
information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts if(i) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

• The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. 
Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 
Stage 2? 

• The EIS refers to benefits 'if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 
EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts on local communities may be? 

• Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 
intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ;Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / Maddox; Sydney Park Road 
/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This means the impacts on Erskinville, 
Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian crossings on 
Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a back up of 
traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, 
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department o f  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 MS Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the 
project and the whole WestConnex because: 

a) This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 
Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 
communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

b) This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being built as 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3,4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This 
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 
potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

c) Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 
as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 
Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Easton / McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. 
The same situation arises for local roads coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 
lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

d) This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 
information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

e) The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. 
Why are these ton-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 
Stage 2? 

0 The EIS refers to benefits 'Ka future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 
EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts on local communities may be? 

g) Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 
intersections (Sydney Park Road! Euston ; Sydney Park Road/ Huntley; Euston / Maddox; Sydney Park Road 
/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This means the impacts on Erskinville, 
Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

h) Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian crossings on 
Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a back up of 
traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

i) Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, 
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

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

I. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

II. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

Ili. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of  24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

IV. This EIS refers continually to implementation o f  the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

V. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

VI. The EIS refers to benefits ' if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

VII. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

VIII. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' 
pedestrian crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road 
intersection. This will result in a back up of  traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. 
This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

IX. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

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

i. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

ii. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

iii. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of  24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

iv. This EIS refers continually to implementation o f  the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

v. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

vi. The EIS refers to benefits ' if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

vii. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

viii. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of  traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 

ix. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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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 

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. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 

Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 
communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

II. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being built as 5 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3,4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This 
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 
potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

III. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 
as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 
Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. 
The same situation arises for local roads coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 
lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

IV. This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 
information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts if (i) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

V. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. 
Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 
Stage 2? 

VI. The EIS refers to benefits i f  a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 
EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts on local communities may be? 

VII. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 
intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / Maddox; Sydney Park Road 
/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This means the impacts on Erskinville, 
Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

VIII. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a 
back up of traffic on what is meant to be an SO kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic 
management sense. 

IX. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, 
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS' 14 6788 WestConnex New M 5 :  Date 23-24 Jan 2016 

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

o This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 
Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 
communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

o This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being built as 5 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3,4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This 
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 
potentially 80% understated in this EIS fors lane usage. 

o Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 
as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 
Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. 
The same situation arises for local roads coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 
lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

o This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 
information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

o The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. 
Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 
Stage 2? 

o The EIS refers to benefits a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 
EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts on local communities may be? 

o Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 
intersections (Sydney Park Road! Euston ; Sydney Park Road/ Huntley; Euston / Maddox; Sydney Park Road 
/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This means the impacts on Erskinville, 
Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

o Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian crossings on 
Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a back up of 
traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

o Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, 
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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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 M 5 :  Date 23-24 Jan 2016 

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

A. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 
Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 
communities, is SO% understated in this EIS. 

B. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being built as 5 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3,4, or Slane usage subject to another EIS. This 
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 
potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

C. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 
as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 
Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour deanvays. 
The same situation arises for local roads coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 
lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

D. This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 
information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts if (i) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

E. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. 
Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 
Stage 2? 

F. The EIS refers to benefits 'if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 
EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts on local communities may be? 

G. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 
intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / Maddox; Sydney Park Road 
/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This means the impacts on Erskinville, 
Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

H. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian crossings on 
Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a back up of 
traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

I. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, 
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 55/ 14 6788 WestConnex New MS:  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: 

I. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

II. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

III. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of  24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off  the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

IV. This EIS refers continually to implementation o f  the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

V. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

VI. The EIS refers to benefits ' if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to  what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

VII. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

VIII. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' 
pedestrian crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road 
intersection. This will result in a back up of  traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. 
This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 

IX. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to  allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of  Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS! 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 This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

o This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

o Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition of  24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

o This EIS refers continually to implementation of  the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

o The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

o The EIS refers to benefits ' if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

o Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

o Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of  traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 

o Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section of  Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department o f  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New MS : 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: 
• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 

Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

• This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

• Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition o f  24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

• This EIS refers continually to  implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

• The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

• The EIS refers to benefits ' i f  a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

• Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up of traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 

• Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section o f  Euston Road. 

Name: 
C " \ Z - C \  -VC-t‹—C-KS ( 9 J  

Suburb: Postcode: 
Street \ Street 
Address: 

b . k ‘  
0 b C 0 ri ail 

Ada—ss: C\-?\- 
\ 

e i v j .  
... cc> ,--..--, 

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

3197



Secretary 
Depar tment  o f  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: 

I. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley 
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 
lane usage subject to  another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of  the tunnels and 
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

II. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being 
built as 5 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering o f  the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact 
on local communities, is potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

III. Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally 
from this EIS as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 
lane Euston Road between Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can 
mean only further forced property acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road 
capacity and/or imposition o f  24 hour clearways. The same situation arises for local roads 
coming off  the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 
lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

IV. This EIS refers continually to implementation of  the entire Westconnex project, but contains 
no detailed information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and 
social and economic impacts i f  (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

V. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not 
make sense unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet 
unfinanced stage will be built. Why are these 'non-construction of  Stage 3' impacts not 
explored in full in this decision making process for Stage 2? 

VI. The EIS refers to benefits ' i f  a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been 
provided in the EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, 
and social and economic impacts on local communities may be? 

VII. Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done 
for various intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road / Huntley; Euston / 
Maddox; Sydney Park Road / Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This 
means the impacts on Erskinville, Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

VIII. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian 
crossings on Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This 
will result in a back up o f  traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no 
engineering nor traffic management sense. 

IX. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston 
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into 
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so 
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day 
traffic flow along this section o f  Euston Road. 
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Secretary 
Department o f  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 MS Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I object to the 
project and the whole WestConnex because 

a) This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and 
Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3 lane usage subject to 
another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local 
communities, is 50% understated in this EIS. 

b) This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being built as 5 
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to 3,4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This 
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 
potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage. 

c) Local road upgrades just outside the project footprint included in this EIS are excluded totally from this EIS 
as regards costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic impacts. The 7 lane Euston Road between 
Sydney Park Road and Maddox Street narrowing to 4 lanes can mean only further forced property 
acquisitions along Euston / McEvoy to increase the road capacity and/or imposition of 24 hour clearways. 
The same situation arises for local roads coming off the St Peters Interchange such as Campbell Street 7 
lanes into Unwins Bridge 4 lanes into Edgeware Road 2 lanes with current parking. 

d) This EIS refers continually to implementation of the entire Westconnex project, but contains no detailed 
information about Stage 3 and therefore the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts if (1) it is indeed financed and built and (2) if it is not built. 

e) The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense 
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built. 
Why are these 'non-construction of Stage 3' impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for 
Stage 2? 

0 The EIS refers to benefits 'if a future Sydney Gateway project proceeds'. No details have been provided in the 
EIS as to what this even is, let alone what the costs, health, traffic modeling, and social and economic 
impacts on local communities may be? 

g) Westconnex has stated in community meetings that detailed traffic modeling has been done for various 
intersections (Sydney Park Road / Euston ; Sydney Park Road/ Huntley; Euston / Maddox; Sydney Park Road 
/ Mitchell Road) but these have not been published in the EIS. This means the impacts on Erskinville, 
Alexandria and Newtown cannot be analysed in this EIS. 

h) Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will two 'on demand' pedestrian crossings on 
Euston Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection. This will result in a back up of 
traffic on what is meant to be an 80 kph roadway. This makes no engineering nor traffic management sense. 
Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between 
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western 
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doingso will require management by traffic lights, 
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road. 
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