3700
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is how
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.

Name: C(;lcfl/‘lo’ﬂ' ¢ HQI/VUVI Email:_C ] QV/Of/€~ LZ/Z‘/V i @/@ ﬁ“'ﬁ//' C 0%
Address: % O‘\CkSOV\ S,VL
Suburb: //\/ Q W'}Uu&)/l Postcode: &O Lf ’L,



JohnsoKE
Typewritten Text
3701


3702

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

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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3707
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.

Name: \—:—\‘ SO\ DD\‘@\Q-:\ZfSQ) Email: \\\\ ‘&N\D \n i 'Q\\)%D\\Q\ Y‘N{@\\ SN LN
Address: \S el Q\(> \CDQK\ LAY B N NRT RQ\i

)
Suburb: \(SQ‘ AN AN (\3 R\‘\ POStCOde@\D“D\\’)



JohnsoKE
Typewritten Text
3707


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

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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3710
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.

Name: %‘/\ ﬁW&( Email: fon ,47;//[\7 gzu@fm[IM' C
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 3112

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

The Secretary, NSW Dept of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 3713

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 3714

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 3715

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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3716
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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3717
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
P""AS "‘Q\' (I~ QG
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3718
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 3719

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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3720
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5
3721

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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3722
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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3723
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 3726

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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3730
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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3732
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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3733
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.

Name: N ENNY M NT/R Email: ;\JC-ﬂnn/; =i m\\\@; Q‘j \C’\B{?MSJ»

EaD Y

e

Address: (7 \OM?{.f 5 *\r\“ .

Suburb: }<\ NEBGA OV E Postcode; (. & {



JohnsoKE
Typewritten Text
3733


Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 3734

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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3736
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 373/

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 3738

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 3741

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.

) 5
Name: YW1 W {?J\AD% Email: ‘W\.%%/X\;Q;\~ M{/% AL
Address: \/E Q—?V"W\f\/ 67)( | |

Suburb: 4/' G@] Jf(\L 5 Postcode:z 7 CL(’[ -



JohnsoKE
Typewritten Text
3741


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

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

I strongly object to the WestConnex New M5 proposal as outlined in its environmental
impact statement (EIS). I also object to the entire WestConnex of which this is part.

This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn other large
parts of it into construction compounds for years, and expose the rest of the park to vehicle
fumes and noise. This area already has one the lowest amounts of public open space per
person in Australia, and to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

The roads around the St Peters interchange are already at an unacceptable Level of Service
and are getting worse. This EIS shows that local streets will not be able to cope with the
increased traffic this project would cause unless other unplanned and unfunded toll road
projects, including the M4-M5 Link, Sydney Gateway and southern extension, are built.

The manner in which scores of residents are being forced from their homes and businesses
for this project’s compulsory acquisitions is deeply unfair and undemocratic, particularly as it
began long before this EIS was on display, let alone planning approvals granted.

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. This is just one of many local
roads that will be subject to untenable traffic increases if the project proceeds.

Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills
are already exposed to levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines, yet the EIS
predicts that these levels will only worsen.

The New M5 will lock residents of western and south-west Sydney into paying huge tolls and
greater car dependency, rather than delivering the public transport and economic
investment that is really needed in these areas.

Finally, I strongly object to the quality of the EIS. There is too little information on the traffic
volumes that will occur in the areas around the St Peters Interchange and other parts
around the New M5, as well as conflicting information on potential mitigation strategies.

It also fails to analyse alternative strategies that could move far more people and deliver
bigger economic returns than the $16.8 billion WetsConnex, the cost of which is now
blowing out at more than $2 billion a year. It is not acceptable that NSW and Federal
taxpayers are being forced to fund this project and bear all the risk on it.

I call on your department to reject this proposal. I expect you to publish this submission and
to acknowledge and respond to my objections in writing.
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Secretary 3143

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

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

e The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for
the $16.8 billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry the financial risk.
The public deserves to know the full costs and toll revenues for this project.

e The EIS’s claim that greenhouse gas emissions will fall even though the number of
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) by cars is set to increase dramatically.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces to make way for this toll road,
including critically endangered remnant bush at Beverly Hills.

e A transport solution that includes unfiltered exhaust stacks located so close to
schools such as McCallum’s Hill Primary, Arncliffe Primary and Haberfield Primary

e The threat WestConnex poses to the endangered species such as the Green and
Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which are unlikely to survive being so close to the
pollution stack and portal planned for their Kogarah Golf Club habitat.

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

e The impact this extra traffic will have on our key roads, such as Canterbury Rd,
Stoney Creek Rd, King Georges Rd, Liverpool Rd, Moorefields Rd and Forest Rd.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex, which fails to properly
consider how more sustainable transport options could be a better use of this toll
road project’s estimated $16.8 billion cost.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5
even as it fails to consider the negative impacts of the same.

| ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns.

Name: MARIE PEPEER.

Email. e oo 1 biaonna - ¢omn
2 ¥ 1 N— \_}\

Address: 2.5  HOPeTOUN STI

Suburb: HURLITASNE PARK. Postcode: ; lo)\a
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Secretary 3744

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

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

e The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for
the $16.8 billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry the financial risk.
The public deserves to know the full costs and toll revenues for this project.

e The EIS’s claim that greenhouse gas emissions will fall even though the number of
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) by cars is set to increase dramatically.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces to make way for this toll road,
including critically endangered remnant bush at Beverly Hills.

e A transport solution that includes unfiltered exhaust stacks located so close to
schools such as McCallum’s Hill Primary, Arncliffe Primary and Haberfield Primary

e The threat WestConnex poses to the endangered species such as the Green and
Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which are unlikely to survive being so close to the
pollution stack and portal planned for their Kogarah Golf Club habitat.

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

e The impact this extra traffic will have on our key roads, such as Canterbury Rd,
Stoney Creek Rd, King Georges Rd, Liverpool Rd, Moorefields Rd and Forest Rd.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex, which fails to properly
consider how more sustainable transport options could be a better use of this toll
road project’s estimated $16.8 billion cost.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5
even as it fails to consider the negative impacts of the same.

| ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns.

Name: PE e\ oo ¥ Ee\e\ A

Email: =

Address: % B A R sSx

Suburb: NV 2 LS voOWE A e Postcode: AN
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Secretary r3745

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

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

e The NSW Government'’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for
the $16.8 billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry the financial risk.
The public deserves to know the full costs and toll revenues for this project.

e The EIS’s claim that greenhouse gas emissions will fall even though the number of
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) by cars is set to increase dramatically.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces to make way for this toll road,
including critically endangered remnant bush at Beverly Hills.

e A transport solution that includes unfiltered exhaust stacks located so close to
schools such as McCallum’s Hill Primary, Arncliffe Primary and Haberfield Primary

e The threat WestConnex poses to the endangered species such as the Green and
Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which are unlikely to survive being so close to the
pollution stack and portal planned for their Kogarah Golf Club habitat.

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

e The impact this extra traffic will have on our key roads, such as Canterbury Rd,
Stoney Creek Rd, King Georges Rd, Liverpool Rd, Moorefields Rd and Forest Rd.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex, which fails to properly
consider how more sustainable transport options could be a better use of this toll
road project’s estimated $16.8 billion cost.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5
even as it fails to consider the negative impacts of the same.

| ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns.
Name: SM N ’/A\Mﬂ“/

Email:xg\”\ﬁ()/(%m & 7’0\(/10 Jde QW

Address: //O YW\ ¢ a\kjj”/

Suburb: C @ﬂﬁé‘[ IDW(“? Postcode: 2 (9%
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3746
Secretary

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

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

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for
the $16.8 billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry the financial risk.
The public deserves to know the full costs and toll revenues for this project.

e The EIS’s claim that greenhouse gas emissions will fall even though the number of
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) by cars is set to increase dramatically.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces to make way for this toll road,
including critically endangered remnant bush at Beverly Hills.

e A transport solution that includes unfiltered exhaust stacks located so close to
schools such as McCallum’s Hill Primary, Arncliffe Primary and Haberfield Primary

e The threat WestConnex poses to the endangered species such as the Green and
Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which are unlikely to survive being so close to the
pollution stack and portal planned for their Kogarah Golf Club habitat.

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

e The impact this extra traffic will have on our key roads, such as Canterbury Rd,
Stoney Creek Rd, King Georges Rd, Liverpool Rd, Moorefields Rd and Forest Rd.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex, which fails to properly
consider how more sustainable transport options could be a better use of this toll
road project’s estimated $16.8 billion cost.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5
even as it fails to consider the negative impacts of the same.

| ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns.

Name: /%/L& //\/////q Sy Smnd

Email._/Jng 1o @ /1 k. Moy . Qe

Address: /’ﬁ/éé> Clnel, jvf&w \

suburb:  Cadesdboy  2[93 SR
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Secretary

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

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

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for
the $16.8 billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry the financial risk.
The public deserves to know the full costs and toll revenues for this project.

e The EIS’s claim that greenhouse gas emissions will fall even though the number of
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) by cars is set to increase dramatically.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces to make way for this toll road,
including critically endangered remnant bush at Beverly Hills.

e A transport solution that includes unfiltered exhaust stacks located so close to
schools such as McCallum’s Hill Primary, Arncliffe Primary and Haberfield Primary

e The threat WestConnex poses to the endangered species such as the Green and
Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which are unlikely to survive being so close to the
pollution stack and portal planned for their Kogarah Golf Club habitat.

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

e The impact this extra traffic will have on our key roads, such as Canterbury Rd,
Stoney Creek Rd, King Georges Rd, Liverpool Rd, Moorefields Rd and Forest Rd.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex, which fails to properly
consider how more sustainable transport options could be a better use of this toll
road project’s estimated $16.8 billion cost.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5
even as it fails to consider the negative impacts of the same.

| ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns.
vme___ A 255 TEPPER
Email: ; #7%‘/ 7 %%’)‘f[ L~

Address: M %d

"3
Suburb: /‘Mfﬂ"f il Postcode: Q’ 7.2
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Secretary

NSW Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for
the $16.8 billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry the financial risk.
The public deserves to know the full costs and toll revenues for this project.

e The EIS’s claim that greenhouse gas emissions will fall even though the number of
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) by cars is set to increase dramatically.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces to make way for this toll road,
including critically endangered remnant bush at Beverly Hills.

e A transport solution that includes unfiltered exhaust stacks located so close to
schools such as McCallum'’s Hill Primary, Arncliffe Primary and Haberfield Primary

e The threat WestConnex poses to the endangered species such as the Green and
Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which are unlikely to survive being so close to the
pollution stack and portal planned for their Kogarah Golf Club habitat.

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

e The impact this extra traffic will have on our key roads, such as Canterbury Rd,
Stoney Creek Rd, King Georges Rd, Liverpool Rd, Moorefields Rd and Forest Rd.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex, which fails to properly
consider how more sustainable transport options could be a better use of this toll
road project’s estimated $16.8 billion cost.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5
even as it fails to consider the negative impacts of the same.

| ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns.

Name: ‘[V\C?ﬂ/fé/ WM
Email_cs 2z rd bboc ad \P\i’j‘/:wm/\(/)t Ay s
Address: e Caeiniey =
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Secretary 3749
NSW Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

e The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for
the $16.8 billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry the financial risk.
The public deserves to know the full costs and toll revenues for this project.

e The EIS’s claim that greenhouse gas emissions will fall even though the number of
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) by cars is set to increase dramatically.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces to make way for this toll road,
including critically endangered remnant bush at Beverly Hills.

e A transport solution that includes unfiltered exhaust stacks located so close to
schools such as McCallum’s Hill Primary, Arncliffe Primary and Haberfield Primary

e The threat WestConnex poses to the endangered species such as the Green and
Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which are unlikely to survive being so close to the
pollution stack and portal planned for their Kogarah Golf Club habitat.

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

e The impact this extra traffic will have on our key roads, such as Canterbury Rd,
Stoney Creek Rd, King Georges Rd, Liverpool Rd, Moorefields Rd and Forest Rd.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex, which fails to properly
consider how more sustainable transport options could be a better use of this toll
road project’s estimated $16.8 billion cost.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5
even as it fails to consider the negative impacts of the same.

| ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns.

Name: (Sd i Q O Ll

Email: G %(JC?»‘___(@N&@ e s @ s Femi, .
Address;__ S 'bwm&rcﬂ\{m\m%( e
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3750
Secretary
NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

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

e The NSW Government'’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for
the $16.8 billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry the financial risk.
The public deserves to know the full costs and toll revenues for this project.

e The EIS’s claim that greenhouse gas emissions will fall even though the number of
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) by cars is set to increase dramatically.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces to make way for this toll road,
including critically endangered remnant bush at Beverly Hills.

e A transport solution that includes unfiltered exhaust stacks located so close to
schools such as McCallum’s Hill Primary, Arncliffe Primary and Haberfield Primary

e The threat WestConnex poses to the endangered species such as the Green and
Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which are unlikely to survive being so close to the
pollution stack and portal planned for their Kogarah Golf Club habitat.

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

e The impact this extra traffic will have on our key roads, such as Canterbury Rd,
Stoney Creek Rd, King Georges Rd, Liverpool Rd, Moorefields Rd and Forest Rd.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex, which fails to properly
consider how more sustainable transport options could be a better use of this toll
road project’s estimated $16.8 billion cost.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5
even as it fails to consider the negative impacts of the same.

| ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns.

Name: Arm BSALISAUYR

Email: /</M £ a. [/;?AJ/-/‘]@L(JO\IAOQ, C G

Address;_ 28 Denrus SF,
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Secretary

NSW Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for
the $16.8 billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry the financial risk.
The public deserves to know the full costs and toll revenues for this project.

e The EIS’s claim that greenhouse gas emissions will fall even though the number of
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) by cars is set to increase dramatically.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces to make way for this toll road,
including critically endangered remnant bush at Beverly Hills.

e A transport solution that includes unfiltered exhaust stacks located so close to
schools such as McCallum’s Hill Primary, Arncliffe Primary and Haberfield Primary

e The threat WestConnex poses to the endangered species such as the Green and
Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which are unlikely to survive being so close to the
pollution stack and portal planned for their Kogarah Golf Club habitat.

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

e The impact this extra traffic will have on our key roads, such as Canterbury Rd,
Stoney Creek Rd, King Georges Rd, Liverpool Rd, Moorefields Rd and Forest Rd.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex, which fails to properly
consider how more sustainable transport options could be a better use of this toll
road project’s estimated $16.8 billion cost.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5
even as it fails to consider the negative impacts of the same.

| ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns.
Name: -7/‘21&/ 2‘;&5 \\

Email: 'Y oopns @/ w5 vv\m,?() v Bl

Address: \_5 EDQ‘S\J\T) T
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3752
Secretary
NSW Department of Planning and Environment

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

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

e The NSW Government'’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for
the $16.8 billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry the financial risk.
The public deserves to know the full costs and toll revenues for this project.

e The EIS’s claim that greenhouse gas emissions will fall even though the number of
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) by cars is set to increase dramatically.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces to make way for this toll road,
including critically endangered remnant bush at Beverly Hills.

e A transport solution that includes unfiltered exhaust stacks located so close to
schools such as McCallum’s Hill Primary, Arncliffe Primary and Haberfield Primary

e The threat WestConnex poses to the endangered species such as the Green and
Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which are unlikely to survive being so close to the
pollution stack and portal planned for their Kogarah Golf Club habitat.

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

e The impact this extra traffic will have on our key roads, such as Canterbury Rd,
Stoney Creek Rd, King Georges Rd, Liverpool Rd, Moorefields Rd and Forest Rd.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex, which fails to properly
consider how more sustainable transport options could be a better use of this toll
road project’s estimated $16.8 billion cost.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5
even as it fails to consider the negative impacts of the same.

| ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns.

Name: 4(:_:@ Az ~/ &574

Email: U\)(ZL’/(TQW Q (,u%} 9/\4/ - Seahn
Address: 1& CT@J\/J@" S}M&Zﬁ
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3753

Secretary

NSW Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for
the $16.8 billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry the financial risk.
The public deserves to know the full costs and toll revenues for this project.

e The EIS’s claim that greenhouse gas emissions will fall even though the number of
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) by cars is set to increase dramatically.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces to make way for this toll road,
including critically endangered remnant bush at Beverly Hills.

e A transport solution that includes unfiltered exhaust stacks located so close to
schools such as McCallum'’s Hill Primary, Arncliffe Primary and Haberfield Primary

e The threat WestConnex poses to the endangered species such as the Green and
Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which are unlikely to survive being so close to the
pollution stack and portal planned for their Kogarah Golf Club habitat.

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

e The impact this extra traffic will have on our key roads, such as Canterbury Rd,
Stoney Creek Rd, King Georges Rd, Liverpool Rd, Moorefields Rd and Forest Rd.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex, which fails to properly
consider how more sustainable transport options could be a better use of this toll
road project’s estimated $16.8 billion cost.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5
even as it fails to consider the negative impacts of the same.

| ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns.
/ I 7 e
Name: F/e/ép‘/ ///7[ DL_

Email: Z"-‘Zf(@“ o cads 4/’51* theo. COwu . A

Address: 85 /(//g /@;p( i ///(a r/&;ﬁ'@&u Part
Suburb: L/Z(/’/ Houe - /Dafé Postcode: Q\ ( C{ 3
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3754

Secretary

NSW Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

e The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for
the $16.8 billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry the financial risk.
The public deserves to know the full costs and toll revenues for this project.

e The EIS’s claim that greenhouse gas emissions will fall even though the number of
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) by cars is set to increase dramatically.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces to make way for this toll road,
including critically endangered remnant bush at Beverly Hills.

e A transport solution that includes unfiltered exhaust stacks located so close to
schools such as McCallum’s Hill Primary, Arncliffe Primary and Haberfield Primary

e The threat WestConnex poses to the endangered species such as the Green and
Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which are unlikely to survive being so close to the
pollution stack and portal planned for their Kogarah Golf Club habitat.

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

e The impact this extra traffic will have on our key roads, such as Canterbury Rd,
Stoney Creek Rd, King Georges Rd, Liverpool Rd, Moorefields Rd and Forest Rd.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex, which fails to properly
consider how more sustainable transport options could be a better use of this toll
road project’s estimated $16.8 billion cost.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5
even as it fails to consider the negative impacts of the same.

| ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns.

Name: y zy / /é/rﬁk

Email: /C’a/u/v 4."0/( &) 7%7/&48 W. el au
Address:__ </ J/@%‘,(&a? S?L
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3755
Secretary
NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

e The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for
the $16.8 billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry the financial risk.
The public deserves to know the full costs and toll revenues for this project.

e The EIS’s claim that greenhouse gas emissions will fall even though the number of
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) by cars is set to increase dramatically.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces to make way for this toll road,
including critically endangered remnant bush at Beverly Hills.

e A transport solution that includes unfiltered exhaust stacks located so close to
schools such as McCallum’s Hill Primary, Arncliffe Primary and Haberfield Primary

e The threat WestConnex poses to the endangered species such as the Green and
Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which are unlikely to survive being so close to the
pollution stack and portal planned for their Kogarah Golf Club habitat.

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

e The impact this extra traffic will have on our key roads, such as Canterbury Rd,
Stoney Creek Rd, King Georges Rd, Liverpool Rd, Moorefields Rd and Forest Rd.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex, which fails to properly
consider how more sustainable transport options could be a better use of this toll
road project’s estimated $16.8 billion cost.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5
even as it fails to consider the negative impacts of the same.

| ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns.
Name: :f: ([(L(Q(}\ @L‘?[ﬂﬁ/\/

Email: T[C (9’(/(( C%(é/ (DW f @‘4[( f/l@f AV
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Secretary

NSW Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

e The NSW Government'’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for
the $16.8 billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry the financial risk.
The public deserves to know the full costs and toll revenues for this project.

e The EIS’s claim that greenhouse gas emissions will fall even though the number of
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) by cars is set to increase dramatically.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces to make way for this toll road,
including critically endangered remnant bush at Beverly Hills.

e A transport solution that includes unfiltered exhaust stacks located so close to
schools such as McCallum’s Hill Primary, Arncliffe Primary and Haberfield Primary

e The threat WestConnex poses to the endangered species such as the Green and
Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which are unlikely to survive being so close to the
pollution stack and portal planned for their Kogarah Golf Club habitat.

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

e The impact this extra traffic will have on our key roads, such as Canterbury Rd,
Stoney Creek Rd, King Georges Rd, Liverpool Rd, Moorefields Rd and Forest Rd.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex, which fails to properly
consider how more sustainable transport options could be a better use of this toll
road project’s estimated $16.8 billion cost.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5
even as it fails to consider the negative impacts of the same.

| ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns.
Name: \/\X§O\ %&Q‘*Qf
. . - \ . ?‘
Email: \.\SQ\ C\Ov*:"{g)( Y, z%\v\o\\f\ki - POSLo %C)\) = FELk .
Address: '37\.:9_0 C\ose SX M\)&N“T _

Suburb: Postcode: ;Q Z> \
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Secretary

NSW Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

3757

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

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for
the $16.8 billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry the financial risk.
The public deserves to know the full costs and toll revenues for this project.

e The EIS’s claim that greenhouse gas emissions will fall even though the number of
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) by cars is set to increase dramatically.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces to make way for this toll road,
including critically endangered remnant bush at Beverly Hills.

e A transport solution that includes unfiltered exhaust stacks located so close to
schools such as McCallum’s Hill Primary, Arncliffe Primary and Haberfield Primary

e The threat WestConnex poses to the endangered species such as the Green and
Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which are unlikely to survive being so close to the
pollution stack and portal planned for their Kogarah Golf Club habitat.

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

e The impact this extra traffic will have on our key roads, such as Canterbury Rd,
Stoney Creek Rd, King Georges Rd, Liverpool Rd, Moorefields Rd and Forest Rd.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex, which fails to properly
consider how more sustainable transport options could be a better use of this toll
road project’s estimated $16.8 billion cost.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5
even as it fails to consider the negative impacts of the same.

| ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns.

Name:  _TCUWN 1T 2P 777) LK

Email:_ﬁwcﬂ;lv/ 2 ndoererl . o o A

Address;__ 52 S 7xAnTy ST, HPTT DT~
Suburb: He ASTDAL LANL Postcode:_ 2./ G5

Signature: CZ Kg{/‘//\;//
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Secretary

NSW Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

3758

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

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for
the $16.8 billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry the financial risk.
The public deserves to know the full costs and toll revenues for this project.

e The EIS’s claim that greenhouse gas emissions will fall even though the number of
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) by cars is set to increase dramatically.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces to make way for this toll road,
including critically endangered remnant bush at Beverly Hills.

e A transport solution that includes unfiltered exhaust stacks located so close to
schools such as McCallum’s Hill Primary, Arncliffe Primary and Haberfield Primary

e The threat WestConnex poses to the endangered species such as the Green and
Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which are unlikely to survive being so close to the
pollution stack and portal planned for their Kogarah Golf Club habitat.

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

e The impact this extra traffic will have on our key roads, such as Canterbury Rd,
Stoney Creek Rd, King Georges Rd, Liverpool Rd, Moorefields Rd and Forest Rd.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex, which fails to properly
consider how more sustainable transport options could be a better use of this toll
road project’s estimated $16.8 billion cost.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5
even as it fails to consider the negative impacts of the same.

| ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns.

Name: L\M\ : q{@ —<{ G A
AN -

Emall fz wwird —rvlz 6 A ‘;‘-(:?VT a.'in"/-v C 0

Address:_ #1  Cvit  Arenva

Suburb: ko Jersb N3 Postcode: 29477

Signature: P I il
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Secretary 3799
NSW Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for
the $16.8 billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry the financial risk.
The public deserves to know the full costs and toll revenues for this project.

e The EIS’s claim that greenhouse gas emissions will fall even though the number of
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) by cars is set to increase dramatically.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces to make way for this toll road,
including critically endangered remnant bush at Beverly Hills.

e A transport solution that includes unfiltered exhaust stacks located so close to
schools such as McCallum’s Hill Primary, Arncliffe Primary and Haberfield Primary

e The threat WestConnex poses to the endangered species such as the Green and
Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which are unlikely to survive being so close to the
pollution stack and portal planned for their Kogarah Golf Club habitat.

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

e The impact this extra traffic will have on our key roads, such as Canterbury Rd,
Stoney Creek Rd, King Georges Rd, Liverpool Rd, Moorefields Rd and Forest Rd.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex, which fails to properly
consider how more sustainable transport options could be a better use of this toll
road project’s estimated $16.8 billion cost.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5
even as it fails to consider the negative impacts of the same.

| ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns.
Name:._Janet Stankiewicz

Emait_J Qhet . Stan Riewic 2 @ det . NSw » edu . au
address:_ S Mplboro St #

suwub,__ Vi [store Parlk postoode,_ 21 43

Signature: 4.49/%
[ 3



JohnsoKE
Typewritten Text
3759


3760
Secretary
NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for
the $16.8 billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry the financial risk.
The public deserves to know the full costs and toll revenues for this project.

e The EIS’s claim that greenhouse gas emissions will fall even though the number of
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) by cars is set to increase dramatically.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces to make way for this toll road,
including critically endangered remnant bush at Beverly Hills.

e A transport solution that includes unfiltered exhaust stacks located so close to
schools such as McCallum’s Hill Primary, Arncliffe Primary and Haberfield Primary

e The threat WestConnex poses to the endangered species such as the Green and
Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which are unlikely to survive being so close to the
pollution stack and portal planned for their Kogarah Golf Club habitat.

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

e The impact this extra traffic will have on our key roads, such as Canterbury Rd,
Stoney Creek Rd, King Georges Rd, Liverpool Rd, Moorefields Rd and Forest Rd.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex, which fails to properly
consider how more sustainable transport options could be a better use of this toll
road project’s estimated $16.8 billion cost.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5
even as it fails to consider the negative impacts of the same.

| ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns.

Name: (T-H #i G PHAM

Email: ’fc}/m/'f;a,m 4,4@ %a/ﬁ‘m -Coyn
Address. 44 [TAANCS =T

Suburb:_ MpARACKULLL £ Postcode:_ <)) m% -

Signature: \I ;%Lam
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3/61
Secretary
NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for
the $16.8 billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry the financial risk.
The public deserves to know the full costs and toll revenues for this project.

e The EIS’s claim that greenhouse gas emissions will fall even though the number of
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) by cars is set to increase dramatically.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces to make way for this toll road,
including critically endangered remnant bush at Beverly Hills.

e A transport solution that includes unfiltered exhaust stacks located so close to
schools such as McCallum’s Hill Primary, Arncliffe Primary and Haberfield Primary

e The threat WestConnex poses to the endangered species such as the Green and
Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which are unlikely to survive being so close to the
pollution stack and portal planned for their Kogarah Golf Club habitat.

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

e The impact this extra traffic will have on our key roads, such as Canterbury Rd,
Stoney Creek Rd, King Georges Rd, Liverpool Rd, Moorefields Rd and Forest Rd.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex, which fails to properly
consider how more sustainable transport options could be a better use of this toll
road project’s estimated $16.8 billion cost.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5
even as it fails to consider the negative impacts of the same.

| ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns.

Name: ‘QIJ\JSOVJ Mo PR IS

Email. A\ cat @ bluebotle - Com

Address: g(a G AR NET Sy i" H=x—

Suburb: *‘S V2 LS rodE fﬁf( L Postcode: 2 T3

Signature: /A/‘/(W
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Secretary 3762

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

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

e The NSW Government’s failure to publish a full and transparent business case for
the $16.8 billion WestConnex tollway even though taxpayers carry the financial risk.
The public deserves to know the full costs and toll revenues for this project.

e The EIS’s claim that greenhouse gas emissions will fall even though the number of
vehicle kilometres travelled (VKT) by cars is set to increase dramatically.

e The destruction of parks, trees and green spaces to make way for this toll road,
including critically endangered remnant bush at Beverly Hills.

e A transport solution that includes unfiltered exhaust stacks located so close to
schools such as McCallum’s Hill Primary, Arncliffe Primary and Haberfield Primary

e The threat WestConnex poses to the endangered species such as the Green and
Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which are unlikely to survive being so close to the
pollution stack and portal planned for their Kogarah Golf Club habitat.

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

e The impact this extra traffic will have on our key roads, such as Canterbury Rd,
Stoney Creek Rd, King Georges Rd, Liverpool Rd, Moorefields Rd and Forest Rd.

e The superficial analysis of alternatives to WestConnex, which fails to properly
consider how more sustainable transport options could be a better use of this toll
road project’s estimated $16.8 billion cost.

e This EIS using the positive impact of the entire WestConnex to justify the New M5
even as it fails to consider the negative impacts of the same.

| ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns.

Name:_ M@ icy #oaﬂ;/

i - 4 i
Email:__no Wy urno @) ct),m“usno s Comag o

Address:_ (7 Chunel @//

Suburb:___ Hy»n) 3"/’[9;/)@, Pahi/—\‘ Postcode: ?! 93

Signature: 7/ - ‘/L/cpAgﬁ/
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for WestConnex New M5 3763

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

| strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this
proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:

* The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St
Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

¢ The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat
runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

% The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex
toll road, including this project.

¢+ Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from
WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over
others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

+» There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

«» The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

** The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

% The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

%+ The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

«» Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

+» The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

+* The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

¢+ The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,
and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

% AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.

+* Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

% A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,
which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

< WestConnex’s failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

%+ The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8
billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections
and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

<+ This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide

long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.

| expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections.
Name:_C Grolynr Q'\ chat 0? Email: covolyn e thaG rd @ tnet, ot at
Address:_ 5 O (/\)e/‘"*\j s St ENmeRE, NSV\/ Q,OQ/ 2
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for WestConnex New M5

3764
The Secretary, NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

| strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this
proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:

< The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St
Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

%+ The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat
runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

% The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex

toll road, including this project.

* Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from

WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over

others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project

knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

+» The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

+* The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

+» The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

«» The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

¢+ Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

** The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

** The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

¢ The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,
and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

% AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.

++ Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

% A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,
which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

*» WestConnex's failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

% The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8
billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections
and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

«» This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide

long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.

| expect you to pubIWon}nd send me a written response to my objections.
a ' V\-L Email: “ilorh Y\!’#Cﬁi\eic w
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for WestConnex New M5

3765
The Secretary, NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

| strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this
proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:

+» The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St
Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

«» The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat
runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

»+ The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex
toll road, including this project.

+* Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from
WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over
others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

% There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

+* The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

+» The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

¢ The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

¢+ The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

< Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

** The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

¢+ The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

+* The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,
and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

% AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.

% Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,
which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

< WestConnex’s failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

«+ The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8
billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections
and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

«* This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide

long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.

| expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections.

Name: = ‘ ? Email: 0"{0))}71‘(/(/6‘ ﬁ VO{%’MZ @ens
Address: %g W)L-—L/ N Z/] ﬁ’/U W 70/2/(@241@
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for WestConnex New M5 3766

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

| strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this
proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:

7
L4

The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St

Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

%+ The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat
runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

% The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex
toll road, including this project.

** Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from
WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over
others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

% There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

«* The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

¢+ The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

+* The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

#* The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

«* Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

+* The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

** The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

*  The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,

and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.

Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,

which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

e WestConnex's failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts

it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to

the western suburbs.

The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8

billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections

and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

“* This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide

long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.
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| expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections.
Name: Epﬁ\g (OL#\‘ Vo ‘-/ Email:_ P©£u \/fOJ@ ﬂ]Q—J'\AM%— Co W, QLV’
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for WestConnex New M5 3767
The Secretary, NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

| strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this
proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:

¢+ The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St

Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat

runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex

toll road, including this project.

+* Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from
WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over
others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

¢+ There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

% The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

** The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

+*» The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

*» The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

** Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

¢ The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

** The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

*  The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,
and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

% AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.

+* Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,
which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

s WestConnex's failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

% The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8
billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections
and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

** This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide
long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.
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| expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections.

Name: SAV/N Qﬂf’é’—??;—“( Email: (?’@L//hc robe )‘-7(5’@(0,07&/-’/7-27( Com C¢ v
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The Secretary, NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

| strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this
proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:

#* The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St
Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

“* The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat
runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

¢+ The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex
toll road, including this project.

#* Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from
WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over
others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

*+ There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

%* The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

«» The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

** The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

%+ The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

% Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

+» The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

% The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

*+ The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,
and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

% AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.

<+ Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

¢+ A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,
which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

< WestConnex's failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

% The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8

billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections

and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide

long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.

o,
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| expect you t? publish this submission and send me a written response tp rjwy objections. )
vame__ LA Motre i [ISA(Q. [1Saymgoreghesign, com
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3/69
The Secretary, NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

| strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this
proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:

% The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St
Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

** The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat
runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

% The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex
toll road, including this project.

% Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from
WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over
others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

%+ There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

* The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

% The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

%+ The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

»  The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

«* Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

** The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

+* The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

% The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,
and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

% AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.

%+ Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

** A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,
which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

«» WestConnex’s failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

+* The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8
billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections
and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

‘¢ This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide

long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.

| expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections.

Name: L_QMI/‘QA/\ WKV\Q Email: {&W\Q'ﬁ/}‘\/\@ gze/(/go' (AN Qg

T

Address: WK?:S? TU\)Q;\S—Q{ Sl’ E)V\M NYA/J QQZ{Z.
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3770
The Secretary, NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

| strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this

proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:
+» The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St
Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

#» The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat
runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

% The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex
toll road, including this project.

% Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from
WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over
others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

«» There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

*¢ The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

< The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

% The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

+* The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

«» Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

“* The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

¢+ The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

+» The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,
and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

% AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.

+» Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

% A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,
which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

»  WestConnex's failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

% The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8
billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections
and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

«* This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide
long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.

| expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections.

Name: QUL Nauys Email: ‘n/l/(maa(}/la?x&aO 4(«5‘ ;fé/@ﬁ Cha
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3771
The Secretary, NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

| strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this
proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:

+» The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St
Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

+* The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat

runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex

toll road, including this project.

¢ Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from
WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over
others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

+» There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

¢ The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

+» The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

+» The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

% The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

++» Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

% The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

++» The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

% The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,

and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

» AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.

Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,

which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

% WestConnex's failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

% The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8
billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections
and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

< This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide
long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.
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| expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections.
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The Secretary, NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

I strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this
proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:
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The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St
Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat
runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex
toll road, including this project.

Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from
WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over
others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,
and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.
Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,
which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

WestConnex's failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8
billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections
and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide
long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.

| expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections.

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

I strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this
proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:
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The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St
Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat
runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex
toll road, including this project.

Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from
WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over
others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbhestos, construction-dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,
and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.
Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,
which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

WestConnex’s failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8
billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections
and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide
long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.

| expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections.

Name:
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The Secretary, NSW Department of Planning and Environment 31774
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

| strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this
proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:

++ The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St

Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat

runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

%+ The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex
toll road, including this project.

+«* Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from
WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over
others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

«* There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

< The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

++» The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

«» The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

% The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

% Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

+» The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

*» The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

% The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,
and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

% AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.

++ Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

s A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,
which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

w  WestConnex’s failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

%+ The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8
billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections
and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

% This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide
long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.
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| expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections.
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The Secretary, NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

I strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this
proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:
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The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St
Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat
runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5. ‘

The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex
toll road, including this project.

Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from
WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over
others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,
and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

~AEECM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interect.

ACCUIVIE UETTTg Paia gL Ui PAyCr 11Ty rOr LS o
Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,
which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

WestConnex’s failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8
billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections
and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide
long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.

| expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections.

Name:
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The Secretary, NSW Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

37176

| strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this
proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:

The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St
Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat
runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex
toll road, including this project.

Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from
WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over
others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,
and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.
Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,
which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

WestConnex’s failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8
billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections
and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide
long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.

| expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objecti
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3777
The Secretary, NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

I strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this
proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:

% The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St

Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat

runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

% The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex
toll road, including this project.

«» Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from
WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over
others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

«» There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

+* The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

+* The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

+* The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

%+ The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

%+ Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

** The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

%+ The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

% The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,
and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

% AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.

+» Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

» A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,
which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

»  WestConnex's failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

%+ The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8

billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections

and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide

long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.
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| expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections.
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The Secretary, NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

| strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this
proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:

«* The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St
Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

<+ The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat
runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

% The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex
toll road, including this project.

<+ Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from
WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over
others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

% There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

«» The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

%+ The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

% The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

+* The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

%+ Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

** The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

% The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

+» The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,

and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.

Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,

which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

% WestConnex’s failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

% The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8

billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections

and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide

long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.
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| expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections.

Name: 7\-@’1/1,%9 M/M Email:
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3779

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

| strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this
proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:

The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St
Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat
runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex
toll road, including this project.

Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from
WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over
others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,
and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.
Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,
which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

WestConnex’s failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8
billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections
and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide
long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.

| expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections.

Name:
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The Secretary, NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 3780

I strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this
proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:

R0
0’0

The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St

Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

% The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat
runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

«» The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex
toll road, including this project.

%+ Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from
WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over
others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

+» There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

¢ The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

«* The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

+* The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

+* The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

++» Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

< The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

«» The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

+* The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,

and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.

Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

s A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,
which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

% WestConnex's failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

% The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8
billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections
and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

+«* This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide

long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.

| expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections.

Name:_&;}_{i&\ PY\\\/}L@\ Email: P)VQ‘H IP‘/{ ‘/@ f}l\/\/\'(’f\ ! I  COM G U
Address: 7 5 :)JWQ H K{F
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The Secretary, NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

| strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this
proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:

7
R4

The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St

Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

% The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat
runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

++ The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex
toll road, including this project.

+*» Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from
WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over
others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

% There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

s The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

«* The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

*» The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

+» The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

+» Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

¢+ The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

+» The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on

‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,

and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.

Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,

which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

% WestConnex’s failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

% The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8
billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections
and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

+* This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide

long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.
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I expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections.
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3782
The Secretary, NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

| strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this
proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:

«» The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St
Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

¢+ The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat
runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

%+ The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex

toll road, including this project.

Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from

WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over

others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

+» There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

+» The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbhestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

«* The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

** The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

+* The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

+» Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

«» The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

+» The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

% The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,

and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

» AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.

» Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,

which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

** WestConnex’s failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

% The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8
billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections
and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

<+ This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide

long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.
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| expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections.
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The Secretary, NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

| strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this
proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:

¢ The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St
Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

¢ The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat
runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

% The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex
toll road, including this project.

¢+ Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from
WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over
others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

¢ There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

¢ The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

¢ The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

¢+ The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

+» The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

«» Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

+» The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

+* The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

+» The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,
and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

% AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.

%+ Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

+» A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,
which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

*» WestConnex’s failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

¢ The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8
billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections
and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

+* This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide
long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.

| expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections.
Name: //ZC,A&L / ﬂ/; | Email: /’7/0490@274{’/2/@,/3 "//J,\ﬁf/~ cer ¢
Address: & % U/C/'%/// & 0'2/ / /’)7@(‘/' /C:*/./c// //;’
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for WestConnex New M5 3/84
The Secretary, NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

| strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this

proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:
¢ The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St
Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

+* The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat
runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

% The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex
toll road, including this project.

*»+ Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from
WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over
others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

% There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

«* The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

+» The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

¢ The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

¢+ The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

+» Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

** The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

** The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

% The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,
and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

% AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.

Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged. }

A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,

which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

¢ WestConnex's failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

%+ The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8
billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections
and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

«* This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide
long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.

| expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections. ”

Name: Cl (e 5\:\5\( \(:(,U\ S o\r(xCe,ouxvaB\,\k(l,Lefu) @6M \~(o~.
sl Tt N .\
Address: %/ {’SC’ (/(V“W*dﬁ Q"‘Q)Q‘Qk W{‘ (&L_w\(( ’Lloét.
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for WestConnex New M5

3/85
The Secretary, NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

| strongly object to this project and the entire WestCONnex of which this is part, and ask that you reject this
proposal on the basis of this environmental impact statement (EIS). In particular, | strongly object to:

< The monstrous St Peters Interchange and huge amounts of extra traffic it will dump in local streets in St
Peters, Alexandria, Erskineville, Newtown, Tempe and Marrickville.

% The increases in traffic in these areas that will result from both induced demand and drivers doing ‘rat
runs’ to avoid paying tolls on the current M5 and New M5.

%+ The lack of transparency and corrupted processes that characterise the entire $16.8 billion WestCONnex
toll road, including this project.

+* Plans that deliberately expose communities from areas such as St Peters to increased pollution from
WestCONnex. Such an approach values the health and safety of people in certain areas of Sydney over
others, and is both unjust and unacceptable.

% There is no safe level of exposure to fine particulate matter, yet the proponents want to build this project
knowing it will increase these pollutants around the St Peters Interchange.

* The unacceptable impact the project’s construction will have on local residents, businesses and schools.
In St Peters alone, people face years of having their streets turned into car parks for construction workers;
24/7 construction noise, vibration, and heavy truck movements; exposure to asbestos, construction dust,
and toxic materials; and more.

«» The unacceptable noise, dust, traffic and pollution children of schools such as St Peters Public School,
Camdenville Public School, and the scores of other schools and childcare centres along the route would
be exposed to if this project is built.

++* The compulsory acquisition of so many homes and businesses and the arrogant way the impact of this on
people is dismissed in the EIS. | also object to the process by which these acquisitions are taking place,
which the NSW Government knows is unfair.

*»* The failure to seriously consider the long-term impact of WestCONnex on increased carbon emissions,
despite the EIS accepting the science of climate change.

+» Destruction of parts of Sydney Park, Camdenville Park, thousands of trees, and other green spaces,
including critically endangered forest.

+» The unprofessional analysis of the threat posed by the New M5 to biodiversity and endangered species,
including endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs.

*» The total failure of this EIS to consider negative impacts of the entire WestCONnex even as it relies on
‘benefits’ for the entire toll road to justify this particular project.

% The poor quality of this EIS, which is full of errors, unsubstantiated claims, omissions, superficial analyses,

and questionable and/or opaque modelling.

AECOM being paid $13m of taxpayer money for this EIS despite its huge conflicts of interest.

» Billion-dollar construction contracts being locked in before this EIS was even lodged.

A complete failure to consult with local businesses, including those in Newtown, Alexandria and St Peters,

which would be destroyed by the traffic and/or construction impacts this project.

% WestConnex's failure to adequately assess and responsibly handle asbestos, including the huge amounts
it has removed ahead of this EIS from the Alexandria Landfill and transported through inner Sydney out to
the western suburbs.

¢+ The failure to properly analyse alternatives to WestCONnex that would be a better investment of $16.8
billion, such as improved public transport, effective road management, and better transport connections
and employment opportunities in Sydney’s west.

«» This project leaving residents of western and south-west Sydney paying huge tolls while failing to provide

long-term traffic solutions and employment opportunities in these areas.
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| expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections.
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment ‘ 3786

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: S51 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

| 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”

7

* 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 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.

.............................. Ml/é—zl"fa/;/Tﬁ’

Name: c&ﬁ/TE ,rlai'[ L0 K Suburb:; /\/l} Lﬂﬁ h//{/ Postcode: Q @ Q L
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Please publish this submission on the NSW Department of Planning and Environment website
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment 3787
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: S51 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

| 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”

7

* 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 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.

LS ey %»‘cfér ......................................................................................................

...........................................................
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Please publish this submission on the NSW Department of Planning and Environment website
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment 3788
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

| 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”

7

* 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 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.
.................................................... 51777 S o 1% o =0 4 S
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Please publish this submission on the NSW Department of Planning and Environment website
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment 3789
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: S51 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

| 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-Mb5 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 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.

1727913323107
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Please publish this submission on the NSW Department of Planning and Environment website
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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 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-MS5 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 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.

............................................. 228200023320
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Please publish this submission on the NSW Department of Planning and Environment website
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Secretary 3791
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: S51 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

| 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”

7 4

* These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when
the M4-Mb5 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 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.

................................................................................................................................................................................................ 2737213302127
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Secretary 3792
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

ission to D, E Project Number; SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New MS5 :

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 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
Ianes to be avazlab]e for tmfﬁc and off peak parkmg mayneed to be removed The removal of car

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 L
Department of Planning and Environment 3793

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 551 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

| 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”

/7

* 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 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.

1233919322107
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Secretary 3794
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

| 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 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.

1227010338107
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3795
Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS1 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

| 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”

7

* These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when
the M4-MS5 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.

e 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 "par@ng along Euston Road would be provided during off-peak periods.
However, by around 2031, the traﬁgperformance 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 \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.

1721020733108
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 3796

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS1 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

| 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”

7

* These assertions are made with great certainty but are nothing more than a fabrication when
the M4-MS5 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 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.

1737213223707
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Secretary 3797

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS1 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

| 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 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.

27212233302717
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Secretary 3798
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 551 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

| 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”

7

* 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 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.

1737220522107
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment 3799

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS1 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

| 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 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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