
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. 

I t  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. I t  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: "(‘— -̀s Email: 
(_4 

J 
Address: 

Suburb: 0 0,...)0c rc, Postcode: 2 So) 0 

JohnsoKE
Typewritten Text

JohnsoKE
Typewritten Text
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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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 lithe 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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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:l ikS craS/PV i d e S / 7 ) W  Email: ‘le--sice,-./7 i c  2 S-6 sue_ e v n i g  i /  coin 

Address: / (geC op- /  
C 

Suburb: 
S r  

Postcode: o2_ 0 (71 Cc 

JohnsoKE
Typewritten Text
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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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. 

I t  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. I t  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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Suburb: S V  re-Al-)7 
Postcode: 29Ac 
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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 

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

• The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for 
the $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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• 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. 

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

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

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

Name: M A 1 k  PET FEK_ 

Email: p e _ p p  L e i o  t j p o  r \ok  ce5fv-x 

Address: Z 6 -  H O P  C T - 0 0 . Q  ST/ 

Suburb: H u R c s - r n o c  P A R K  Postcode: 2 3 
Signature: 
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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 

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

• The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for 
the $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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• 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. 

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

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

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

Name: 

Email: 

Address: \ s 

Suburb: \,\,1c2_, \Lo Postcode: c \  
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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 

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

• The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for 
the $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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• 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. 

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

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

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

Name: 
S C / V I  ID 0 

4fr-- 

Email:SkOC),(14,KQ 1 

Address: —TO V\A C 
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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 

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

• The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for 
the $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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• 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. 

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

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

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

Name: 
(e-11-U7u7--- /A l (  //7 

Email: it)A-e- //<"(2--) A-0/- 
( V  i 

Address: i f / 6 Y  
/xi 
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Signature: / 
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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 

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

• The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for 
the $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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• 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. 

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

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

I ask you to acknowledge my su n ission and respond to each of my concerns. 

Name: 

Email: 

z7 5 5 P P11 
,4{ 

Address: 

Suburb: 

Signature: 

Postcode: 9j73 
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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 

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

• The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for 
the $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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• 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. 

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

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

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

Name: 

Email: ( .3-51.-A,v,a17,2___c*i  i);1 vi-1 

Address: (2— 

Suburb: A , L 4 c / C . . . . C 2 —  Postcode: 
Q lei 3 

Signature: 1 7  
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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 

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

• The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for 
the $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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• 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. 

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

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

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

Name: 

Email: 
e 6  

rcu\-c_a_r kof---vvunl_e cc,(14 • 

Address: 

Suburb: 4(.A.LA-k Skvm,v2 
R A A K  

Postcode: a(06 
Signature: 
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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 

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

• The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for 
the $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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• 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. 

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

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

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

Name: 

Email: k_ yrk 

Address: 28' De_A___7\--( 
Suburb: 6„..1 Postcode: ? 

Signature: • 
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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 

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

• The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for 
the $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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• 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. 

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

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

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

Name: 

Email: r (  o-o 6) 0 , 7  7 vvvo,,k_ 
Address: c_ ,_3  kcD 

Suburb: 

Signature: 

Postcode: 
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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 

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

• The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for 
the $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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• 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. 

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

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

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

Name: 

Email: (JJ (21.7)",ic , & k , ,  

Address: 
Sh\COZ-- 

Suburb: MU(2 skr,re Postcode: 2 7 

Signature: 

JohnsoKE
Typewritten Text
3752

JohnsoKE
Typewritten Text



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

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

• The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for 
the $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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• 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. 

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

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

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

Name: 
7 ( - i  

Email: 
ko----vliseckcf4-) 

6-4 ecke)0_ co,„,  ,LL 
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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 

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

• The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for 
the $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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• 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. 

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

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

I ask you to ackn ledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns. 

Name: a r . . t  

Email: LI, 4 -,crk 741-Airts e>4( 
Address: 2 . /  . 1 - 2 8 4 4 7  

Suburb: 

Signature: 
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Address: (0 

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

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

• The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for 
the $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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• 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. 

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

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

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

Name: KVi 0---11(2eAr 
Email: c7)'grt--t v10- 
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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 

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

• The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for 
the $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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• 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. 

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

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for 
the $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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• 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. 

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

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for 
the $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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• 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. 

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

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for 
the $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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• 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. 

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

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for 
the $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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• 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. 

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

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for 
the $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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• 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. 

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

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• The NSW Government's failure to publish a full and transparent business case for 
the $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. 

• 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. 

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

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

• 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. 

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

• 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. 

• 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. 

• 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. 

I ask you to acknowledge my submission and respond to each of my concerns. 
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections. 
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I expect you to publis is submission,nd send me a written response to my objections. 
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections. 
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections. 
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Project 55114_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections. 
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections. 
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections. 
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections. 
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections. 
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Project 55114_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections. 
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections. 
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections. 
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 
AECOPyl beifig paid $13m of taxpayer rn-ney frsr this EN d.spite i t c  h u g e  r n n f l i r t c  n f  intarpct 

• 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. 

I expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections. 
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I expect you to publish this sup ission and send me a written response to my objection. 
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New MS 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections. 
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections. 
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections. 
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections. 
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections. 
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections. 
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections. 
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I expect you to publish this submission and send me a written response to my objections. 
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Project SSI 14_6788: Submission on EIS for  WestConnex New M5 

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, I 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. I 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. 

I 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 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

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

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

t g • • e„,...A7 TO/ 
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Secretary 
Department of  Planning and Environment 
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001 

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

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 551 14 6788 WestConnex New M5 

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New 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 o r  on-street parking arrangements along King Street. In future 
years, traffic modelling indicates that King Street is expected in most cases to experience reduced 
peak hour volumes under the 2021 'with project' scenario and 2031 cumulative scenario when 
compared to the without project scenario (refer to Technical Working Paper: Traffic and transport 
(Appendix G). The exception to this would occur in the 2031 cumulative case, where AM peak hour 
volumes southbound would increase by around 35 per cent when compared to the 'without project' 
scenario. However, this is in the opposing direction to the dominant A M  peak hour and is within 
the design carrying capacity o f  the road. As there would not be any significant changes to traffic 
volumes or  no modifications to King Street are proposed as part o f  this project, the project would 
not have a significant impact on businesses or  amenity along King Street" 

• 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 o f  works. No data has been 
provided as to what happens to King Street and surrounding areas in Stage 2 IS built and Stage 
3 NOT built. 

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

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

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

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

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Name: A/LY1T-fteA) Suburb: 
r A J M o  

Postcode: 
15Y-f& 

i e c k  . 
C041 

Street 
1 Address: 

( A A A  r2, / Email Address: 
C l i k A  d c N 

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

JohnsoKE
Typewritten Text
3792



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

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

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I object to  the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I object to the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I object to  the project and the whole WestConnex because: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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