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

Secretary

Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

O  Enormous amounts of extra traffic would be dumped by WestConnex in Newtown, Erskineville, Alexandria and Enmore; a failure to
do traffic modelling outside the project leaving the community to deal with environmental and financial costs of congestion in the
future.

O  Westconnex lacks transparency and accountability; costs are escalating at the rate of $2 billion a year.

O  The EIS fails to consider negative impacts of the whole project (for example, total impacts of construction and waste disposal for the
M4, New M5 and M4/M5).

O  The EIS claims unproven, unplanned positive benefits for the whole Westconnex while dealing with negative impacts only for each
project stage.

O  Westconnex has failed to consult with businesses in King St Newtown and other parts of the Inner West. These businesses are part of a
thriving economy and street life that would be destroyed by increased traffic. Assurances from politicians and bureaucrats that that
they won’t create clearways in the future are worthless.

O  The inadequate air quality study has similar flaws to the M4 EIS study that have been criticised by independent Council experts. The
NSW EPA admits it doesn’t even have the skills to review technical data which even the EIS admits leads to uncertain conclusions.

O  The project includes unfiltered ventilation stacks when alternatives are available. There is no safe level of fine particle pollution, which
is linked to cancer and respiratory illness. The health of some residents is being played off against uncertain benefits to others.

O  There is no independent assessment of traffic modelling. The Sydney Motorway Corporation claims its model has been peer reviewed
but refuses to publish the review or the assumptions on which it is based; independent traffic planners cannot test its results.

O  There has been no meaningful community consultation. Marrickville Metro stalls staffed by poorly informed casuals can’t stand in for
genuine consultation.

O The EIS lacks serious analysis of alternatives to WestConnex. It doesn’t explain why public transport combined with traffic demand
management and other options wouldn’t be a better use of $ 17 billion.

O  The project will Increase greenhouse emissions; the EIS fails to analyse alternatives apart from ‘doing nothing’ that would have far less
impact on emissions.

O  Destruction of hectares of green space across the entire Westconnex project, including critically endangered Cooks River Ironbark
forest at Kingsgrove.

O The removal of part of Sydney Park and destruction of many precious paper bark trees. In the place of these community assets, 60,000
more vehicles a day will be dumped in Euston Rd.

O The EIS claims that traffic congestion caused by the New M5 would be improved by Westconnex Stage 3 but have released no plans at
all the M4/MB5, leaving communities in the dark wondering what shocks are down the track.

O The impact of hundreds of diesel trucks, dust and noise on communities including during years of construction. The cumulative
impact of these should be added to the same problem with the M4 East. )

O  The wholesale destruction of valued heritage buildings in St Peters & elsewhere.

O  The inadequate analysis of the threat posed to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which even Westconnex
admits may not survive the M5’s construction and operation.

O  The arrogant EIS social impact study which dismisses the impact of forcing hundreds of people from their homes and businesses on
communities in a few lines. ‘

O Property owners being offered below-market prices for homes and businesses; the trauma this has caused is ignored in the EIS.

O  AECOM being paid $13 million to do the EIS while it has other Westconnex contracts and thus, a conflict of interest due to other

Westconnex contracts.

Please publish this submission with my name and suburb in accordance with an

undertaking published on the Planning Department website
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Imake this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). I
object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:
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Enormous amounts of extra traffic would be dumped by WestConnex in Newtown, Erskineville,
Alexandria and Enmore; a failure to do traffic modelling outside the project leaving the
community to deal with environmental and financial costs of congestion in the future.
Westconnex lacks transparency and accountability; costs are escalating at the rate of $& billion a,
year.

The EIS fails to consider negative impacts of the whole project (for example, total impacts of
construction and waste disposal for the M4, New M5 and M4/M5).

The EIS claims unproven, unplanned positive benefits for the whole Westconnex while dealing
with negative impacts only for each project stage.

Westconnex has failed to consult with businesses in King St Newtown and other parts of the
Inner West. These businesses are part of a thriving economy and street life that would be
destroyed by increased traffic. Assurances from politicians and bureaucrats that that they won’t
create clearways in the future are worthless.

The inadequate air quality study has similar flaws to the M4 EIS study that have been criticised
by independent Council experts. The NSW EPA admits it doesn’t even have the skills to review
technical datae which even the EIS admits leads to uncertain conclusions.

The project includes unfiltered ventilation stacks when alternatives are available. There is no
safe level of fine particle pollution, which is linked to cancer and respiratory illness. The health
of some residents is being played off against uncertain benefits to others.

There is no independent assessment of traffic modelling. The Sydney Motorway Corporation
claims its model has been peer reviewed but refuses to publish the review or the assumptions on
which it is based; independent traffic planners cannot test its results.

There has been no meaningful community consultation. Marrickville Metro stalls staffed by
poorly informed casuals can’t stand in for genuine consultation.

The EIS lacks serious analysis of alternatives to WestConnex. It doesn’t explain why public
transport combined with traffic demand management and other options wouldn’t be a better use
of $ 17 billion.

The project will Increase greenhouse emissions; the EIS fails to analyse alternatives apart from
‘doing nothing’ that would have far less impact on emissions.

Destruction of hectares of green space across the entire Westconnex project, including critically
endangered Cooks River Ironbark forest at Kingsgrove.

The removal of part of Sydney Park and destruction of many precious paper bark trees. In the
place of these community assets, 60,000 more vehicles a day will be dumped in Euston Rd.

The EIS claims that traffic congestion caused by the New M5 would be improved by Westconnex
Stage 3 but have released no plans at all the M4/MB5, leaving communities in the dark wondering
what shocks are down the track.

The impact of hundreds of diesel trucks, dust and noise on communities including during years
of construction. The cumulative impact of these should be added to the same problem with the
M4 East.

The wholesale destruction of valued heritage buildings in St Peters & elsewhere.

The inadequate analysis of the threat posed to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at
Arncliffe, which even Westconnex admits may not survive the M5’s construction and operation.
The arrogant EIS social impact study which dismisses the impact of forcing hundreds of people
from their homes and businesses on communities in 8 few lines.

Property owners being offered below-market prices for homes and businesses; the trauma, this
has caused is ignored in the EIS.

AFECOM being paid $13 million to do the EIS while it has other Westconnex contracts and thus, a
conﬂiét of interest due to other Westconnex contracts.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

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

» Enormous amounts of extra traffic would be dumped by WestConnex in Newtown, Erskineville,

Alexandria and Enmore; a failure to do traffic modelling outside the project leaving the

community to deal with environmental and financial costs of congestion in the future.

Westconnex lacks transparency and accountability; costs are escalating at the rate of 52

billion a year.

The EIS fails to consider negative impacts of the whole project (for example, total impacts of

construction and waste disposal for the M4, New M5 and M4/M5).

The EIS claims unproven, unplanned positive benefits for the whole Westconnex while dealing

with negative impacts only for each project stage.

Westconnex has failed to consult with businesses in King St Newtown and other parts of the

Inner West. These businesses are part of a thriving economy and street life that would be

destroyed by increased traffic. Assurances from politicians and bureaucrats that that they

won’t create clearways in the future are worthless.

» The inadequate air quality study has similar flaws to the M4 EIS study that have been criticised
by independent Council experts. The NSW EPA admits it doesn’t even have the skills to review
technical data which even the EIS admits leads to uncertain conclusions.

» The project includes unfiltered ventilation stacks when alternatives are available. There is no
safe level of fine particle pollution, which is linked to cancer and respiratory illness. The health
of some residents is being played off against uncertain benefits to others.

» There is no independent assessment of traffic modelling. The Sydney Motorway Corporation
claims its model has been peer reviewed but refuses to publish the review or the assumptions
on which it is based; independent traffic planners cannot test its results.

» There has been no meaningful community consultation. Marrickville Metro stalls staffed by

poorly informed casuals can’t stand in for genuine consultation.

The EIS lacks serious analysis of alternatives to WestConnex. It doesn’t explain why public

transport combined with traffic demand management and other options wouldn’t be a better

use of $ 17 billion.

The project will Increase greenhouse emissions; the EIS fails to analyse alternatives apart from

‘doing nothing’ that would have far less impact on emissions.

Destruction of hectares of green space across the entire Westconnex project, including critically

endangered Cooks River Ironbark forest at Kingsgrove.

The removal of part of Sydney Park and destruction of many precious paper bark trees. In the

place of these community assets, 60,000 more vehicles a day will be dumped in Euston Rd.

The EIS claims that traffic congestion caused by the New M5 would be improved by

Westconnex Stage 3 but have released no plans at all the M4/M5, leaving communities in the

dark wondering what shocks are down the track.

The impact of hundreds of diesel trucks, dust and noise on communities including during years

of construction. The cumulative impact of these should be added to the same problem with the

M4 East.

The wholesale destruction of valued heritage buildings in St Peters & elsewhere.

The inadequate analysis of the threat posed to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at

Arncliffe, which even Westconnex admits may not survive the M5’s construction and operation.

The arrogant EIS social impact study which dismisses the impact of forcing hundreds of people

from their homes and businesses on communities in a few lines.

Property owners being offered below-market prices for homes and businesses; the trauma this

has caused is ignored in the EIS.

AECOM being paid $13 million to do the EIS while it has other Westconnex contracts and thus,

a conflict of interest due to other Westconnex contracts.
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6203
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

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

and the whole WestConnex because:

e  Enormous amounts of extra fraffic would be dumped by WestConnex in Newtown, Erskineville, Alexandria and
Enmore; a failure to do traffic modelling outside the project leaving the community to deal with environmental and
financial costs of congestion in the future.

* The Westconnex’s car dependency solution will not solve Sydney’s transport problems.

*  Westconnex lacks transparency and accountability; costs are escalating at the rate of $2 billion a year.

* The EIS fails to consider negative impacts of the whole project (for example, total impacts of construction and waste
disposal for the M4, New M5 and M4/M5).

e The EIS claims unproven, unplanned positive benefits for the whole Westconnex while dealing with negative impacts
only for each project stage.

*  Westconnex has failed to consult with businesses in King St Newtown and other parts of the Inner West. These
businesses are part of a thriving economy and street life that would be destroyed by increased traffic. Assurances from
politicians and bureaucrats that that they won't create clearways in the future are worthless.

* The inadequate air quality study has similar flaws to the M4 EIS study that have been criticised by independent Council
experts. The NSW EPA admits it doesn’t even have the skills to review technical data which even the EIS admits leads
to uncertain conclusions.

* The project includes unfiltered ventilation stacks when alternatives are available. There is no safe level of fine particle
pollution, which is linked to cancer and respiratory illness. The health of some residents is being played off against
uncertain benefits to others.

» There is no independent assessment of traffic modelling. The Sydney Motorway Corporation claims its model has been
peer reviewed but refuses to publish the review or the assumptions on which it is based; independent traffic planners
cannot test its results.

* There has been no meaningful community consultation. Marrickville Metro stalls staffed by poorly informed casuals
can't stand in for genuine consultation.

* The EIS lacks serious analysis of alternatives to WestConnex. It doesn’t explain why public transport combined with
traffic demand management and other options wouldn’t be a better use of $ 17 billion.

* The project will Increase greenhouse emissions; the EIS fails to analyse alternatives apart from ‘doing nothing’ that
would have far less impact on emissions.

» Destruction of hectares of green space across the entire Westconnex project, including critically endangered Cooks
River Ironbark forest at Kingsgrove.

*  The removal of part of Sydney Park and destruction of many precious paper bark trees. In the place of these
community assets, 60,000 more vehicles a day will be dumped in Euston Rd.

* The EIS claims that traffic congestion caused by the New M5 would be improved by Westconnex Stage 3 but have
released no plans at all the M4/M5, leaving communities in the dark wondering what shocks are down the track.

* The impact of hundreds of diesel trucks, dust and noise on communities including during years of construction. The
cumulative impact of these should be added to the same problem with the M4 East.

* The wholesale destruction of valued heritage buildings in St Peters & elsewhere.

* The inadequate analysis of the threat posed to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which even
Westconnex admits may not survive the M5’s construction and operation.

* The arrogant EIS social impact study which dismisses the impact of forcing hundreds of people from their homes and
businesses on communities in a few lines.

¢ Property owners being offered below-market prices for homes and businesses; the trauma this has caused is ignored
in the EIS.

e AECOM being paid $13 million to do the EIS while it has other Westconnex contracts and thus, a conflict of interest
due tp-Qther Westconnex contracts.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

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

and the whole WestConnex because:

e Enormous amounts of extra traffic would be dumped by WestConnex in Newtown, Erskineville, Alexandria and
Enmore; a failure to do traffic modelling outside the project leaving the community to deal with environmental and
financial costs of congestion in the future.

* The Westconnex’s car dependency solution will not solve Sydney’s fransport problems.

e Westconnex lacks transparency and accountability; costs are escalating at the rate of $2 billion a year.

» The EIS fails to consider negative impacts of the whole project (for example, total impacts of construction and waste
disposal for the M4, New M5 and M4/M5).

* The EIS claims unproven, unplanned positive benefits for the whole Westconnex while dealing with negative impacts
only for each project stage.

*  Westconnex has failed to consult with businesses in King St Newtown and other parts of the Inner West. These
businesses are part of a thriving economy and street life that would be destroyed by increased fraffic. Assurances from
politicians and bureaucrats that that they won’t create clearways in the future are worthless.

* The inadequate air quality study has similar flaws to the M4 EIS study that have been criticised by independent Council
experts. The NSW EPA admits it doesn’t even have the skills to review technical data which even the EIS admits leads
to uncertain conclusions.

* The project includes unfiltered ventilation stacks when alternatives are available. There is no safe level of fine particle
pollution, which is linked to cancer and respiratory illness. The health of some residents is being played off against
uncertain benefits to others.

e There is no independent assessment of traffic modelling. The Sydney Motorway Corporation claims its model has been
peer reviewed but refuses to publish the review or the assumptions on which it is based; independent traffic planners
cannot test its results.

* There has been no meaningful community consultation. Marrickville Metro stalls staffed by poorly informed casuals
can’'t stand in for genuine consultation.

* The EIS lacks serious analysis of alternatives to WestConnex. It doesn’t explain why public transport combined with
traffic demand management and other options wouldn’t be a better use of $ 17 billion.

* The project will Increase greenhouse emissions; the EIS fails to analyse alternatives apart from ‘doing nothing’ that
would have far less impact on emissions.

» Destruction of hectares of green space across the entire Westconnex project, including critically endangered Cooks
River Ironbark forest at Kingsgrove.

* The removal of part of Sydney Park and destruction of many precious paper bark trees. In the place of these
community assets, 60,000 more vehicles a day will be dumped in Euston Rd.

* The EIS claims that traffic congestion caused by the New M5 would be improved by Westconnex Stage 3 but have
released no plans at all the M4/M5, leaving communities in the dark wondering what shocks are down the frack.

The impact of hundreds of diesel trucks, dust and noise on communities including during years of construction. The
cumulative impact of these should be added to the same problem with the M4 East.

* The wholesale destruction of valued heritage buildings in St Peters & elsewhere.

* The inadequate analysis of the threat posed to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which even
Westconnex admits may not survive the M5’s construction and operation.

* The arrogant EIS social impact study which dismisses the impact of forcing hundreds of people from their homes and
businesses on communities in a few lines.

*  Property owners being offered below-market prices for homes and businesses; the trauma this has caused is ignored
in the EIS.

e AECOM being paid $13 million to do the EIS while it has other Westconnex contracts and thus, a conflict of interest
due to other Westconnex contracts.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

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

» Enormous amounts of extra traffic would be dumped by WestConnex in Newtown, ErsRineville,

Alexandria and Enmore; a failure to do traffic modelling outside the project leaving the

community to deal with environmental and financial costs of congestion in the future.

Westconnex lacks transparency and accountability; costs are escalating at the rate of $2

billion a year.

The EIS fails to consider negative impacts of the whole project (for example, total impacts of

construction and waste disposal for the M4, New M5 and M4/M5). -

The EIS claims unproven, unplanned positive benefits for the whole Westconnex while dealing

with negative impacts only for each project stage.

Westconnex has failed to consult with businesses in King St Newtown and other parts of the

Inner West. These businesses are part of a thriving economy and street life that would be

destroyed by increased traffic. Assurances from politicians and bureaucrats that that they

won’t create clearways in the future are worthless.

» The inadequate air quality study has similar flaws to the M4 EIS study that have been criticised
by independent Council experts. The NSW EPA admits it doesn’t even have the sRills to review
technical data which even the EIS admits leads to uncertain conclusions.

» The project includes unfiltered ventilation stacks when alternatives are available. There is no
safe level of fine particle pollution, which is linked to cancer and respiratory illness. The health
of some residents is being played off against uncertain benefits to others.

» There is no independent assessment of traffic modelling. The Sydney Motorway Corporation
claims its model has been peer reviewed but refuses to publish the review or the assumptions
on which it is based; independent traffic planners cannot test its results.

» There has been no meaningful community consultation. Marrickville Metro stalls staffed by

poorly informed casuals can’t stand in for genuine consultation.

The EIS lacks serious analysis of alternatives to WestConnex. It doesn’t explain why public

transport combined with traffic demand management and other options wouldn’t be a better

use of $ 17 billion.

The project will Increase greenhouse emissions; the EIS fails to analyse alternatives apart from

‘doing nothing’ that would have far less impact on emissions.

Destruction of hectares of green space across the entire Westconnex project, including critically

endangered Cooks River Ironbark forest at Kingsgrove.

The removal of part of Sydney Park and destruction of many precious paper bark trees. In the

place of these community assets, 60,000 more vehicles a day will be dumped in Euston Rd.

The EIS claims that traffic congestion caused by the New M5 would be improved by

Westconnex Stage 3 but have released no plans at all the M4/M5, leaving communities in the

dark wondering what shocks are down the track.

The impact of hundreds of diesel trucks, dust and noise on communities including during years

of construction. The cumulative impact of these should be added to the same problem with the

M4 East.

The wholesale destruction of valued heritage buildings in St Peters & elsewhere.

The inadequate analysis of the threat posed to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at

Arncliffe, which even Westconnex admits may not survive the M5’s construction and operation.

The arrogant EIS social impact study which dismisses the impact of forcing hundreds of people

from their homes and businesses on communities in a few lines.

Property owners being offered below-market prices for homes and businesses; the trauma this

has caused is ignored in the EIS.

AECOM being paid $13 million to do the EIS while it has other Westconnex contracts and thus,

a conflict of ,&tjﬁ Wr Westconnex contracts.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

Secretary

Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

O  Enormous amounts of extra traffic would be dumped by WestConnex in Newtown, Erskineville, Alexandria and Enmore; a failure to
do traffic modelling outside the project leaving the community to deal with environmental and financial costs of congestion in the
future.

O  Westconnex lacks transparency and accountability; costs are escalating at the rate of $2 billion a year.

O  The EIS fails to consider negative impacts of the whole project (for example, total impacts of construction and waste disposal for the
M4, New M5 and M4/M5).

O  The EIS claims unproven, unplanned positive benefits for the whole Westconnex while dealing with negative impacts only for each
project stage.

O  Westconnex has failed to consult with businesses in King St Newtown and other parts of the Inner West. These businesses are part of a
thriving economy and street life that would be destroyed by increased traffic. Assurances from politicians and bureaucrats that that
they won’t create clearways in the future are worthless.

O  The inadequate air quality study has similar flaws to the M4 EIS study that have been criticised by independent Council experts. The
NSW EPA admits it doesn’t even have the skills to review technical data which even the EIS admits leads to uncertain conclusions.

O  The project includes unfiltered ventilation stacks when alternatives are available. There is no safe level of fine particle pollution, which
is linked to cancer and respiratory illness. The health of some residents is being played off against uncertain benefits to others.

O  There is no independent assessment of traffic modelling. The Sydney Motorway Corporation claims its model has been peer reviewed
but refuses to publish the review or the assumptions on which it is based; independent traffic planners cannot test its results.

O  There has been no meaningful community consultation. Marrickville Metro stalls staffed by poorly informed casuals can’t stand in for
genuine consultation.

O  The EIS lacks serious analysis of alternatives to WestConnex. It doesn’t explain why public transport combined with traffic demand
management and other options wouldn’t be a better use of $ 17 billion.

O  The project will Increase greenhouse emissions; the EIS fails to analyse alternatives apart from ‘doing nothing’ that would have far less
impact on emissions.

O  Destruction of hectares of green space across the entire Westconnex project, including critically endangered Cooks River Ironbark
forest at Kingsgrove. i

O  The removal of part of Sydney Park and destruction of many precious paper bark trees. In the place of these community assets, 60,000
more vehicles a day will be dumped in Euston Rd.

O  The EIS claims that traffic congestion caused by the New M5 would be improved by Westconnex Stage 3 but have released no plans at
all the M4/M5, leaving communities in the dark wondering what shocks are down the track.

O  The impact of hundreds of diesel trucks, dust and noise on communities including during years of construction. The cumulative
impact of these should be added to the same problem with the M4 East.

O  The wholesale destruction of valued heritage buildings in St Peters & elsewhere.

O  The inadequate analysis of the threat posed to the endangered Green and Golden Bell Frogs at Arncliffe, which even Westconnex
admits may not survive the M5’s construction and operation.

O  The arrogant EIS social impact study which dismisses the impact of forcing hundreds of people from their homes and businesses on
communities in a few lines.

O  Property owners being offered below-market prices for homes and businesses; the trauma this has caused is ignored in the EIS.

O  AECOM being paid $13 million to do the EIS while it has other Westconnex contracts and thus, a conflict of interest due to other

Westconnex contracts.

Please publish this submission with my name and suburb in accordance with an
undertaking published on the Planning Department website
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14 6788 WestConnex New M5

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

This submission responds to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). | object to
the project and the whole WestConnex because:

WestConnex is a poorly planned project that the proponent themselves admits that once the New M5
is operational, the local road network will not have the capacity to cope with the traffic. Our local
roads, such as Stoney Creek Road, Canterbury Road, Forest Road, Moorefields Road, Kingsgrove
Road are at capacity. The impact of M5 toll avoidance, according to the EIS — will result in an
additional 50,000 cars per day using our local roads. This is another failed objective — “to remove
traffic off local roads”

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and can’t be
verified by the NSW EPA. There will be an increase in dangerous pollution in areas close to the
tollway portals, the exhaust stacks and local roads impacted by more traffic. | reject unfiltered stacks
when alternatives are available. | note that fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and is
particularly dangerous for the lungs of growing children. | object to an unfiltered exhaust stack being
located in the valley of Kingsgrove, with many schools, homes and parks located up the hill.

The Westconnex superficial EIS Social Impact study makes no serious assessment of the impact to
communities. The identification of sensitive receivers is crucial. | object to the poor standard of
analysis that resulted in the omission of at least 11 schools / day centres and three sports fields.

e Two sports fields are within our district of Kingsgrove — Clempton Park Kingsgrove and
Beverly Hills Park. An estimated 1000 children play sport every winter weekend.

e Our Lady of Fatima, Kingsgrove Primary, Babes Oasis Day Care, and Kingsgrove High were
also overlooked. All of these sensitive receivers will be exposed to higher levels of pollution
as a result of WestConnex and should have been consulted.

| object to a consultation period being held during January when school are closed and many local
government staff are on holidays. The period should be extended until March 2016

The EIS ignores the work of independent traffic and planning experts who've presented evidence
based arguments that Westconnex won’'t meet time saving or congestion goals.

AECOM, which has a poor record of traffic modelling, has been paid $13 million to do this EIS. It has
other contracts that depend on the project going ahead. This is an unacceptable conflict of interest.

Commuters will pay tolls only to end in worse traffic jams than ever. No details are provided about
future projects such as M4/M5 link that would have further construction impacts on our community.

Roads and Maritimes Services was given approval to build the old M5 on condition that it protected
critically endangered flora and fauna. Now it wants to destroy that same flora and fauna, including a
tract of critically endangered ironbark forest, for a new tollway because its old project failed to solve
congestion.

| object to a weak consideration of alternatives that consists of little more than bald claims. The public
needs evidence- based analysis that includes public transport combined with traffic management.

The inadequacy of the entire New M5 EIS is so profound, that it cannot be used as the basis
for a Ministerial determination to approve the project. '
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

This submission responds to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). | object to
the project and the whole WestConnex because:

WestConnex is a poorly planned project that the proponent themselves admits that once the New M5
is operational, the local road network will not have the capacity to cope with the traffic. Our local
roads, such as Stoney Creek Road, Canterbury Road, Forest Road, Moorefields Road, Kingsgrove
Road are at capacity. The impact of M5 toll avoidance, according to the EIS — will result in an
additional 50,000 cars per day using our local roads. This is another failed objective — “to remove
traffic off local roads”

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and can’t be
verified by the NSW EPA. There will be an increase in dangerous pollution in areas close to the
toliway portals, the exhaust stacks and local roads impacted by more traffic. | reject unfiltered stacks
when alternatives are available. | note that fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and is
particularly dangerous for the lungs of growing children. | object to an unfiltered exhaust stack being
located in the valley of Kingsgrove, with many schools, homes and parks located up the hill.

The Westconnex superficial EIS Social Impact study makes no serious assessment of the impact to
communities. The identification of sensitive receivers is crucial. | object to the poor standard of
analysis that resulted in the omission of at least 11 schools / day centres and three sports fields.

e Two sports fields are within our district of Kingsgrove — Clempton Park Kingsgrove and
Beverly Hills Park. An estimated 1000 children play sport every winter weekend.

e Our Lady of Fatima, Kingsgrove Primary, Babes Oasis Day Care, and Kingsgrove High were
also overlooked. All of these sensitive receivers will be exposed to higher levels of pollution
as a result of WestConnex and should have been consulted.

| object to a consultation period being held during January when school are closed and many local
government staff are on holidays. The period should be extended until March 2016

The EIS ignores the work of independent traffic and planning experts who've presented evidence
based arguments that Westconnex won’t meet time saving or congestion goals.

AECOM, which has a poor record of traffic modelling, has been paid $13 million to do this EIS. It has
other contracts that depend on the project going ahead. This is an unacceptable conflict of interest.

Commuters will pay tolls only to end in worse traffic jams than ever. No details are provided about
future projects such as M4/M5 link that would have further construction impacts on our community.

Roads and Maritimes Services was given approval to build the old M5 on condition that it protected
critically endangered flora and fauna. Now it wants to destroy that same flora and fauna, including a
tract of critically endangered ironbark forest, for a new tollway because its old project failed to solve
congestion.

| object to a weak consideration of alternatives that consists of little more than bald claims. The public
needs evidence- based analysis that includes public transport combined with traffic management.

The inadequacy of the entire New M5 EIS is so profound, that it cannot be used as the basis
for a Ministerial determination to approve the project.
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6209
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

This submission responds to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). | object to
the project and the whole WestConnex because:

WestConnex is a poorly planned project that the proponent themselves admits that once the New M5
is operational, the local road network will not have the capacity to cope with the traffic. Our local
roads, such as Stoney Creek Road, Canterbury Road, Forest Road, Moorefields Road, Kingsgrove
Road are at capacity. The impact of M5 toll avoidance, according to the EIS — will result in an
additional 50,000 cars per day using our local roads. This is another failed objective — “to remove
traffic off local roads”

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and can’t be
verified by the NSW EPA. There will be an increase in dangerous pollution in areas close to the
tollway portals, the exhaust stacks and local roads impacted by more traffic. | reject unfiltered stacks
when alternatives are available. | note that fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and is
particularly dangerous for the lungs of growing children. | object to an unfiltered exhaust stack being
located in the valley of Kingsgrove, with many schools, homes and parks located up the hill.

The Westconnex superficial EIS Social Impact study makes no serious assessment of the impact to
communities. The identification of sensitive receivers is crucial. | object to the poor standard of
analysis that resulted in the omission of at least 11 schools / day centres and three sports fields.

e Two sports fields are within our district of Kingsgrove — Clempton Park Kingsgrove and
Beverly Hills Park. An estimated 1000 children play sport every winter weekend.

e Our Lady of Fatima, Kingsgrove Primary, Babes Oasis Day Care, and Kingsgrove High were
also overlooked. All of these sensitive receivers will be exposed to higher levels of pollution
as a result of WestConnex and should have been consulted.

| object to a consultation period being held during January when school are closed and many local
government staff are on holidays. The period should be extended until March 2016

The EIS ignores the work of independent traffic and planning experts who've presented evidence
based arguments that Westconnex won’'t meet time saving or congestion goals.

AECOM, which has a poor record of traffic modelling, has been paid $13 million to do this EIS. It has
other contracts that depend on the project going ahead. This is an unacceptable conflict of interest.

Commuters will pay tolls only to end in worse traffic jams than ever. No details are provided about
future projects such as M4/M5 link that would have further construction impacts on our community.

Roads and Maritimes Services was given approval to build the old M5 on condition that it protected
critically endangered flora and fauna. Now it wants to destroy that same flora and fauna, including a
tract of critically endangered ironbark forest, for a new tollway because its old project failed to solve
congestion.

| object to a weak consideration of alternatives that consists of little more than bald claims. The public
needs evidence- based analysis that includes public transport combined with traffic management.

The inadequacy of the entire New M5 EIS is so profound, that it cannot be used as the basis
for a Ministerial determination to approve the project.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 6210

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

This submission responds to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). | object to
the project and the whole WestConnex because:

WestConnex is a poorly planned project that the proponent themselves admits that once the New M5
is operational, the local road network will not have the capacity to cope with the traffic. Our local
roads, such as Stoney Creek Road, Canterbury Road, Forest Road, Moorefields Road, Kingsgrove
Road are at capacity. The impact of M5 toll avoidance, according to the EIS — will result in an
additional 50,000 cars per day using our local roads. This is another failed objective — “to remove
traffic off local roads”

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and can’t be
verified by the NSW EPA. There will be an increase in dangerous pollution in areas close to the
tollway portals, the exhaust stacks and local roads impacted by more traffic. | reject unfiltered stacks
when alternatives are available. | note that fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and is
particularly dangerous for the lungs of growing children. | object to an unfiltered exhaust stack being
located in the valley of Kingsgrove, with many schools, homes and parks located up the hill.

The Westconnex superficial EIS Social Impact study makes no serious assessment of the impact to
communities. The identification of sensitive receivers is crucial. | object to the poor standard of
analysis that resulted in the omission of at least 11 schools / day centres and three sports fields.

e Two sports fields are within our district of Kingsgrove — Clempton Park Kingsgrove and
Beverly Hills Park. An estimated 1000 children play sport every winter weekend.

e Our Lady of Fatima, Kingsgrove Primary, Babes Oasis Day Care, and Kingsgrove High were
also overlooked. All of these sensitive receivers will be exposed to higher levels of pollution
as a result of WestConnex and should have been consulted.

| object to a consultation period being held during January when school are closed and many local
government staff are on holidays. The period should be extended until March 2016

The EIS ignores the work of independent traffic and planning experts who've presented evidence
based arguments that Westconnex won’'t meet time saving or congestion goals.

AECOM, which has a poor record of traffic modelling, has been paid $13 million to do this EIS. It has
other contracts that depend on the project going ahead. This is an unacceptable conflict of interest.

Commuters will pay tolls only to end in worse traffic jams than ever. No details are provided about
future projects such as M4/M5 link that would have further construction impacts on our community.

Roads and Maritimes Services was given approval to build the old M5 on condition that it protected
critically endangered flora and fauna. Now it wants to destroy that same flora and fauna, including a
tract of critically endangered ironbark forest, for a new tollway because its old project failed to solve
congestion.

| object to a weak consideration of alternatives that consists of little more than bald claims. The public
needs evidence- based analysis that includes public transport combined with traffic management.

The inadequacy of the entire New M5 EIS is so profound, that it cannot be used as the basis
for a Ministerial determination to approve the project.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 6211

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

This submission responds to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). | object to
the project and the whole WestConnex because:

WestConnex is a poorly planned project that the proponent themselves admits that once the New M5
is operational, the local road network will not have the capacity to cope with the traffic. Our local
roads, such as Stoney Creek Road, Canterbury Road, Forest Road, Moorefields Road, Kingsgrove
Road are at capacity. The impact of M5 toll avoidance, according to the EIS — will result in an
additional 50,000 cars per day using our local roads. This is another failed objective — “to remove
traffic off local roads”

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and can'’t be
verified by the NSW EPA. There will be an increase in dangerous pollution in areas close to the
tollway portals, the exhaust stacks and local roads impacted by more traffic. | reject unfiltered stacks
when alternatives are available. | note that fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and is
particularly dangerous for the lungs of growing children. | object to an unfiltered exhaust stack being
located in the valley of Kingsgrove, with many schools, homes and parks located up the hill.

The Westconnex superficial EIS Social Impact study makes no serious assessment of the impact to
communities. The identification of sensitive receivers is crucial. | object to the poor standard of
analysis that resulted in the omission of at least 11 schools / day centres and three sports fields.

e Two sports fields are within our district of Kingsgrove — Clempton Park Kingsgrove and
Beverly Hills Park. An estimated 1000 children play sport every winter weekend.

e Our Lady of Fatima, Kingsgrove Primary, Babes Oasis Day Care, and Kingsgrove High were
also overlooked. All of these sensitive receivers will be exposed to higher levels of pollution
as a result of WestConnex and should have been consulted.

| object to a consultation period being held during January when school are closed and many local
government staff are on holidays. The period should be extended until March 2016

The EIS ignores the work of independent traffic and planning experts who've presented evidence
based arguments that Westconnex won’t meet time saving or congestion goals.

AECOM, which has a poor record of traffic modelling, has been paid $13 million to do this EIS. It has
other contracts that depend on the project going ahead. This is an unacceptable conflict of interest.

Commuters will pay tolls only to end in worse traffic jams than ever. No details are provided about
future projects such as M4/M5 link that would have further construction impacts on our community.

Roads and Maritimes Services was given approval to build the old M5 on condition that it protected
critically endangered flora and fauna. Now it wants to destroy that same flora and fauna, including a
tract of critically endangered ironbark forest, for a new tollway because its old project failed to solve
congestion.

| object to a weak consideration of alternatives that consists of little more than bald claims. The public
needs evidence- based analysis that includes public transport combined with traffic management.

The inadequacy of the entire New M5 EIS is so profound, that it cannot be used as the basis
for a Ministerial determination to approve the project.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 6212

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

This submission responds to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). | object to
the project and the whole WestConnex because:

WestConnex is a poorly planned project that the proponent themselves admits that once the New M5
is operational, the local road network will not have the capacity to cope with the traffic. Our local
roads, such as Stoney Creek Road, Canterbury Road, Forest Road, Moorefields Road, Kingsgrove
Road are at capacity. The impact of M5 toll avoidance, according to the EIS — will result in an
additional 50,000 cars per day using our local roads. This is another failed objective — “to remove
traffic off local roads”

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and can’t be
verified by the NSW EPA. There will be an increase in dangerous pollution in areas close to the
tollway portals, the exhaust stacks and local roads impacted by more traffic. | reject unfiltered stacks
when alternatives are available. | note that fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and is
particularly dangerous for the lungs of growing children. | object to an unfiltered exhaust stack being
located in the valley of Kingsgrove, with many schools, homes and parks located up the hill.

The Westconnex superficial EIS Social Impact study makes no serious assessment of the impact to
communities. The identification of sensitive receivers is crucial. | object to the poor standard of
analysis that resulted in the omission of at least 11 schools / day centres and three sports fields.

e Two sports fields are within our district of Kingsgrove — Clempton Park Kingsgrove and
Beverly Hills Park. An estimated 1000 children play sport every winter weekend.

e Our Lady of Fatima, Kingsgrove Primary, Babes Oasis Day Care, and Kingsgrove High were
also overlooked. All of these sensitive receivers will be exposed to higher levels of pollution
as a result of WestConnex and should have been consulted.

| object to a consultation period being held during January when school are closed and many local
government staff are on holidays. The period should be extended until March 2016

The EIS ignores the work of independent traffic and planning experts who've presented evidence
based arguments that Westconnex won’'t meet time saving or congestion goals.

AECOM, which has a poor record of traffic modelling, has been paid $13 million to do this EIS. It has
other contracts that depend on the project going ahead. This is an unacceptable conflict of interest.

Commuters will pay tolls only to end in worse traffic jams than ever. No details are provided about
future projects such as M4/M5 link that would have further construction impacts on our community.

Roads and Maritimes Services was given approval to build the old M5 on condition that it protected
critically endangered flora and fauna. Now it wants to destroy that same flora and fauna, including a
tract of critically endangered ironbark forest, for a new tollway because its old project failed to solve
congestion.

| object to a weak consideration of alternatives that consists of little more than bald claims. The public
needs evidence- based analysis that includes public transport combined with traffic management.

The inadequacy of the entire New M5 EIS is so profound, that it cannot be used as the basis
for a Ministerial determination to approve the project.
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6213
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

This submission responds to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). | object to
the project and the whole WestConnex because:

WestConnex is a poorly planned project that the proponent themselves admits that once the New M5
is operational, the local road network will not have the capacity to cope with the traffic. Our local
roads, such as Stoney Creek Road, Canterbury Road, Forest Road, Moorefields Road, Kingsgrove
Road are at capacity. The impact of M5 toll avoidance, according to the EIS — will result in an
additional 50,000 cars per day using our local roads. This is another failed objective — “to remove
traffic off local roads”

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and can’t be
verified by the NSW EPA. There will be an increase in dangerous pollution in areas close to the
tollway portals, the exhaust stacks and local roads impacted by more traffic. | reject unfiltered stacks
when alternatives are available. | note that fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and is
particularly dangerous for the lungs of growing children. | object to an unfiltered exhaust stack being
located in the valley of Kingsgrove, with many schools, homes and parks located up the hill.

The Westconnex superficial EIS Social Impact study makes no serious assessment of the impact to
communities. The identification of sensitive receivers is crucial. | object to the poor standard of
analysis that resulted in the omission of at least 11 schools / day centres and three sports fields.

e Two sports fields are within our district of Kingsgrove — Clempton Park Kingsgrove and
Beverly Hills Park. An estimated 1000 children play sport every winter weekend.

e Our Lady of Fatima, Kingsgrove Primary, Babes Oasis Day Care, and Kingsgrove High were
also overlooked. All of these sensitive receivers will be exposed to higher levels of pollution
as a result of WestConnex and should have been consulted.

| object to a consultation period being held during January when school are closed and many local
government staff are on holidays. The period should be extended until March 2016

The EIS ignores the work of independent traffic and planning experts who've presented evidence
based arguments that Westconnex won’t meet time saving or congestion goals.

AECOM, which has a poor record of traffic modelling, has been paid $13 million to do this EIS. It has
other contracts that depend on the project going ahead. This is an unacceptable conflict of interest.

Commuters will pay tolls only to end in worse traffic jams than ever. No details are provided about
future projects such as M4/M5 link that would have further construction impacts on our community.

Roads and Maritimes Services was given approval to build the old M5 on condition that it protected
critically endangered flora and fauna. Now it wants to destroy that same flora and fauna, including a
tract of critically endangered ironbark forest, for a new tollway because its old project failed to solve
congestion.

| object to a weak consideration of alternatives that consists of little more than bald claims. The public
needs evidence- based analysis that includes public transport combined with traffic management.

The inadequacy of the entire New M5 EIS is so profound, that it cannot be used as the basis
for a Ministerial determination to approve the project.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 6214

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

This submission responds to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). | object to
the project and the whole WestConnex because:

WestConnex is a poorly planned project that the proponent themselves admits that once the New M5
is operational, the local road network will not have the capacity to cope with the traffic. Our local
roads, such as Stoney Creek Road, Canterbury Road, Forest Road, Moorefields Road, Kingsgrove
Road are at capacity. The impact of M5 toll avoidance, according to the EIS — will result in an
additional 50,000 cars per day using our local roads. This is another failed objective — “to remove
traffic off local roads”

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and can’t be
verified by the NSW EPA. There will be an increase in dangerous pollution in areas close to the
tollway portals, the exhaust stacks and local roads impacted by more traffic. | reject unfiltered stacks
when alternatives are available. | note that fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and is
particularly dangerous for the lungs of growing children. | object to an unfiltered exhaust stack being
located in the valley of Kingsgrove, with many schools, homes and parks located up the hill.

The Westconnex superficial EIS Social Impact study makes no serious assessment of the impact to
communities. The identification of sensitive receivers is crucial. | object to the poor standard of
analysis that resulted in the omission of at least 11 schools / day centres and three sports fields.

e Two sports fields are within our district of Kingsgrove — Clempton Park Kingsgrove and
Beverly Hills Park. An estimated 1000 children play sport every winter weekend.

e Our Lady of Fatima, Kingsgrove Primary, Babes Oasis Day Care, and Kingsgrove High were
also overlooked. All of these sensitive receivers will be exposed to higher levels of pollution
as a result of WestConnex and should have been consulted.

| object to a consultation period being held during January when school are closed and many local
government staff are on holidays. The period should be extended until March 2016

The EIS ignores the work of independent traffic and planning experts who've presented evidence
based arguments that Westconnex won’t meet time saving or congestion goals.

AECOM, which has a poor record of traffic modelling, has been paid $13 million to do this EIS. It has
other contracts that depend on the project going ahead. This is an unacceptable conflict of interest.

Commuters will pay tolls only to end in worse traffic jams than ever. No details are provided about
future projects such as M4/M5 link that would have further construction impacts on our community.

Roads and Maritimes Services was given approval to build the old M5 on condition that it protected
critically endangered flora and fauna. Now it wants to destroy that same flora and fauna, including a
tract of critically endangered ironbark forest, for a new tollway because its old project failed to solve
congestion.

| object to a weak consideration of alternatives that consists of little more than bald claims. The public
needs evidence- based analysis that includes public transport combined with traffic management.

The inadequacy of the entire New M5 EIS is so profound, that it cannot be used as the basis
for a Ministerial determination to approve the project.
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6215
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

This submission responds to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). | object to
the project and the whole WestConnex because:

WestConnex is a poorly planned project that the proponent themselves admits that once the New M5
is operational, the local road network will not have the capacity to cope with the traffic. Our local
roads, such as Stoney Creek Road, Canterbury Road, Forest Road, Moorefields Road, Kingsgrove
Road are at capacity. The impact of M5 toll avoidance, according to the EIS — will result in an
additional 50,000 cars per day using our local roads. This is another failed objective — “to remove
traffic off local roads”

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and can’t be
verified by the NSW EPA. There will be an increase in dangerous pollution in areas close to the
tollway portals, the exhaust stacks and local roads impacted by more traffic. | reject unfiltered stacks
when alternatives are available. | note that fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and is
particularly dangerous for the lungs of growing children. | object to an unfiltered exhaust stack being
located in the valley of Kingsgrove, with many schools, homes and parks located up the hill.

The Westconnex superficial EIS Social Impact study makes no serious assessment of the impact to
communities. The identification of sensitive receivers is crucial. | object to the poor standard of
analysis that resulted in the omission of at least 11 schools / day centres and three sports fields.

e Two sports fields are within our district of Kingsgrove — Clempton Park Kingsgrove and
Beverly Hills Park. An estimated 1000 children play sport every winter weekend.

e Our Lady of Fatima, Kingsgrove Primary, Babes Oasis Day Care, and Kingsgrove High were
also overlooked. All of these sensitive receivers will be exposed to higher levels of pollution
as a result of WestConnex and should have been consulted.

| object to a consultation period being held during January when school are closed and many local
government staff are on holidays. The period should be extended until March 2016

The EIS ignores the work of independent traffic and planning experts who've presented evidence
based arguments that Westconnex won't meet time saving or congestion goals.

AECOM, which has a poor record of traffic modelling, has been paid $13 million to do this EIS. It has
other contracts that depend on the project going ahead. This is an unacceptable conflict of interest.

Commuters will pay tolls only to end in worse traffic jams than ever. No details are provided about
future projects such as M4/M5 link that would have further construction impacts on our community.

Roads and Maritimes Services was given approval to build the old M5 on condition that it protected
critically endangered flora and fauna. Now it wants to destroy that same flora and fauna, including a
tract of critically endangered ironbark forest, for a new tollway because its old project failed to solve
congestion.

| object to a weak consideration of alternatives that consists of little more than bald claims. The public
needs evidence- based analysis that includes public transport combined with traffic management.

The inadequacy of the entire New M5 EIS is so profound, that it cannot be used as the basis
for a Ministerial determination to approve the project.
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(date before January 29,2016)

Westconnex New M5 (SSI 6788)

Planning Services

Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, SYDNEY NSW 2001

Attention: Director - Transport Assessments,

Please accept this submission in response to the Environmental Impact Statement for the Westconnex New M5
Application No: SSI 6788

| object to the construction of the Westconnex New M5 on the following grounds:

- Cost deception:
The updated Strategic Business Case, released late November 2015, after pressure from 10,000
petitioners, states the cost of the Westconnex as $16.8 billion, with all breakout costs and revenue
redacted. This is the highest cost infrastructure project in Australia's history and taxpayers are not privy to
the actual cost/revenue assumptions upon which the $16.8billion is based. The government is not acting
in the best interest of the taxpayer, when there is no transparency.
From $10 billion in 2012 to the current $16.8 billion in 2015, given the constant revisions already
witnessed in the history of the project, a conservative cost estimate at time of completion in 2019 to a
projected cost of $26 billion, a conservative estimate. | do not believe the benefit is justified.

-Noise barriers:
Exceeding acceptable levels in residences within 50 metres of the construction site. No interim mitigation
fence will be sufficient for 24/7 construction
Ref 6.5.1.”Noise barriers need to enhance the driver’s experience” so the preference is for transparent
walls. How about the resident’s experience? | urge the earth mound be maintained to preserve the
resident’s experience. The motorists view should be ahead of them on the road and not into our homes
and streets.

-Loss of Trees/Earth Mound:
There will be a loss of at least 300 hundred established trees on the earth mound north and south of
Motorway between Beverly Hills and Kingsgrove in addition to the Cooks River Bush area which is a
heritage habitat.

The removal of the Earth Mound south of Beverly Grove Park should not be a requirement for
construction. Existing road bays should be enough to accommodate road widening. The earth barrier is
home to over 300 established trees and wildlife having been established for fifteen years. The preference

1



is to remove the established green mound and trees and bird habitat and insert green landscaping
between the laneways so that that according to the EIS “effectively disguising the width of the motorway
at this location.” Ref: 6.3 Landscape design.

Loss of use of Beverly Grove Park during construction with no proposed offset to residents, cyclists and
recreational users is unacceptable.

Pollution: Unfiltered ventilation stack within 100 metres of homes and from increased traffic during
construction and toll avoidance is a real hazard to health, especially at the small particle level under 2.5,

Scale Out of Character: Going from a 4 lane motorway to 10 lane motorway in a residential area destroys the
character of the residential, quiet neighbourhood.

Increased Traffic Congestion: during construction and cars avoiding tolls will make local commuting to nearby
locations difficult due to multiple bottlenecks.

| urge you to consider the objections raised and focus on improved public transport options for Sydney. We
cannot convert Sydney into a mass of roads. We know that more roads breed more cars.

Given the proposed increase in population used as a justification for the project, | believe a more prudent use of
money will be for hospitals, schools, vocational training and public transport. | fear that this project will be
another failure alongside the Cross-City tunnel, the Melbourne and Brisbane Links at enormous human cost.

Yours sincerely,

e W\ erdes
Ak of ha peace

Attachments:

| have/have not made any reportable political donations in the previous two years.
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(date before January 29,2016)

Westconnex New M5 (SSI 6788)

Planning Services

Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, SYDNEY NSW 2001

Attention: Director - Transport Assessments,

Please accept this submission in response to the Environmental Impact Statement for the Westconnex New M5
Application No: SSI 6788

| object to the construction of the Westconnex New M5 on the following grounds:

- Cost deception:
The updated Strategic Business Case, released late November 2015, after pressure from 10,000
petitioners, states the cost of the Westconnex as $16.8 billion, with all breakout costs and revenue
redacted. This is the highest cost infrastructure project in Australia's history and taxpayers are not privy to
the actual cost/revenue assumptions upon which the $16.8billion is based. The government is not acting
in the best interest of the taxpayer, when there is no transparency.
From $10 billion in 2012 to the current $16.8 billion in 2015, given the constant revisions already
witnessed in the history of the project, a conservative cost estimate at time of completion in 2019 to a
projected cost of $26 billion, a conservative estimate. | do not believe the benefit is justified.

-Noise barriers:
Exceeding acceptable levels in residences within 50 metres of the construction site. No interim mitigation
fence will be sufficient for 24/7 construction
Ref 6.5.1.”Noise barriers need to enhance the driver’s experience” so the preference is for transparent
walls. How about the resident’s experience? | urge the earth mound be maintained to preserve the
resident’s experience. The motorists view should be ahead of them on the road and not into our homes
and streets.

-Loss of Trees/Earth Mound:
There will be a loss of at least 300 hundred established trees on the earth mound north and south of
Motorway between Beverly Hills and Kingsgrove in addition to the Cooks River Bush area which is a
heritage habitat.

The removal of the Earth Mound south of Beverly Grove Park should not be a requirement for
construction. Existing road bays should be enough to accommodate road widening. The earth barrier is
home to over 300 established trees and wildlife having been established for fifteen years. The preference

1



is to remove the established green mound and trees and bird habitat and insert green landscaping
between the laneways so that that according to the EIS “effectively disguising the width of the motorway
at this location.” Ref: 6.3 Landscape design.

Loss of use of Beverly Grove Park during construction with no proposed offset to residents, cyclists and
recreational users is unacceptable.

Pollution: Unfiltered ventilation stack within 100 metres of homes and from increased traffic during
construction and toll avoidance is a real hazard to health, especially at the small particle level under 2.5,

Scale Out of Character: Going from a 4 lane motorway to 10 lane motorway in a residential area destroys the
character of the residential, quiet neighbourhood.

Increased Traffic Congestion: during construction and cars avoiding tolls will make local commuting to nearby
locations difficult due to multiple bottlenecks.

| urge you to consider the objections raised and focus on improved public transport options for Sydney. We
cannot convert Sydney into a mass of roads. We know that more roads breed more cars.

Given the proposed increase in population used as a justification for the project, | believe a more prudent use of
money will be for hospitals, schools, vocational training and public transport. | fear that this project will be
another failure alongside the Cross-City tunnel, the Melbourne and Brisbane Links at enormous human cost.

Yours sincerely,

.
e

Attachments:

»'//7

I have/ made any reportable political donations in the previous two years.
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Westconnex New M5 (SSI 6788)

Planning Services

Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, SYDNEY NSW 2001

Attention: Director - Transport Assessments,

Please accept this submission in response to the Environmental Impact Statement for the Westconnex New M5
Application No: SSI 6788

I object to the construction of the Westconnex New M5 on the following grounds:

- Cost deception:
The updated Strategic Business Case, released late November 2015, after pressure from 10,000
petitioners, states the cost of the Westconnex as $16.8 billion, with all breakout costs and revenue
redacted. This is the highest cost infrastructure project in Australia's history and taxpayers are not privy to
the actual cost/revenue assumptions upon which the $16.8billion is based. The government is not acting
in the best interest of the taxpayer, when there is no transparency.
From $10 billion in 2012 to the current $16.8 billion in 2015, given the constant revisions already
witnessed in the history of the project, a conservative cost estimate at time of completion in 2019 to a
projected cost of $26 billion, a conservative estimate. | do not believe the benefit is justified.

-Noise barriers:
Exceeding acceptable levels in residences within 50 metres of the construction site. No interim mitigation
fence will be sufficient for 24/7 construction
Ref 6.5.1.”Noise barriers need to enhance the driver’s experience” so the preference is for transparent
walls. How about the resident’s experience? | urge the earth mound be maintained to preserve the
resident’s experience. The motorists view should be ahead of them on the road and not into our homes
and streets.

-Loss of Trees/Earth Mound:
There will be a loss of at least 300 hundred established trees on the earth mound north and south of
Motorway between Beverly Hills and Kingsgrove in addition to the Cooks River Bush area which is a
heritage habitat.

The removal of the Earth Mound south of Beverly Grove Park should not be a requirement for
construction. Existing road bays should be enough to accommodate road widening. The earth barrier is
home to over 300 established trees and wildlife having been established for fifteen years. The preference

1



is to remove the established green mound and trees and bird habitat and insert green landscaping
between the laneways so that that according to the EIS “effectively disguising the width of the motorway
at this location.” Ref: 6.3 Landscape design.

Loss of use of Beverly Grove Park during construction with no proposed offset to residents, cyclists and
recreational users is unacceptable.

Pollution: Unfiltered ventilation stack within 100 metres of homes and from increased traffic during
construction and toll avoidance is a real hazard to health, especially at the small particle level under 2.5,

Scale Out of Character: Going from a 4 lane motorway to 10 lane motorway in a residential area destroys the
character of the residential, quiet neighbourhood.

Increased Traffic Congestion: during construction and cars avoiding tolls will make local commuting to nearby
locations difficult due to multiple bottlenecks.

| urge you to consider the objections raised and focus on improved public transport options for Sydney. We
cannot convert Sydney into a mass of roads. We know that more roads breed more cars.

Given the proposed increase in population used as a justification for the project, | believe a more prudent use of
money will be for hospitals, schools, vocational training and public transport. | fear that this project will be
another failure alongside the Cross-City tunnel, the Melbourne and Brisbane Links at enormous human cost.

Yours sincerely,
e

Attachments:

I have/have not/made any reportable political donations in the previous two years.
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Westconnex New M5 (SSI 6788)

Planning Services

Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, SYDNEY NSW 2001

Attention: Director - Transport Assessments,

Please accept this submission in response to the Environmental Impact Statement for the Westconnex New M5
Application No: SSI 6788

| object to the construction of the Westconnex New M5 on the following grounds:

- Cost deception:
The updated Strategic Business Case, released late November 2015, after pressure from 10,000
petitioners, states the cost of the Westconnex as $16.8 billion, with all breakout costs and revenue
redacted. This is the highest cost infrastructure project in Australia's history and taxpayers are not privy to
the actual cost/revenue assumptions upon which the $16.8billion is based. The government is not acting
in the best interest of the taxpayer, when there is no transparency.
From $10 billion in 2012 to the current $16.8 billion in 2015, given the constant revisions already
witnessed in the history of the project, a conservative cost estimate at time of completion in 2019 to a
projected cost of $26 billion, a conservative estimate. | do not believe the benefit is justified.

-Noise barriers:
Exceeding acceptable levels in residences within 50 metres of the construction site. No interim mitigation
fence will be sufficient for 24/7 construction
Ref 6.5.1.”Noise barriers need to enhance the driver’s experience” so the preference is for transparent
walls. How about the resident’s experience? | urge the earth mound be maintained to preserve the
resident’s experience. The motorists view should be ahead of them on the road and not into our homes
and streets.

-Loss of Trees/Earth Mound:
There will be a loss of at least 300 hundred established trees on the earth mound north and south of
Motorway between Beverly Hills and Kingsgrove in addition to the Cooks River Bush area which is a
heritage habitat.

The removal of the Earth Mound south of Beverly Grove Park should not be a requirement for
construction. Existing road bays should be enough to accommodate road widening. The earth barrier is
home to over 300 established trees and wildlife having been established for fifteen years. The preference

1



is to remove the established green mound and trees and bird habitat and insert green landscaping
between the laneways so that that according to the EIS “effectively disguising the width of the motorway
at this location.” Ref: 6.3 Landscape design.

Loss of use of Beverly Grove Park during construction with no proposed offset to residents, cyclists and
recreational users is unacceptable.

Pollution: Unfiltered ventilation stack within 100 metres of homes and from increased traffic during
construction and toll avoidance is a real hazard to health, especially at the small particle level under 2.5,

Scale Out of Character: Going from a 4 lane motorway to 10 lane motorway in a residential area destroys the
character of the residential, quiet neighbourhood.

Increased Traffic Congestion: during construction and cars avoiding tolls will make local commuting to nearby
locations difficult due to multiple bottlenecks.

| urge you to consider the objections raised and focus on improved public transport options for Sydney. We
cannot convert Sydney into a mass of roads. We know that more roads breed more cars.

Given the proposed increase in population used as a justification for the project, | believe a more prudent use of
money will be for hospitals, schools, vocational training and public transport. | fear that this project will be
another failure alongside the Cross-City tunnel, the Melbourne and Brisbane Links at enormous human cost.

Yours sincerely,

Attachments:

I have/have not made any reportable political donations in the previous two years.

NO
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Westconnex New M5 (SSI 6788)

Planning Services

Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, SYDNEY NSW 2001

Attention: Director - Transport Assessments,

Please accept this submission in response to the Environmental Impact Statement for the Westconnex New M5
Application No: SSI 6788

I object to the construction of the Westconnex New M5 on the following grounds:

- Cost deception:
The updated Strategic Business Case, released late November 2015, after pressure from 10,000
petitioners, states the cost of the Westconnex as $16.8 billion, with all breakout costs and revenue
redacted. This is the highest cost infrastructure project in Australia's history and taxpayers are not privy to
the actual cost/revenue assumptions upon which the $16.8billion is based. The government is not acting
in the best interest of the taxpayer, when there is no transparency.
From $10 billion in 2012 to the current $16.8 billion in 2015, given the constant revisions already
witnessed in the history of the project, a conservative cost estimate at time of completion in 2019 to a
projected cost of $26 billion, a conservative estimate. | do not believe the benefit is justified.

-Noise barriers:
Exceeding acceptable levels in residences within 50 metres of the construction site. No interim mitigation
fence will be sufficient for 24/7 construction
Ref 6.5.1.”Noise barriers need to enhance the driver’s experience” so the preference is for transparent
walls. How about the resident’s experience? | urge the earth mound be maintained to preserve the
resident’s experience. The motorists view should be ahead of them on the road and not into our homes
and streets.

-Loss of Trees/Earth Mound:
There will be a loss of at least 300 hundred established trees on the earth mound north and south of
Motorway between Beverly Hills and Kingsgrove in addition to the Cooks River Bush area whichis a
heritage habitat.

The removal of the Earth Mound south of Beverly Grove Park should not be a requirement for
construction. Existing road bays should be enough to accommodate road widening. The earth barrier is
home to over 300 established trees and wildlife having been established for fifteen years. The preference

1



is to remove the established green mound and trees and bird habitat and insert green landscaping
between the laneways so that that according to the EIS “effectively disguising the width of the motorway
at this location.” Ref: 6.3 Landscape design.

Loss of use of Beverly Grove Park during construction with no proposed offset to residents, cyclists and
recreational users is unacceptable.

Pollution: Unfiltered ventilation stack within 100 metres of homes and from increased traffic during
construction and toll avoidance is a real hazard to health, especially at the small particle level under 2.5,

Scale Out of Character: Going from a 4 lane motorway to 10 lane motorway in a residential area destroys the
character of the residential, quiet neighbourhood.

Increased Traffic Congestion: during construction and cars avoiding tolls will make local commuting to nearby
locations difficult due to multiple bottlenecks.

| urge you to consider the objections raised and focus on improved public transport options for Sydney. We
cannot convert Sydney into a mass of roads. We know that more roads breed more cars.

Given the proposed increase in population used as a justification for the project, | believe a more prudent use of
money will be for hospitals, schools, vocational training and public transport. | fear that this project will be
another failure alongside the Cross-City tunnel, the Melbourne and Brisbane Links at enormous human cost.

Yours sincerely,

B

%cd;:,( %
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Attachments:

I have ade any reportable political donations in the previous two years.

o
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Westconnex New M5 (SSI 6788)

Planning Services

Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, SYDNEY NSW 2001

Attention: Director - Transport Assessments,

Please accept this submission in response to the Environmental Impact Statement for the Westconnex New M5
Application No: SSI 6788

| object to the construction of the Westconnex New M5 on the following grounds:

- Cost deception:
The updated Strategic Business Case, released late November 2015, after pressure from 10,000
petitioners, states the cost of the Westconnex as $16.8 billion, with all breakout costs and revenue
redacted. This is the highest cost infrastructure project in Australia's history and taxpayers are not privy to
the actual cost/revenue assumptions upon which the $16.8billion is based. The government is not acting
in the best interest of the taxpayer, when there is no transparency.
From $10 billion in 2012 to the current $16.8 billion in 2015, given the constant revisions already
witnessed in the history of the project, a conservative cost estimate at time of completion in 2019 to a
projected cost of $26 billion, a conservative estimate. | do not believe the benefit is justified.

-Noise barriers:
Exceeding acceptable levels in residences within 50 metres of the construction site. No interim mitigation
fence will be sufficient for 24/7 construction
Ref 6.5.1.”Noise barriers need to enhance the driver’s experience” so the preference is for transparent
walls. How about the resident’s experience? | urge the earth mound be maintained to preserve the
resident’s experience. The motorists view should be ahead of them on the road and not into our homes
and streets.

-Loss of Trees/Earth Mound:
There will be a loss of at least 300 hundred established trees on the earth mound north and south of
Motorway between Beverly Hills and Kingsgrove in addition to the Cooks River Bush area which is a
heritage habitat.

The removal of the Earth Mound south of Beverly Grove Park should not be a requirement for
construction. Existing road bays should be enough to accommodate road widening. The earth barrier is
home to over 300 established trees and wildlife having been established for fifteen years. The preference

1



is to remove the established green mound and trees and bird habitat and insert green landscaping
between the laneways so that that according to the EIS “effectively disguising the width of the motorway
at this location.” Ref: 6.3 Landscape design.

Loss of use of Beverly Grove Park during construction with no proposed offset to residents, cyclists and
recreational users is unacceptable.

Pollution: Unfiltered ventilation stack within 100 metres of homes and from increased traffic during
construction and toll avoidance is a real hazard to health, especially at the small particle level under 2.5,

Scale Out of Character: Going from a 4 lane motorway to 10 lane motorway in a residential area destroys the
character of the residential, quiet neighbourhood.

Increased Traffic Congestion: during construction and cars avoiding tolls will make local commuting to nearby
locations difficult due to multiple bottlenecks.

| urge you to consider the objections raised and focus on improved public transport options for Sydney. We
cannot convert Sydney into a mass of roads. We know that more roads breed more cars.

Given the proposed increase in population used as a justification for the project, | believe a more prudent use of
money will be for hospitals, schools, vocational training and public transport. | fear that this project will be
another failure alongside the Cross-City tunnel, the Melbourne and Brisbane Links at enormous human cost.

Yours sincerely

N ‘\}\mﬁ%

Attachments:

| have made any reportable political donations in the previous two years.
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Westconnex New M5 (SSI 6788)

Planning Services

Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, SYDNEY NSW 2001

Attention: Director - Transport Assessments,

Please accept this submission in response to the Environmental Impact Statement for the Westconnex New M5
Application No: SSI 6788

I object to the construction of the Westconnex New M5 on the following grounds:

- Cost deception:
The updated Strategic Business Case, released late November 2015, after pressure from 10,000
petitioners, states the cost of the Westconnex as $16.8 billion, with all breakout costs and revenue
redacted. This is the highest cost infrastructure project in Australia's history and taxpayers are not privy to
the actual cost/revenue assumptions upon which the $16.8billion is based. The government is not acting
in the best interest of the taxpayer, when there is no transparency.
From $10 billion in 2012 to the current $16.8 billion in 2015, given the constant revisions already
witnessed in the history of the project, a conservative cost estimate at time of completion in 2019 to a
projected cost of $26 billion, a conservative estimate. | do not believe the benefit is justified.

-Noise barriers:
Exceeding acceptable levels in residences within 50 metres of the construction site. No interim mitigation
fence will be sufficient for 24/7 construction
Ref 6.5.1.”Noise barriers need to enhance the driver’s experience” so the preference is for transparent
walls. How about the resident’s experience? | urge the earth mound be maintained to preserve the
resident’s experience. The motorists view should be ahead of them on the road and not into our homes
and streets.

-Loss of Trees/Earth Mound:
There will be a loss of at least 300 hundred established trees on the earth mound north and south of
Motorway between Beverly Hills and Kingsgrove in addition to the Cooks River Bush area which is a
heritage habitat.

The removal of the Earth Mound south of Beverly Grove Park should not be a requirement for
construction. Existing road bays should be enough to accommodate road widening. The earth barrier is
home to over 300 established trees and wildlife having been established for fifteen years. The preference

al



is to remove the established green mound and trees and bird habitat and insert green landscaping
between the laneways so that that according to the EIS “effectively disguising the width of the motorway
at this location.” Ref: 6.3 Landscape design.

Loss of use of Beverly Grove Park during construction with no proposed offset to residents, cyclists and
recreational users is unacceptable.

Pollution: Unfiltered ventilation stack within 100 metres of homes and from increased traffic during
construction and toll avoidance is a real hazard to health, especially at the small particle level under 2.5,

Scale Out of Character: Going from a 4 lane motorway to 10 lane motorway in a residential area destroys the
character of the residential, quiet neighbourhood.

Increased Traffic Congestion: during construction and cars avoiding tolls will make local commuting to nearby
locations difficult due to multiple bottlenecks.

| urge you to consider the objections raised and focus on improved public transport options for Sydney. We
cannot convert Sydney into a mass of roads. We know that more roads breed more cars.

Given the proposed increase in population used as a justification for the project, | believe a more prudent use of
money will be for hospitals, schools, vocational training and public transport. | fear that this project will be
another failure alongside the Cross-City tunnel, the Melbourne and Brisbane Links at enormous human cost.

Yours sincerel

Attachments:

| have/have not made any reportable political donations in the previous two years.
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Westconnex New M5 (SSI 6788)

Planning Services

Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, SYDNEY NSW 2001

Attention: Director - Transport Assessments,

Please accept this submission in response to the Environmental Impact Statement for the Westconnex New M5
Application No: SSI 6788

| object to the construction of the Westconnex New M5 on the following grounds:

- Cost deception:
The updated Strategic Business Case, released late November 2015, after pressure from 10,000
petitioners, states the cost of the Westconnex as $16.8 billion, with all breakout costs and revenue
redacted. This is the highest cost infrastructure project in Australia's history and taxpayers are not privy to
the actual cost/revenue assumptions upon which the $16.8billion is based. The government is not acting
in the best interest of the taxpayer, when there is no transparency.
From $10 billion in 2012 to the current $16.8 billion in 2015, given the constant revisions already
witnessed in the history of the project, a conservative cost estimate at time of completion in 2019 to a
projected cost of $26 billion, a conservative estimate. | do not believe the benefit is justified.

-Noise barriers:
Exceeding acceptable levels in residences within 50 metres of the construction site. No interim mitigation
fence will be sufficient for 24/7 construction
Ref 6.5.1.”Noise barriers need to enhance the driver’s experience” so the preference is for transparent
walls. How about the resident’s experience? | urge the earth mound be maintained to preserve the
resident’s experience. The motorists view should be ahead of them on the road and not into our homes
and streets.

-Loss of Trees/Earth Mound:
There will be a loss of at least 300 hundred established trees on the earth mound north and south of
Motorway between Beverly Hills and Kingsgrove in addition to the Cooks River Bush area which is a
heritage habitat.

The removal of the Earth Mound south of Beverly Grove Park should not be a requirement for
construction. Existing road bays should be enough to accommodate road widening. The earth barrier is
home to over 300 established trees and wildlife having been established for fifteen years. The preference

1



is to remove the established green mound and trees and bird habitat and insert green landscaping
between the laneways so that that according to the EIS “effectively disguising the width of the motorway
at this location.” Ref: 6.3 Landscape design.

Loss of use of Beverly Grove Park during construction with no proposed offset to residents, cyclists and
recreational users is unacceptable.

Pollution: Unfiltered ventilation stack within 100 metres of homes and from increased traffic during
construction and toll avoidance is a real hazard to health, especially at the small particle level under 2.5,

Scale Out of Character: Going from a 4 lane motorway to 10 lane motorway in a residential area destroys the
character of the residential, quiet neighbourhood.

Increased Traffic Congestion: during construction and cars avoiding tolls will make local commuting to nearby
locations difficult due to multiple bottlenecks.

| urge you to consider the objections raised and focus on improved public transport options for Sydney. We
cannot convert Sydney into a mass of roads. We know that more roads breed more cars.

Given the proposed increase in population used as a justification for the project, | believe a more prudent use of
money will be for hospitals, schools, vocational training and public transport. | fear that this project will be
another failure alongside the Cross-City tunnel, the Melbourne and Brisbane Links at enormous human cost.

Yours sincerely,

6~ - 2_oNS.

Attachments:

b i

| have/have not made any reportable political donations in the previous two years.
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Westconnex New M5 (SSI 6788)

Planning Services

Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, SYDNEY NSW 2001

Attention: Director - Transport Assessments,

Please accept this submission in response to the Environmental Impact Statement for the Westconnex New M5
Application No: SSI 6788

| object to the construction of the Westconnex New M5 on the following grounds:

- Cost deception:
The updated Strategic Business Case, released late November 2015, after pressure from 10,000
petitioners, states the cost of the Westconnex as $16.8 billion, with all breakout costs and revenue
redacted. This is the highest cost infrastructure project in Australia's history and taxpayers are not privy to
the actual cost/revenue assumptions upon which the $16.8billion is based. The government is not acting
in the best interest of the taxpayer, when there is no transparency.
From $10 billion in 2012 to the current $16.8 billion in 2015, given the constant revisions already
witnessed in the history of the project, a conservative cost estimate at time of completion in 2019 to a
projected cost of $26 billion, a conservative estimate. | do not believe the benefit is justified.

-Noise barriers:
Exceeding acceptable levels in residences within 50 metres of the construction site. No interim mitigation
fence will be sufficient for 24/7 construction
Ref 6.5.1.”Noise barriers need to enhance the driver’s experience” so the preference is for transparent
walls. How about the resident’s experience? | urge the earth mound be maintained to preserve the
resident’s experience. The motorists view should be ahead of them on the road and not into our homes
and streets.

-Loss of Trees/Earth Mound:
There will be a loss of at least 300 hundred established trees on the earth mound north and south of
Motorway between Beverly Hills and Kingsgrove in addition to the Cooks River Bush area which is a
heritage habitat.

The removal of the Earth Mound south of Beverly Grove Park should not be a requirement for
construction. Existing road bays should be enough to accommodate road widening. The earth barrier is
home to over 300 established trees and wildlife having been established for fifteen years. The preference

1



is to remove the established green mound and trees and bird habitat and insert green landscaping
between the laneways so that that according to the EIS “effectively disguising the width of the motorway
at this location.” Ref: 6.3 Landscape design.

Loss of use of Beverly Grove Park during construction with no proposed offset to residents, cyclists and
recreational users is unacceptable.

Pollution: Unfiltered ventilation stack within 100 metres of homes and from increased traffic during
construction and toll avoidance is a real hazard to health, especially at the small particle level under 2.5,

Scale Out of Character: Going from a 4 lane motorway to 10 lane motorway in a residential area destroys the
character of the residential, quiet neighbourhood.

Increased Traffic Congestion: during construction and cars avoiding tolls will make local commuting to nearby
locations difficult due to multiple bottlenecks.

| urge you to consider the objections raised and focus on improved public transport options for Sydney. We
cannot convert Sydney into a mass of roads. We know that more roads breed more cars.

Given the proposed increase in population used as a justification for the project, | believe a more prudent use of
money will be for hospitals, schools, vocational training and public transport. | fear that this project will be
another failure alongside the Cross-City tunnel, the Melbourne and Brisbane Links at enormous human cost.

Yours sincerely,

\

LN

Attachments: M M
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| have/have not nade any reportable political donations in the previous two years.
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Westconnex New M5 (SSI 6788)

Planning Services

Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, SYDNEY NSW 2001

Attention: Director - Transport Assessments,

Please accept this submission in response to the Environmental Impact Statement for the Westconnex New M5
Application No: SSI 6788

I object to the construction of the Westconnex New M5 on the following grounds:

- Cost deception:
The updated Strategic Business Case, released late November 2015, after pressure from 10,000
petitioners, states the cost of the Westconnex as $16.8 billion, with all breakout costs and revenue
redacted. This is the highest cost infrastructure project in Australia's history and taxpayers are not privy to
the actual cost/revenue assumptions upon which the $16.8billion is based. The government is not acting
in the best interest of the taxpayer, when there is no transparency.
From $10 billion in 2012 to the current $16.8 billion in 2015, given the constant revisions already
witnessed in the history of the project, a conservative cost estimate at time of completion in 2019 to a
projected cost of $26 billion, a conservative estimate. | do not believe the benefit is justified.

-Noise barriers:
Exceeding acceptable levels in residences within 50 metres of the construction site. No interim mitigation
fence will be sufficient for 24/7 construction
Ref 6.5.1.”Noise barriers need to enhance the driver’s experience” so the preference is for transparent
walls. How about the resident’s experience? | urge the earth mound be maintained to preserve the
resident’s experience. The motorists view should be ahead of them on the road and not into our homes
and streets.

-Loss of Trees/Earth Mound:
There will be a loss of at least 300 hundred established trees on the earth mound north and south of
Motorway between Beverly Hills and Kingsgrove in addition to the Cooks River Bush area which is a
heritage habitat.

The removal of the Earth Mound south of Beverly Grove Park should not be a requirement for
construction. Existing road bays should be enough to accommodate road widening. The earth barrier is
home to over 300 established trees and wildlife having been established for fifteen years. The preference

1



is to remove the established green mound and trees and bird habitat and insert green landscaping
between the laneways so that that according to the EIS “effectively disguising the width of the motorway
at this location.” Ref: 6.3 Landscape design.

Loss of use of Beverly Grove Park during construction with no proposed offset to residents, cyclists and
recreational users is unacceptable.

Pollution: Unfiltered ventilation stack within 100 metres of homes and from increased traffic during
construction and toll avoidance is a real hazard to health, especially at the small particle level under 2.5,

Scale Out of Character: Going from a 4 lane motorway to 10 lane motorway in a residential area destroys the
character of the residential, quiet neighbourhood.

Increased Traffic Congestion: during construction and cars avoiding tolls will make local commuting to nearby
locations difficult due to multiple bottlenecks.

| urge you to consider the objections raised and focus on improved public transport options for Sydney. We
cannot convert Sydney into a mass of roads. We know that more roads breed more cars.

Given the proposed increase in population used as a justification for the project, | believe a more prudent use of
money will be for hospitals, schools, vocational training and public transport. | fear that this project will be
another failure alongside the Cross-City tunnel, the Melbourne and Brisbane Links at enormous human cost.

ade any reportable political donations in the previous two years.
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Westconnex New M5 (SSI 6788)

Planning Services

Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, SYDNEY NSW 2001

Attention: Director - Transport Assessments,

Please accept this submission in response to the Environmental Impact Statement for the Westconnex New M5
Application No: SSI 6788

| object to the construction of the Westconnex New M5 on the following grounds:

- Cost deception:
The updated Strategic Business Case, released late November 2015, after pressure from 10,000
petitioners, states the cost of the Westconnex as $16.8 billion, with all breakout costs and revenue
redacted. This is the highest cost infrastructure project in Australia's history and taxpayers are not privy to
the actual cost/revenue assumptions upon which the $16.8billion is based. The government is not acting
in the best interest of the taxpayer, when there is no transparency.
From $10 billion in 2012 to the current $16.8 billion in 2015, given the constant revisions already
witnessed in the history of the project, a conservative cost estimate at time of completion in 2019 to a
projected cost of $26 billion, a conservative estimate. | do not believe the benefit is justified.

-Noise barriers:
Exceeding acceptable levels in residences within 50 metres of the construction site. No interim mitigation
fence will be sufficient for 24/7 construction
Ref 6.5.1.”Noise barriers need to enhance the driver’s experience” so the preference is for transparent
walls. How about the resident’s experience? | urge the earth mound be maintained to preserve the
resident’s experience. The motorists view should be ahead of them on the road and not into our homes
and streets.

-Loss of Trees/Earth Mound:
There will be a loss of at least 300 hundred established trees on the earth mound north and south of
Motorway between Beverly Hills and Kingsgrove in addition to the Cooks River Bush area which is a
heritage habitat.

The removal of the Earth Mound south of Beverly Grove Park should not be a requirement for
construction. Existing road bays should be enough to accommodate road widening. The earth barrier is
home to over 300 established trees and wildlife having been established for fifteen years. The preference

1



is to remove the established green mound and trees and bird habitat and insert green landscaping
between the laneways so that that according to the EIS “effectively disguising the width of the motorway
at this location.” Ref: 6.3 Landscape design.

Loss of use of Beverly Grove Park during construction with no proposed offset to residents, cyclists and
recreational users is unacceptable.

Pollution: Unfiltered ventilation stack within 100 metres of homes and from increased traffic during
construction and toll avoidance is a real hazard to health, especially at the small particle level under 2.5,

Scale Out of Character: Going from a 4 lane motorway to 10 lane motorway in a residential area destroys the
character of the residential, quiet neighbourhood.

Increased Traffic Congestion: during construction and cars avoiding tolls will make local commuting to nearby
locations difficult due to multiple bottlenecks.

| urge you to consider the objections raised and focus on improved public transport options for Sydney. We
cannot convert Sydney into a mass of roads. We know that more roads breed more cars.

Given the proposed increase in population used as a justification for the project, | believe a more prudent use of
money will be for hospitals, schools, vocational training and public transport. | fear that this project will be
another failure alongside the Cross-City tunnel, the Melbourne and Brisbane Links at enormous human cost.

Yours sincerely,
A oo SRR LS \C
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Westconnex New M5 (SSI 6788)

Planning Services

Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, SYDNEY NSW 2001

Attention: Director - Transport Assessments,

Please accept this submission in response to the Environmental Impact Statement for the Westconnex New M5
Application No: SSI 6788

I object to the construction of the Westconnex New M5 on the following grounds:

- Cost deception:
The updated Strategic Business Case, released late November 2015, after pressure from 10,000
petitioners, states the cost of the Westconnex as $16.8 billion, with all breakout costs and revenue
redacted. This is the highest cost infrastructure project in Australia's history and taxpayers are not privy to
the actual cost/revenue assumptions upon which the $16.8billion is based. The government is not acting
in the best interest of the taxpayer, when there is no transparency.
From $10 billion in 2012 to the current $16.8 billion in 2015, given the constant revisions already
witnessed in the history of the project, a conservative cost estimate at time of completion in 2019 to a
projected cost of $26 billion, a conservative estimate. | do not believe the benefit is justified.

-Noise barriers:
Exceeding acceptable levels in residences within 50 metres of the construction site. No interim mitigation
fence will be sufficient for 24/7 construction
Ref 6.5.1.”Noise barriers need to enhance the driver’s experience” so the preference is for transparent
walls. How about the resident’s experience? | urge the earth mound be maintained to preserve the
resident’s experience. The motorists view should be ahead of them on the road and not into our homes
and streets.

-Loss of Trees/Earth Mound:
There will be a loss of at least 300 hundred established trees on the earth mound north and south of
Motorway between Beverly Hills and Kingsgrove in addition to the Cooks River Bush area which is a
heritage habitat.

The removal of the Earth Mound south of Beverly Grove Park should not be a requirement for
construction. Existing road bays should be enough to accommodate road widening. The earth barrier is
home to over 300 established trees and wildlife having been established for fifteen years. The preference
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is to remove the established green mound and trees and bird habitat and insert green landscaping
between the laneways so that that according to the EIS “effectively disguising the width of the motorway
at this location.” Ref: 6.3 Landscape design.

Loss of use of Beverly Grove Park during construction with no proposed offset to residents, cyclists and
recreational users is unacceptable.

Pollution: Unfiltered ventilation stack within 100 metres of homes and from increased traffic during
construction and toll avoidance is a real hazard to health, especially at the small particle level under 2.5,

Scale Out of Character: Going from a 4 lane motorway to 10 lane motorway in a residential area destroys the
character of the residential, quiet neighbourhood.

Increased Traffic Congestion: during construction and cars avoiding tolls will make local commuting to nearby
locations difficult due to multiple bottlenecks.

| urge you to consider the objections raised and focus on improved public transport options for Sydney. We
cannot convert Sydney into a mass of roads. We know that more roads breed more cars.

Given the proposed increase in population used as a justification for the project, | believe a more prudent use of
money will be for hospitals, schools, vocational training and public transport. | fear that this project will be
another failure alongside the Cross-City tunnel, the Melbourne and Brisbane Links at enormous human cost.

Yours sincerely,

e I s

Attachments:

| have/have@made any reportable political donations in the previous two years.



Secretary 6228
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

e The whole Westconnex system of tollways will worsen traffic congestion in Inner Sydney. Western
Sydney will be left with inadequate public transport and expensive tolls.

e The cost of Westconnex is escalating at a rate of $2 billion a year & has already reached $17 billion.
e There has been no genuine consultation with the community. The consultation period for the 8000
page EIS has taken place over the summer holidays. There has been no exhibition in Alexandria,

Newtown, Erskineville or Enmore.

* Inthe public interest, there should be an independent EIS. AECOM, the company paid $13 to do the
EIS works alongside Westconnex and has multiple contracts in the project design and construction.

e Traffic on Euston Road would increase by 12 times with the project. In morning peak, 11 major
intersections in Alexandria & St Peters would be the same or worse after the New M5 is built in
2021, & in 2031, even assuming the entire Westconnex system is built. The same would occur in
Kingsgrove.

e In fact the situation will be even worse as independent transport experts say that Westconnex has
consistently underestimated the traffic that will be induced by its tollways.

e Westconnex acknowledges that local roads in Alexandria & Erskineville won’t have the capacity to
deal with traffic by 2021.

e The EIS provides no solid evidence for its rejection of alternatives including a combination of better
traffic management and public transport.

e Westconnex will destroy hundreds of paperbark trees in Euston Road, which will be turned into a
major highway carrying 12 times as much traffic a day as currently, passing within two metres of
residents’ homes. This is completely unacceptable.

e People living within 500 metres of a major roads have an increased risk of lung and heart disease.
Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills are
already exposed to occasional levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines. These levels
can only worsen in these and other congested areas. There has been no local roadside monitoring.

o Thousands of residents will be affected by noise at levels, which can impact on health. There are no
firm proposals for mitigation. No noise modelling has been done for residents living above 2 stories.

e This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn 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 of the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, and
to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

e The AECOM EIS team didn’t consult with businesses in King St Newtown, Erskineville, St Peters and
other parts of the Inner West. These businesses are part of a thriving economy that would be
destroyed by increased traffic.

e Thousands of diesel trucks will carry spoil 24 hours a day, including peak times, leading to great
disruption of local and regional road networks.

e Hundreds of tenants and homeowners have been forced out of their homes before the EIS was
even lodged. Heritage buildings are being destroyed and St Peters decimated,

e Itis likely a rare endangered colony of Green and Golden Bells frogs at Arncliffe will be destroyed.

sesennnre 3202000000

Name: L@QI\\)A 6@’(/\) Suburb: '\‘ ej/\\”\-(w Postcode: M{LZ
f\g(jf;ss: \g‘% me S \‘" Email Address:

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




Secretary 6229

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

* The whole Westconnex system of tollways will worsen traffic congestion in Inner Sydney. Western
Sydney will be left with inadequate public transport and expensive tolls.

® The cost of Westconnex is escalating at a rate of $2 billion a year & has already reached $17 billion.

® There has been no genuine consultation with the community. The consultation period for the 8000
page EIS has taken place over the summer holidays. There has been no exhibition in Alexandria,
Newtown, Erskineville or Enmore.

® Inthe public interest, there should be an independent EIS. AECOM, the company paid $13 to do the
EIS works alongside Westconnex and has multiple contracts in the project design and construction.

* Traffic on Euston Road would increase by 12 times with the project. In morning peak, 11 major
intersections in Alexandria & St Peters would be the same or worse after the New M5 is built in
2021, & in 2031, even assuming the entire Westconnex system is built. The same would occur in
Kingsgrove.

* Infact the situation will be even worse as independent transport experts say that Westconnex has
consistently underestimated the traffic that will be induced by its tollways.

* Westconnex acknowledges that local roads in Alexandria & Erskineville won’t have the capacity to
deal with traffic by 2021.

® The EIS provides no solid evidence for its rejection of alternatives including a combination of better
traffic management and public transport.

* Westconnex will destroy hundreds of paperbark trees in Euston Road, which will be turned into a
major highway carrying 12 times as much traffic a day as currently, passing within two metres of
residents” homes. This is completely unacceptable.

* People living within 500 metres of a major roads have an increased risk of lung and heart disease.
Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills are
already exposed to occasional levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines. These levels
can only worsen in these and other congested areas. There has been no local roadside monitoring.

® Thousands of residents will be affected by noise at levels, which can impact on health. There are no
firm proposals for mitigation. No noise modelling has been done for residents living above 2 stories.

° This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn 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 of the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, and
to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

® The AECOM EIS team didn’t consult with businesses in King St Newtown, Erskineville, St Peters and
other parts of the Inner West. These businesses are part of a thriving economy that would be
destroyed by increased traffic.

® Thousands of diesel trucks will carry spoil 24 hours a day, including peak times, leading to great
disruption of local and regional road networks.

° Hundreds of tenants and homeowners have been forced out of their homes before the EIS was
even lodged. Heritage buildings are being destroyed and St Peters decimated.

* Itislikely a rare endangered colony of Green and Golden Bells frogs at Arncliffe will be destroyed.
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment 6230
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

e The whole Westconnex system of tollways will worsen traffic congestion in Inner Sydney. Western
Sydney will be left with inadequate public transport and expensive tolls.

e The cost of Westconnex is escalating at a rate of $2 billion a year & has already reached $17 billion.
e There has been no genuine consultation with the community. The consultation period for the 8000
page EIS has taken place over the summer holidays. There has been no exhibition in Alexandria,

Newtown, Erskineville or Enmore.

 In the public interest, there should be an independent EIS. AECOM, the company paid S13 to do the
EIS works alongside Westconnex and has multiple contracts in the project design and construction.

e Traffic on Euston Road would increase by 12 times with the project. In morning peak, 11 major
intersections in Alexandria & St Peters would be the same or worse after the New M5 is built in
2021, & in 2031, even assuming the entire Westconnex system is built. The same would occur in
Kingsgrove.

o In fact the situation will be even worse as independent transport experts say that Westconnex has
consistently underestimated the traffic that will be induced by its tollways.

e Westconnex acknowledges that local roads in Alexandria & Erskineville won’t have the capacity to
deal with traffic by 2021.

e The EIS provides no solid evidence for its rejection of alternatives including a combination of better
traffic management and public transport.

o Westconnex will destroy hundreds of paperbark trees in Euston Road, which will be turned into a
major highway carrying 12 times as much traffic a day as currently, passing within two metres of
residents’ homes. This is completely unacceptable.

s People living within 500 metres of a major roads have an increased risk of lung and heart disease.
Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills are
already exposed to occasional levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines. These levels
can only worsen in these and other congested areas. There has been no local roadside monitoring.

e Thousands of residents will be affected by noise at levels, which can impact on health. There are no
firm proposals for mitigation. No noise modelling has been done for residents living above 2 stories.

e This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn 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 of the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, and
to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

e The AECOM EIS team didn’t consult with businesses in King St Newtown, Erskineville, St Peters and
other parts of the Inner West. These businesses are part of a thriving economy that would be
destroyed by increased traffic.

e Thousands of diesel trucks will carry spoil 24 hours a day, including peak times, leading to great
disruption of local and regional road networks.

e Hundreds of tenants and homeowners have been forced out of their homes before the EIS was
even lodged. Heritage buildings are being destroyed and St Peters decimated.

e Itis likely a rare endangered colony of Green and Golden Bells frogs at Arncliffe will be destroyed.
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

6231

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

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

e The whole Westconnex system of tollways will worsen traffic congestion in Inner Sydney. Western
Sydney will be left with inadequate public transport and expensive tolls.

e The cost of Westconnex is escalating at a rate of $2 billion a year & has already reached $17 billion.
* There has been no genuine consultation with the community. The consultation period for the 8000
page EIS has taken place over the summer holidays. There has been no exhibition in Alexandria,

Newtown, Erskineville or Enmore.

 In the public interest, there should be an independent EIS. AECOM, the company paid $13 to do the
EIS works alongside Westconnex and has multiple contracts in the project design and construction.

e Traffic on Euston Road would increase by 12 times with the project. In morning peak, 11 major
intersections in Alexandria & St Peters would be the same or worse after the New M5 is built in
2021, & in 2031, even assuming the entire Westconnex system is built. The same would occur in
Kingsgrove.

e In fact the situation will be even worse as independent transport experts say that Westconnex has
consistently underestimated the traffic that will be induced by its tollways.

e Westconnex acknowledges that local roads in Alexandria & Erskineville won’t have the capacity to
deal with traffic by 2021.

e The EIS provides no solid evidence for its rejection of alternatives including a combination of better
traffic management and public transport.

e Westconnex will destroy hundreds of paperbark trees in Euston Road, which will be turned into a
major highway carrying 12 times as much traffic a day as currently, passing within two metres of
residents’ homes. This is completely unacceptable.

e People living within 500 metres of a major roads have an increased risk of lung and heart disease.
Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills are
already exposed to occasional levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines. These levels
can only worsen in these and other congested areas. There has been no local roadside monitoring.

e Thousands of residents will be affected by noise at levels, which can impact on health. There are no
firm proposals for mitigation. No noise modelling has been done for residents living above 2 stories.

e This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn 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 of the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, and
to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

e The AECOM EIS team didn’t consult with businesses in King St Newtown, Erskinevilie, St Peters and
other parts of the Inner West. These businesses are part of a thriving economy that would be
destroyed by increased traffic.

e Thousands of diesel trucks will carry spoil 24 hours a day, including peak times, leading to great
disruption of local and regional road networks.

e Hundreds of tenants and homeowners have been forced out of their homes before the EIS was
even lodged. Heritage buildings are being destroyed and St Peters decimated.

e Itis likely a rare endangered colony of Green and Golden Bells frogs at Arncliffe will be destroyed.
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Secretary 6232

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

* The whole Westconnex system of tollways will worsen traffic congestion in Inner Sydney. Western
Sydney will be left with inadequate public transport and expensive tolls.

® The cost of Westconnex is escalating at a rate of $2 billion a year & has already reached $17 billion.

* There has been no genuine consultation with the community. The consultation period for the 8000
page EIS has taken place over the summer holidays. There has been no exhibition in Alexandria,
Newtown, Erskineville or Enmore.

* Inthe public interest, there should be an independent EIS. AECOM, the company paid $13 to do the
EIS works alongside Westconnex and has multiple contracts in the project design and construction.

* Traffic on Euston Road would increase by 12 times with the project. In morning peak, 11 major
intersections in Alexandria & St Peters would be the same or worse after the New M5 is built in
2021, & in 2031, even assuming the entire Westconnex system is built. The same would occur in
Kingsgrove.

° Infact the situation will be even worse as independent transport experts say that Westconnex has
consistently underestimated the traffic that will be induced by its tollways.

® Westconnex acknowledges that local roads in Alexandria & Erskineville won’t have the capacity to
deal with traffic by 2021.

* The EIS provides no solid evidence for its rejection of alternatives including a combination of better
traffic management and public transport.

* Westconnex will destroy hundreds of paperbark trees in Euston Road, which will be turned into a
major highway carrying 12 times as much traffic a day as currently, passing within two metres of
residents” homes. This is completely unacceptable.

° People living within 500 metres of a major roads have an increased risk of lung and heart disease.
Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills are
already exposed to occasional levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines. These levels
can only worsen in these and other congested areas. There has been no local roadside monitoring.

* Thousands of residents will be affected by noise at levels, which can impact on health. There are no
firm proposals for mitigation. No noise modelling has been done for residents living above 2 stories.

* This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn 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 of the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, and
to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

° The AECOM EIS team didn’t consult with businesses in King St Newtown, Erskineville, St Peters and
other parts of the Inner West. These businesses are part of a thriving economy that would be
destroyed by increased traffic.

* Thousands of diesel trucks will carry spoil 24 hours a day, including peak times, leading to great
disruption of local and regional road networks.

° Hundreds of tenants and homeowners have been forced out of their homes before the EIS was
even lodged. Heritage buildings are being destroyed and St Peters decimated.

® ltislikely a rare endangered colony of Green and Golden Bells frogs at Arncliffe will be destroyed.
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

6233

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

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

e The whole Westconnex system of tollways will worsen traffic congestion in Inner Sydney. Western
Sydney will be left with inadequate public transport and expensive tolls.

e The cost of Westconnex is escalating at a rate of $2 billion a year & has already reached $17 billion.
e There has been no genuine consultation with the community. The consultation period for the 8000
page EIS has taken place over the summer holidays. There has been no exhibition in Alexandria,

Newtown, Erskineville or Enmore.

e Inthe public interest, there should be an independent EIS. AECOM, the company paid $13 to do the
EIS works alongside Westconnex and has multiple contracts in the project design and construction.

e Traffic on Euston Road would increase by 12 times with the project. In morning peak, 11 major
intersections in Alexandria & St Peters would be the same or worse after the New M5 is built in
2021, & in 2031, even assuming the entire Westconnex system is built. The same would occur in
Kingsgrove.

e In fact the situation will be even worse as independent transport experts say that Westconnex has
consistently underestimated the traffic that will be induced by its tollways.

e Westconnex acknowledges that local roads in Alexandria & Erskineville won’t have the capacity to
deal with traffic by 2021.

* The EIS provides no solid evidence for its rejection of alternatives including a combination of better
traffic management and public transport.

e Westconnex will destroy hundreds of paperbark trees in Euston Road, which will be turned into a
major highway carrying 12 times as much traffic a day as currently, passing within two metres of
residents’ homes. This is completely unacceptable.

o People living within 500 metres of a major roads have an increased risk of lung and heart disease.
Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills are
already exposed to occasional levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines. These levels
can only worsen in these and other congested areas. There has been no local roadside monitoring.

e Thousands of residents will be affected by noise at levels, which can impact on health. There are no
firm proposals for mitigation. No noise modelling has been done for residents living above 2 stories.

e This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn 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 of the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, and
to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

e The AECOM EIS team didn’t consult with businesses in King St Newtown, Erskineville, St Peters and
other parts of the Inner West. These businesses are part of a thriving economy that would be
destroyed by increased traffic.

e Thousands of diesel trucks will carry spoil 24 hours a day, including peak times, leading to great
disruption of local and regional road networks.

e Hundreds of tenants and homeowners have been forced out of their homes before the EIS was
even lodged. Heritage buildings are being destroyed and St Peters decimated.

o |tis likely a rare endangered colony of Green and Golden Bells frogs at Arncliffe will be destroyed.
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Secretary 6234
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

* The whole Westconnex system of tollways will worsen traffic congestion in Inner Sydney. Western
Sydney will be left with inadequate public transport and expensive tolls.

® The cost of Westconnex is escalating at a rate of $2 billion a year & has already reached $17 billion.

° There has been no genuine consultation with the community. The consultation period for the 8000
page EIS has taken place over the summer holidays. There has been no exhibition in Alexandria,
Newtown, Erskineville or Enmore.

* Inthe public interest, there should be an independent EIS. AECOM, the company paid $13 to do the
EIS works alongside Westconnex and has multiple contracts in the project design and construction.

* Traffic on Euston Road would increase by 12 times with the project. In morning peak, 11 major
intersections in Alexandria & St Peters would be the same or worse after the New MS5 is built in
2021, & in 2031, even assuming the entire Westconnex system is built. The same would occur in
Kingsgrove.

° Infact the situation will be even worse as independent transport experts say that Westconnex has
consistently underestimated the traffic that will be induced by its tollways.

° Westconnex acknowledges that local roads in Alexandria & Erskineville won’t have the capacity to
deal with traffic by 2021.

° The EIS provides no solid evidence for its rejection of alternatives including a combination of better
traffic management and public transport.

* Westconnex will destroy hundreds of paperbark trees in Euston Road, which will be turned into a
major highway carrying 12 times as much traffic a day as currently, passing within two metres of
residents’” homes. This is completely unacceptable.

* People living within 500 metres of a major roads have an increased risk of lung and heart disease.
Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills are
already exposed to occasional levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines. These levels
can only worsen in these and other congested areas. There has been no local roadside monitoring.

* Thousands of residents will be affected by noise at levels, which can impact on health. There are no
firm proposals for mitigation. No noise modelling has been done for residents living above 2 stories.

° This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn 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 of the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, and
to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

* The AECOM EIS team didn’t consult with businesses in King St Newtown, Erskineville, St Peters and
other parts of the Inner West. These businesses are part of a thriving economy that would be
destroyed by increased traffic.

* Thousands of diesel trucks will carry spoil 24 hours a day, including peak times, leading to great
disruption of local and regional road networks.

* Hundreds of tenants and homeowners have been forced out of their homes before the EIS was
even lodged. Heritage buildings are being destroyed and St Peters decimated.

° ltis likely a rare endangered colony of Green and Golden Bells frogs at Arncliffe will be destroyed.
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Secretary 6235
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

® The whole Westconnex system of tollways will worsen traffic congestion in Inner Sydney. Western
Sydney will be left with inadequate public transport and expensive tolls.

® The cost of Westconnex is escalating at a rate of $2 billion a year & has already reached $17 billion.

® There has been no genuine consultation with the community. The consultation period for the 8000
page EIS has taken place over the summer holidays. There has been no exhibition in Alexandria,
Newtown, Erskineville or Enmore.

° Inthe public interest, there should be an independent EIS. AECOM, the company paid $13 to do the
EIS works alongside Westconnex and has multiple contracts in the project design and construction.

® Traffic on Euston Road would increase by 12 times with the project. In morning peak, 11 major
intersections in Alexandria & St Peters would be the same or worse after the New M5 is built in
2021, & in 2031, even assuming the entire Westconnex system is built. The same would occur in
Kingsgrove.

* Infact the situation will be even worse as independent transport experts say that Westconnex has
consistently underestimated the traffic that will be induced by its tollways.

* Westconnex acknowledges that local roads in Alexandria & Erskineville won’t have the capacity to
deal with traffic by 2021.

* The EIS provides no solid evidence for its rejection of alternatives including a combination of better
traffic management and public transport.

®  Westconnex will destroy hundreds of paperbark trees in Euston Road, which will be turned into a
major highway carrying 12 times as much traffic a day as currently, passing within two metres of
residents’ homes. This is completely unacceptable.

* People living within 500 metres of a major roads have an increased risk of lung and heart disease.
Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills are
already exposed to occasional levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines. These levels
can only worsen in these and other congested areas. There has been no local roadside monitoring.

* Thousands of residents will be affected by noise at levels, which can impact on health. There are no
firm proposals for mitigation. No noise modelling has been done for residents living above 2 stories.

° This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn 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 of the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, and
to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

® The AECOM EIS team didn’t consult with businesses in King St Newtown, Erskineville, St Peters and
other parts of the Inner West. These businesses are part of a thriving economy that would be
destroyed by increased traffic.

° Thousands of diesel trucks will carry spoil 24 hours a day, including peak times, leading to great
disruption of local and regional road networks.

® Hundreds of tenants and homeowners have been forced out of their homes before the EIS was
even lodged. Heritage buildings are being destroyed and St Peters decimated.

* ltislikely a rare endangered colony of Green and Golden Bells frogs at Arncliffe will be destroyed.
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Secretary 6236
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

* The whole Westconnex system of tollways will worsen traffic congestion in Inner Sydney. Western
Sydney will be left with inadequate public transport and expensive tolls.

® The cost of Westconnex is escalating at a rate of $2 billion a year & has already reached $17 billion.

® There has been no genuine consultation with the community. The consultation period for the 8000
page EIS has taken place over the summer holidays. There has been no exhibition in Alexandria,
Newtown, Erskineville or Enmore.

* In the public interest, there should be an independent EIS. AECOM, the company paid $13 to do the
EIS works alongside Westconnex and has multiple contracts in the project design and construction.

* Traffic on Euston Road would increase by 12 times with the project. In morning peak, 11 major
intersections in Alexandria & St Peters would be the same or worse after the New M5 is built in
2021, & in 2031, even assuming the entire Westconnex system is built. The same would occur in
Kingsgrove.

* Infact the situation will be even worse as independent transport experts say that Westconnex has
consistently underestimated the traffic that will be induced by its tollways.

® Westconnex acknowledges that local roads in Alexandria & Erskineville won’t have the capacity to
deal with traffic by 2021.

* The EIS provides no solid evidence for its rejection of alternatives including a combination of better
traffic management and public transport.

° Westconnex will destroy hundreds of paperbark trees in Euston Road, which will be turned into a
major highway carrying 12 times as much traffic a day as currently, passing within two metres of
residents’ homes. This is completely unacceptable.

* People living within 500 metres of a major roads have an increased risk of lung and heart disease.
Residents around the planned St Peters Interchange and exits at Kingsgrove/Beverly Hills are
already exposed to occasional levels of air pollution that exceed national guidelines. These levels
can only worsen in these and other congested areas. There has been no local roadside monitoring.

* Thousands of residents will be affected by noise at levels, which can impact on health. There are no
firm proposals for mitigation. No noise modelling has been done for residents living above 2 stories.

* This project will permanently destroy 11,000 square metres of Sydney Park, turn 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 of the lowest amounts of public open space per person in Australia, and
to destroy so much of for a toll road is unacceptable.

* The AECOM EIS team didn’t consult with businesses in King St Newtown, Erskineville, St Peters and
other parts of the Inner West. These businesses are part of a thriving economy that would be
destroyed by increased traffic.

* Thousands of diesel trucks will carry spoil 24 hours a day, including peak times, leading to great
disruption of local and regional road networks.

* Hundreds of tenants and homeowners have been forced out of their homes before the EIS was
even lodged. Heritage buildings are being destroyed and St Peters decimated.

° Itis likely a rare endangered colony of Green and Golden Bells frogs at Arncliffe will be destroyed.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 6237

Secretary

Department of Planning and Environment
PO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

This submission responds to the WestConnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). | object to
the project and the whole WestConnex because:

The New M5 will dump many thousands of extra-cars and trucks in Inner West suburbs, many of
which will end up on local streets. This is not by accident. It is intentional. WestConnex itself admits
that once the New M5 is operational, the local road network will not have the capacity to cope with the
traffic. Already congested Edgeware Road risks becoming even more congested than currently.

WestConnex has forced hundreds of tenants and owners along the M4 East and M5 corridor out of
their homes before it even had planning approval. Its superficial EIS Social Impact study makes no
serious assessment or costing of the impact of this dislocation.

There has been little consultation with the community and none with businesses in King St, Newtown,
Enmore, Erskineville and other parts of Inner Sydney. Assurances from politicians that clearways will
not be created are worthless. There has been no EIS exhibition in Enmore or Newtown.

It is outrageous that Euston Road would be expected to handle 60,000 cars or ten times more than it
does now. | reject the idea that a busy, polluted road should be brought {o within several metres of
existing bedrooms.

The EIS ignores the work of independent traffic and planning experts who have presented evidence-
based arguments that WestConnex will not meet time saving or congestion goals.

AECOM, which has a poor record. of traffic modelling, has been paid $13 million to do this EIS. it has
other contracts that depend on the project going ahead. This is an unacceptable conflict of interest.

Commuters will pay tolls only to end in worse traffic jams than ever. No details are provided about
future projects such as M4/M5 link that would have further construction impacts on our community.

Roads and Maritimes Services was given approval to build the old M5 on condition that it protected
critically endangered flora and fauna. Now it wants to destroy that same flora and fauna, including a
tract of critically endangered ironbark forest, for a new tollway because its old project failed to solve
" congestion.

| object to a weak consideration of alternatives that consists of little more than bald claims. The public
needs evidence-based analysis that includes public transport combined with traffic management.

| object to the loss of hundreds of parking spaces in the Inner West.

| object to the loss of 14,000 square metres of Sydney Park. It has taken years to develop sections of
the park that will now be destroyed for construction.

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and cannot be
verified by the NSW Environmental Protection Authority (EPA). There will be an increase in
dangerous pollution in some areas close to the tollway portals. | reject unfiltered stacks when
alternatives are available. | note that fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and is particularly
dangerous for the lungs of growing children.

| object to a consultation period being held during January when school are closed and many local
govemment staff are on holidays. The period should bé extended until March 20186.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 6238

Secretary

Department of Planning and Environment
PO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

This submission responds to the WestConnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). | object to
the project and the whole WestConnex because:

The New M5 will dump many thousands of exira-cars and trucks in Inner West suburbs, many of
which will end up on local streets. This is not by accident. it is intentional. WestConnex itself admits
that once the New M5 is operational, the local road network will not have the capacity to cope with the
traffic. Already congested Edgeware Road risks becoming even more congested than currently.

WestConnex has forced hundreds of tenants and owners along the M4 East ard M5 corridor out of
their homes before it even had planning approval. its superficial EIS Social Impact study makes no
serious assessment or costing of the impact of this dislocation. -

There has been little consultation with the community and none with businesses in King St, Newtown,
Enmore, Erskineville and other parts of Inner Sydney. Assurances from politicians that clearways will
not be created are worthless. There has been no EIS exhibition in Enmore or Newtown.

it is outrageous that Euston Road would be expected to handle 60,000 cars or ten times more than it
does now. | reject the idea that a busy, polluted road should be brought to within several metres of
existing bedrooms.

The EIS ignores the work of independent traffic and planning experts who have presented evidence-
based arguments that WestConnex will not meet time saving or congestion goals.

AECOM, which has a poor record. of traffic modeiling, has been paid $13 million to do this EIS. It has
other contracts that depend on the project going ahead. This is an unacceptable conflict of interest.

Commuters will pay tolls only to end in worse traffic jams than ever. No details are provided about
future projects such as M4/M5 link that would have further construction impacts on our community.

Roads and Maritimes Services was given approval to build the old M5 on condition that it protected
critically endangered flora and fauna. Now it wants to destroy that same flora and fauna, including a
tract of critically endangered ironbark forest, for a new tollway because its old project failed to solve
" congestion.

| object to a weak consideration of alternatives that consists of little more than bald claims. The.public
needs evidence-based analysis that includes public transport combined with traffic managément.

| object to the loss of hundreds of parking spaces in the Inner West.

I object to the loss of 14,000 square metres of Sydney Park. it has taken years to develop sections of
the park that will now be destroyed for construction.

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and cannot be
verified by the NSW Environmental Protection Authority (EPA). There will be an increase in
dangerous pollution in some areas close to the tollway portals. | reject unfiltered stacks when
alternatives are available. | note that fine particle pollution can cause Iung cancer and is particularly
dangerous for the lungs of growing children.

| object to a consultation period being held during January when school are closed and many local
government staff are on holidays. The perjj should be extended until March 2016.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 6239

Secretary

Department of Planning and Environment
PO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

This submission respondé to the WestConnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). | object to
the project and the whole WestConnex because:

The New M5 will dump many thousands of extra cars and trucks in Inner West suburbs, many of
which will end up on local streets. This is not by accident. It is intentional. WestConnex itself admits
that once the New M5 is operational, the local road network will not have the capacity to cope with the
traffic. Already congested Edgeware Road risks becoming even more congested than currently.

WestConnex has forced hundreds of tenants and owners along the M4 East ard M5 corridor out of
their homes before it even had planning approval. its superficial EIS Social Impact study makes no
serious assessment or costing of the impact of this dislocation. -

There has been little consultation with the community and none with businesses in King St, Newtown,
Enmore, Erskineville and other parts of Inner Sydney. Assurances from politicians that clearways will
not be created are worthless. There has been no EIS exhibition in Enmore or Newtown.

it is outrageous that Euston Road would be expected to handle 60,000 cars or ten times more than it
does now. | reject the idea that a busy, polluted road should be brought to within several metres of
existing bedrooms.

The EIS ignores the work of independent traffic and planning experts who have presented evidence-
based arguments that WestConnex will not meet time saving or congestion goals.

AECOM, which has a poor record.of traffic modelling, has been paid $13 million to do this EIS. It has
other contracts that depend on the project going ahead. This is an unacceptable conflict of interest.

Commuters will pay tolls only to end in worse traffic jams than ever. No details are provided about
future projects such as M4/M5 link that would have further construction impacts on our community.

Roads and Maritimes Services was given approval to build the old M5 on condition that it protected
critically endangered flora and fauna. Now it wants to destroy that same flora and fauna, including a
tract of critically endangered ironbark forest, for a new tollway because its old project failed to solve
" congestion.

| object to a weak consideration of alternatives that consists of littie more than bald claims. The public
needs evidence-based analysis that includes public transport combined with traffic management.

| object to the loss of hundreds of parking spaces in the Inner West.

| object to the loss of 14,000 square metres of Sydney Park. it has taken years to develop sections of
the park that will now be destroyed for construction.

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and cannot be
verified by the NSW Environmental Protection Authority (EPA). There will be an increase in
dangerous pollution in some areas close {o the tollway portals. | reject unfiltered stacks when
alternatives are available. | note that fine particle pollution can cause Iung cancer and is particularly
dangerous for the lungs of growing children.

| object to a consultation period being held during January when school are closed and many local
government staff are on holidays. The period should be extended until March 20186.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 6240

Secretary

Department of Planning and Environment
PO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

This submission responds to the WestConnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). | object to
the project and the whole WestConnex because:

The New M5 will dump many thousands of extra cars and trucks in Inner West suburbs, many of
which will end up on local streets. This is not by accident. It is intentional. WestConnex itself admits
that once the New M5 is operational, the local road network will not have the capacity to cope with the
traffic. Already congested Edgeware Road risks becoming even more congested than currently.

WestConnex has forced hundreds of tenants and owners along the M4 East ard M5 corridor out of
their homes before it even had planning approval. its superficial EIS Social Impact study makes no
serious assessment or costing of the impact of this dislocation.

There has been little consultation with the community and none with businesses in King St, Newtown,
Enmore, Erskineville and other parts of Inner Sydney. Assurances from politicians that clearways will
not be created are worthless. There has been no EIS exhibition in Enmore or Newtown.

It is outrageous that Euston Road would be expected to handle 60,000 cars or ten times more than it
does now. | reject the idea that a busy, polluted road should be brought to within several metres of
existing bedrooms. :

The EIS ignores the work of independent traffic and planning experts who have presented evidence-
based arguments that WestConnex will not meet time saving or congestion goals.

AECOM, which has a poor record.of traffic modelling, has been paid $13 million to do this EIS. it has
other contracts that depend on the project going ahead. This is an unacceptable conflict of interest.

Commuters will pay tolls only to end in worse traffic jams than ever. No details are provided about
future projects such as M4/M5 link that would have further construction impacts on our community.

Roads and Maritimes Services was given approval o build the old M5 on condition that it protected
critically endangered flora and fauna. Now it wants to destroy that same flora and fauna, including a
tract of critically endangered ironbark forest, for a new tollway because its old project failed to solve
congestion.

| object to a weak consideration of alternatives that consists of little more than bald claims. The public
needs evidence-based analysis that includes public transport combined with traffic management.

| object to the loss of hundreds of parking spaces in the inner West.

| object to the loss of 14,000 square metres of Sydney Park. it has taken years to develop sections of
the park that will now be destroyed for construction.

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and cannot be
verified by the NSW Environmental Protection Authority (EPA). There will be an increase in
dangerous pollution in some areas close to the tollway portals. | reject unfiltered stacks when
alternatives are available. | note that fine particle poliution can cause lung cancer and is particularly
dangerous for the lungs of growing children.

| object to a consultation period being held during January when school are closed and many local
government staff are on holidays. The period should be extended until March 20186.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 6241

Secretary

Department of Planning and Environment
PO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

This submission responds to the WestConnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). | object to
the project and the whole WestConnex because:

The New M5 will dump many thousands of extra-cars and trucks in Inner West suburbs, many of
which will end up on local streets. This is not by accident. It is intentional. WestConnex itself admits
that once the New M5 is operational, the local road network will not have the capacity to cope with the
traffic. Already congested Edgeware Road risks becoming even more congested than currently.

WestConnex has forced hundreds of tenants and owners along the M4 East and M5 corridor out of
their homes before it even had planning approval. Its superficial EIS Social Impact study makes no
serious assessment or costing of the impact of this dislocation. -

There has been little consuitation with the community and none with businesses in King St, Newtown,
Enmore, Erskineville and other parts of Inner Sydney. Assurances from politicians that clearways will
not be created are worthless. There has been no EIS exhibition in Enmore or Newtown.

it is outrageous that Euston Road would be expected to handle 60,000 cars or ten times more than it
does now. | reject the idea that a busy, polluted road should be brought to within several metres of
existing bedrooms.

The EIS ignores the work of independent traffic and planning experts who have presented evidence-
based arguments that WestConnex will not meet time saving or congestion goals.

AECOM, which has a poor record.of traffic modeiling, has been paid $13 million to do this EIS. It has
other contracts that depend on the project going ahead. This is an unacceptable_ conflict of interest.

Commuters will pay tolls only to end in worse traffic jams than ever. No details are provided about
future projects such as M4/M5 link that would have further construction impacts on our community.

Roads and Maritimes Services was given approval to build the old M5 on condition that it protected
critically endangered flora and fauna. Now it wants to destroy that same flora and fauna, including a
tract of critically endangered ironbark forest, for a new tollway because its old project failed to solve
" congestion.

| object to a weak consideration of alternatives that consists of little more than bald claims. The public
needs evidence-based analysis that includes public transport combined with traffic management.

| object to the loss of hundreds of parking spaces in the Inner West.

| object to the loss of 14,000 square metres of Sydney Park. it has taken years to develop sections of
the park that will now be destroyed for construction.

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and cannot be
verified by the NSW Environmental Protection Authority (EPA). There will be an increase in
dangerous pollution in some areas close to the tollway portals. | reject unfiltered stacks when
alternatives are available. | note that fine particle pollution can cause Iung cancer and is particularly
dangerous for the lungs of growing children.

| object to a consultation period being held during January when school are closed and many local
government staff are on holidays. The period should bé extended until March 2018.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 6242

Secretary

Department of Planning and Environment
PO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

This submission responds to the WestConnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). | object to
the project and the whole WestConnex because:

The New M5 will dump many thousands of extra cars and trucks in Inner West suburbs, many of
which will end up on local streets. This is not by accident. It is intentional. WestConnex itself admits
that once the New M5 is operational, the local road network will not have the capacity to cope with the
traffic. Already congested Edgeware Road risks becoming even more congested than currently.

WestConnex has forced hundreds of tenants and owners along the M4 East ard M5 corridor out of
their homes before it even had planning approval. Its superficial EIS Social Impact study makes no
serious assessment or costing of the impact of this dislocation.

There has been little consultation with the community and none with businesses in King St, Newtown,
Enmore, Erskineville and other parts of Inner Sydney. Assurances from politicians that clearways will
not be created are worthless. There has been no EIS exhibition in Enmore or Newtown.

It is outrageous that Euston Road would be expected to handle 60,000 cars or ten times more than it
does now. | reject the idea that a busy, polluted road should be brought to within several metres of
existing bedrooms.

The EIS ignores the work of independent traffic and planning experts who have presented evidence-
based arguments that WestConnex will not meet time saving or congestion goals.

AECOM, which has a poor record.of traffic modeiling, has been paid $13 million to do this EIS. It has
other contracts that depend on the project going ahead. This is an unacceptable_ conflict of interest.

Commuters will pay tolls only to end in worse traffic jams than ever. No details are provided about
future projects such as M4/M5 link that would have further construction impacts on our community.

Roads and Maritimes Services was given approval to build the old M5 on condition that it protected
critically endangered flora and fauna. Now it wants to destroy that same flora and fauna, including a
tract of critically endangered ironbark forest, for a new tollway because its old project failed to solve
" congestion.

| object to a weak consideration of alternatives that consists of little more than bald claims. The public
needs evidence-based analysis that includes public transport combined with traffic management.

| object to the loss of hundreds of parking spaces in the Inner West.

| object to the loss of 14,000 square metres of Sydney Park. It has taken years to develop sections of -
the park that will now be destroyed for construction.

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and cannot be
verified by the NSW Environmental Protection Authority (EPA). There will be an increase in
dangerous pollution in some areas close to the toliway portals. | reject unfiltered stacks when

alternatives are available. | note that fine particle poliution can cause lung cancer and is particularly
dangerous for the lungs of growing children.

| object to a consultation period being held during January when school are closed and many local
government staff are on holidays. The period should bé extended until March 20186.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 6243

Secretary

Department of Planning and Environment
PO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

This submission respondé to the WestConnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). | object to
the project and the whole WestConnex because:

The New M5 will dump many thousands of extra-cars and trucks in Inner West suburbs, many of
which will end up on local streets. This is not by accident. It is intentional. WestConnex itself admits
that once the New M5 is operational, the local road network will not have the capacity to cope with the
traffic. Already congested Edgeware Road risks becoming even more congested than currently.

WestConnex has forced hundreds of tenants and owners along the M4 East and M5 corridor out of
their homes before it even had planning approval. its superficial EIS Social Impact study makes no
serious assessment or costing of the impact of this dislocation.

There has been little consultation with the community and none with businesses in King St, Newtown,
Enmore, Erskineville and other parts of inner Sydney. Assurances from politicians that clearways will
not be created are worthless. There has been no EIS exhibition in Enmore or Newtown.

It is outrageous that Euston Road would be expected to handle 60,000 cars or ten times more than it
does now. | reject the idea that a busy, polluted road should be brought to within several metres of
existing bedrooms.

The EIS ignores the work of independent traffic and planning experts who have presented evidence-
based arguments that WestConnex will not meet time saving or congestion goals.

AECOM, which has a poor record.of traffic modelling, has been paid $13 million to do this EIS. It has
other contracts that depend on the project going ahead. This is an unacceptableA conflict of interest.

Commuters will pay tolls only to end in worse traffic jams than ever. No details are provided about
future projects such as M4/M5 link that would have further construction impacts on our community.

Roads and Maritimes Services was given approval to build the old M5 on condition that it protected
critically endangered flora and fauna. Now it wants to destroy that same flora and fauna, including a
tract of critically endangered ironbark forest, for a new tollway because its old project failed to solve
" congestion.

| object to a weak consideration of alternatives that consists of little more than bald claims. The public
needs evidence-based analysis that includes public transport combined with traffic management.

| object to the loss of hundreds of parking spaces in the Inner West.

! object to the loss 6f 14,000 square metres of Sydney Park. it has taken years to develop sections of
the park that will now be destroyed for construction.

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and cannot be
verified by the NSW Environmental Protection Authority (EPA). There will be an increase in
dangerous pollution in some areas close to the tollway portals. | reject unfiltered stacks when
alternatives are available. | note that fine particle poliution can cause lung cancer and is particularly
dangerous for the lungs of growing children.

| object to a consultation period being held during January when school are closed and many local
government staff are on holidays. The period should be extended until March 2016.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 6244

[l
Secretary

Department of Planning and Environment
PO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

This submission responds to the WestConnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). | object to
the project and the whole WestConnex because:

The New M5 will dump many thousands of extra cars and trucks in Inner West suburbs, many of
which will end up on local streets. This is not by accident. It is intentional. WestConnex itself admits
that once the New M5 is operational, the local road network will not have the capacity to cope with the
traffic. Already congested Edgeware Road risks becoming even more congested than currently.

WestConnex has forced hundreds of tenants and owners along the M4 East and M5 corridor out of
their homes before it even had planning approval. its superficial EIS Social Impact study makes no
serious assessment or costing of the impact of this dislocation. -

There has been little consultation with the community and none with businesses in King St, Newtown,
Enmore, Erskineville and other parts of Inner Sydney. Assurances from politicians that clearways will
not be created are worthless. There has been no EIS exhibition in Enmore or Newtown.

It is outrageous that Euston Road would be expected to handle 60,000 cars or ten times more than it
does now. | reject the idea that a busy, polluted road should be brought to within several metres of
existing bedrooms.

The EIS ignores the work of independent traffic and planning experts who have presented evidence-
based arguments that WestConnex will not meet time saving or congestion goals.

AECOM, which has a poor record.of traffic modeiling, has been paid $13 million to do this EIS. It has
other contracts that depend on the project going ahead. This is an unacceptable conflict of interest.

Commuters will pay tolls only to end in worse traffic jams than ever. No details are provided about
future projects such as M4/M5 link that would have further construction impacts on our community.

Roads and Maritimes Services was given approval to build the old M5 on condition that it protected
critically endangered flora and fauna. Now it wants to destroy that same flora and fauna, including a
tract of critically endangered ironbark forest, for a new toliway because its old project failed to solve
~ congestion.

| object to a weak consideration of alternatives that consists of little more than bald claims. The public
needs evidence-based analysis that includes public fransport combined with traffic management.

| object to the loss of hundreds of parking spaces in the Inner West.

i object to the loss of 14,000 sguare metres of Sydney Park. It has taken years to develop sections of
the park that will now be destroyed for construction.

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and cannot be
verified by the NSW Environmental Protection Authority (EPA). There will be an increase in
dangerous pollution in some areas close to the follway portals. | reject unfiltered stacks when
alternatives are available. | note that fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and is particularly
dangerous for the lungs of growing children.

I object to a consultation period being held during January when school are closed and many local
government staff are on holidays. The period should be extended until March 2016.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 6245

Secretary

Department of Planning and Environment
PO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

This submission responds to the WestConnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). | object to
the project and the whole WestConnex because:

The New M5 will dump many thousands of exira cars and trucks in Inner West suburbs, many of
which will end up on local streets. This is not by accident. It is intentional. WestConnex itself admits
that once the New M5 is operational, the local road network will not have the capacity to cope with the
traffic. Already congested Edgeware Road risks becoming even more congested than currently.

WestConnex has forced hundreds of tenants and owners along the M4 East ard M5 corridor out of
their homes before it even had planning approval. lts superficial EIS Social Impact study makes no
serious assessment or costing of the impact of this dislocation.

There has been little consultation with the community and none with businesses in King St, Newtown,
Enmore, Erskineville and other parts of inner Sydney. Assurances from politicians that clearways wili
not be created are worthless. There has been no EIS exhibition in Enmore or Newtown.

it is outrageous that Euston Road would be expected to handle 60,000 cars or ten times more than it
does now. | reject the idea that a busy, polluted road should be brought to within several metres of
existing bedrooms.

The EIS ignores the work of independent traffic and planning experts who have presented evidence-
based arguments that WestConnex will not meet time saving or congestion goals.

AECOM, which has a poor record. of traffic modelling, has been paid $13 million to do this EIS. It has
other contracts that depend on the project going ahead. This is an unacceptable conflict of interest.

Commuters will pay tolls only to end in worse traffic jams than ever. No details are provided about
future projects such as M4/M5 link that would have further construction impacts on our community.

Roads and Maritimes Services was given approval to build the old M5 on condition that it protected
critically endangered flora and fauna. Now it wants to destroy that same flora and fauna, including a
tract of critically endangered ironbark forest, for a new tollway because its old project failed to solve
" congestion.

| object to a weak consideration of alternatives that consists of little more than bald claims. The.public
needs evidence-based analysis that includes public transport combined with traffic managéement.

| object to the loss of hundreds of parking spaces in the Inner West.

I abject to the loss of 14,000 square metres of Sydney Park. it has taken years to develop sections of
the park that will now be destroyed for construction.

| object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and cannot be
verified by the NSW Environmental Protection Authority (EPA). There will be an increase in
dangerous pollution in some areas close to the toliway portals. | reject unfiltered stacks when
alternatives are available. 1 note that fine particle poliution can cause lung cancer and is particularly
dangerous for the lungs of growing children.

| object to a consultation period being held during January when school are closed and many local
government staff are on holidays. The period should be extended until March 20186.
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Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 6246

Secretary

Department of Planning and Environment
PO Box 39

Sydney NSW 2001

This submission responds to the WestConnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). | object to
the project and the whole WestConnex because:

The New M5 will dump many thousands of extra cars and trucks in Inner West suburbs, many of
which will end up on local streets. This is not by accident. It is intentional. WestConnex itself admits
that once the New M5 is operational, the local road network will not have the capacity to cope with the
traffic. Already congested Edgeware Road risks becoming even more congested than currently.

WestConnex has forced hundreds of tenants and owners along the M4 East ard M5 corridor out of
their homes before it even had planning approval. its superficial EIS Social Impact study makes no
serious assessment or costing of the impact of this dislocation. -

There has been little consultation with the community and none with businesses in King St, Newtown,
Enmore, Erskineville and other parts of Inner Sydney. Assurances from politicians that clearways will
not be created are worthless. There has been no EIS exhibition in Enmore or Newtown.

It is outrageous that Euston Road would be expected to handle 60,000 cars or ten times more than it
does now. | reject the idea that a busy, polluted road should be brought to within several metres of
existing bedrooms. .

The EIS ignores the work of independent traffic and planning experts who have presented evidence-
based arguments that WestConnex will not meet time saving or congestion goals.

AECOM, which has a poor record. of traffic modeiling, has been paid $13 million to do this EIS. It has
other contracts that depend on the project going ahead. This is an unacceptab!e_ conflict of interest.

Commuters will pay tolls only to end in worse traffic jams than ever. No details are provided about
future projects such as M4/M5 link that would have further construction impacts on our community.

Roads and Maritimes Services was given approval to build the old M5 on condition that it protected
critically endangered flora and fauna. Now it wants to destroy that same flora and fauna, including a
tract of critically endangered ironbark forest, for a new tollway because its old project failed to solve
" congestion.

| object to a weak consideration of alternatives that consists of little more than bald claims. The public
needs evidence-based analysis that includes public transport combined with traffic management.

| object to the loss of hundreds of parking spaces in the Inner West.

| object to the loss of 14,000 square metres of Sydney Park. It has taken years to develop sections of
the park that will now be destroyed for construction.

I object to the use of an air quality model that has not been used in Australia before and cannot be
verified by the NSW Environmental Protection Authority (EPA). There will be an increase in
dangerous pollution in some areas close to the toliway portals. | reject unfiltered stacks when
alternatives are available. | note that fine particle pollution can cause lung cancer and is particularly
dangerous for the lungs of growing children.

I object to a consultation period being held during January when school are closed and many local
government staff are on holidays. The period should bé extended until March 20186.
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6247

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

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

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

o The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

o T object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

o I am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

o Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

o Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

o The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

o The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

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

o Tam particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

o Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

o Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Piease publish this submission on the NSW Department of Planning and Environment website




6248
Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: 551 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

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

* The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have
been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

* | object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

* lam aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When
the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government
department or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

* Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

e Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

* The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

* The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation,.

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

* lam particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and AECOM
have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that Westconnex has a
plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

* Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

* Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.

..................................................................................................................................................................................................... 217222002
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6249
Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

* The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have
been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

* | object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new toliway.

e [am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When
the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government
department or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

* Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

* Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

¢ The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

* The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

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

e |l am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and AECOM
have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that Westconnex has a
plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

* Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

* Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.

..................................................................................................................................................................................................... 202223022
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Secretary 6250

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

¢ The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have
been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

¢ | object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

¢ | am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When
the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government
department or private company to claim ‘ownership’ of a model.

¢ Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

¢ Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

¢ The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

¢ The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

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

¢ | am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and AECOM
have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that Westconnex has a
plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

¢ Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

¢ Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Name: ”B/\‘A'W ( ANnees Suburb: g&( M’ f\v\(\)\l\gf%stcode: Z/LLG\
itc;:re:ss [&[M\Q }\\/{ Email Address: WY\/@\'[) N\ 0 o<y @ A a6 o .

{
Can . ene

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



Secretary 6251

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

v’ The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

v' T object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

v" 1 am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

v’ Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

v’ Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

v' The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

v' The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

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

v Tam particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

v" Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

v" Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Please publish this submission on the NSW Department of Planning and Environment website




M/AH'

6252
Secretary )
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

o The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have
been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

‘o | object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up

over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

o | am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When
the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government
department or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

o Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

o Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

o The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

o The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

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

o | am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and AECOM
have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that Westconnex has a
plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

o Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

o Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.

............................................................................................. S ey raanr
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Secretary 6253

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

i.  The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

ii. I object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

ili. Iam aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

iv.  Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

v.  Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

vi.  The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

vii.  The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

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

ix. Iam particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

x.  Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

xi.  Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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6254
Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

¢ The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have
been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

¢ | object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

¢ | am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When
the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government
department or private company to claim ‘ownership’ of a model.

¢ Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

¢ Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

¢ The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

¢ The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

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

¢ | am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and AECOM
have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that Westconnex has a
pian that wili make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

¢ Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

¢ Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 6255

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

a. The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

b. T object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

c. Iam aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

d. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

e. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

f. The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

g. The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

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

i. Iam particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

j-  Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

k. Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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6256
Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

I.  The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds
acceptable levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they
should have been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be
understood.

Il. 1 object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

lll. I am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised.
When the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a
government department or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

IV. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

V. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

VI. The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

VIl. The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

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

IX. 1 am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

X. Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

XI. Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 6257
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

o The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have
been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

o | object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

o | am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When
the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government
department or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

o Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

o Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

o The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

o The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

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

o |am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and AECOM
have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that Westconnex has a
plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

o Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

o Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 6258
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

% The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

% I object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

% Iam aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership' of a model.

% Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

«% Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

% The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

% The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

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

% Iam particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and

AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that

Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it

would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it

planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.

Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely

unacceptable to me.

% Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 6259

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

01. The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have
been given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

02. | object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

03. | am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers
and to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have
collaborated on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When
the living conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government
department or private company to claim ‘ownership' of a model.

04. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

05. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. | am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

06. The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

07. The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

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

09. | am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and AECOM
have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that Westconnex has a
plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

10. Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

11. Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 6260
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

a. The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

b. I object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

c. Iam aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership’ of a model.

d. Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

e. Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents’ homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres. :

f. The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

g The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

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

i I'am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

j- Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

k. Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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6261
Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

i.  The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

ii. I object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

iii. I am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership' of a2 model.

iv.  Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

v.  Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

vi.  The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

vii.  The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

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

ix. Iam particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

x.  Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

xi.  Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 6262

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

I'make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
T object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

#+ The air quality study shows that dangerous fine particle pollution is already exceeds acceptable
levels in some affected areas. When the health of residents are concerned they should have been
given information about negative impacts in a way that could be understood.

4 I object to the removal of community parks along the M5 East that the community has built up
over decades after their community was carved up that motorway, only to see them
threatened by a new tollway.

% T am aware that independent traffic experts have not access to full information about the
assumptions on which traffic modelling. Westconnex must be instructed to fully respond to
independent experts who have been commissioned by Councils or are academic researchers and
to make their models available. AECOM and RMS openly admit that they have collaborated
on the modelling. Their claims must be fully and independently scrutinised. When the living
conditions of thousands of residents is at stake, it is not acceptable for a government department
or private company to claim 'ownership' of a2 model.

4 Scientific experts agree that there is no safe level of fine particle pollution. Rather than aiming
to shift dangerous pollution from area to another, the government should be finding cleaner
transport solutions that do not leave residents living beside polluted roads.

# Plans to expand roads to within 5 metres of residents' homes is outrageous. I am aware that in
cases in St Peters and Alexandria it is within 2 metres.

# The noise assessment shows that hundreds of homes will experience noise above acceptable
levels. In fact the results reveals in Appendix J could be far worse because monitoring was only
done for one location at Beverly Hills and one in St Peters where only 30% of results could be
included. Such limited evidence provides the community with no confidence.

4 The noise monitoring is inadequate for St Peter because there is no attempt to consider the
cumulative impacts including on health for aircraft and tollway construction and later
operation.

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

# 1 am particularly concerned about the community on Stoney Creek Road. The RMS and
AECOM have not consulted properly with this community or informed residents that
Westconnex has a plan that will make congestion and air quality in their neighbourhood worse

4 Westconnex has kept its plan to take 14,000 hectares of Sydney Park. For months it said it
would only take 8000 hectares, leaving it until the EIS was lodged to inform the Council that it
planned to forcibly acquire the rest. This will diminish the enjoyment of the park in many ways.
Peaceful paths and exercise equipment will be adjacent to a major highway. This is completely
unacceptable to me.

# Noise monitoring has been too limited to properly assess the massive noise that will be
generated by construction and operation on thousands of Sydney residents.
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Secretary 6263

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

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

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

* Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road.
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Secretary 6264

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

e) The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built.
Why are these ‘non-construction of Stage 3’ impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for
Stage2?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

6268

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

*  Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road.
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Secretary 6270

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SS5114 6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

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

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

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

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

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

The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built.
Why are these ‘non-construction of Stage 3’ impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for
Stage2?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

e. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built.
Why are these ‘non-construction of Stage 3’ impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for
Stage2?

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

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

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

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

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

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

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

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

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

e. TheMinister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built.
Why are these ‘non-construction of Stage 3’ impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for
Stage2?

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

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

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

i. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights,
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road.
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Secretary 6273

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

e Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road.
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6274
Secretary

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 146788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

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

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

¢ Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road.
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Secretary 6275
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

i. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road.
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Secretary 6276

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 146788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

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

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

° Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road.
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Secretary 6277

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

project and the whole WestConnex because:
*  ThisEISis fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and

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

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

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

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

* The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built.
Why are these ‘non-construction of Stage 3’ impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for
Stage2?

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

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

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

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

1213022

.......................................................................................................................................................................................................

Name: /Zlé'/-MA ) /)M AN Suburb: WyoL 0 vt Postcode: :2;2 Eﬂ

Street

Address: é(] Wwopl guwstne LY Email Address: Pfﬂ’\’l/\/é&’/"‘)/)?é /1/1"7—/')//() Co/n

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



6278
Secretary

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

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

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

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

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

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

5. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built.
Why are these ‘non-construction of Stage 3’ impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for
Stage2?

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

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

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

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

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

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

project and the whole WestConnex because:
I This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley Road and

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

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

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

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

V. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built.
Why are these ‘non-construction of Stage 3’ impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for
Stage2?

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

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

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

IX. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights,
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road.
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Secretary 6280

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

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

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

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

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

V.  TheMinister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built.
Why are these ‘non-construction of Stage 3’ impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for
Stage2?

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

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

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

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

Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

¢ Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road.
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Secretary 6282

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

ix. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road.
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6283

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

Submission to DP & E Project Number: S5 14_6788 WestConnex New M5 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

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

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

1st. This EIS is fundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between King Georges Road and Bexley
Road and Arncliffe are being built as 3 lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase to
3 lane usage subject to another EIS. This indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and
ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is 50% understated in this EIS.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

erearasasans Y1777 ]

Name: [ (Ve Q—”Wﬁ Suburb: EV\NN— Postcode: (9 O‘t L
Street X w N ) " )
Address:U\Af L/ 1 @"‘bn‘x")@/ 5\/ Email Address: ‘TO"!‘(S- \Uuﬁo\@}‘t}“’\ “‘“\‘U’Y"\

J Tarmory

Please publish this submission on the NSW Department of Planning and Environment website
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Secretary
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

I make this submission in response to the Westconnex M5 Environmental Impact Statement (E1S). 1 object to the
project and the whole WestConnex because:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

8)

9)

Name: (2‘) C\Q/\’}Z\ (A/ Suburb: W\a( “d(,(_/(\/\(, Postcode: (ZZ‘) ((/

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

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

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

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

The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built.
Why are these ‘non-construction of Stage 3’ impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for
Stage2?

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

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

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

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

and social and economic impacts on local communities may be?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

and social and economic impacts on local communities may be?

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

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

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

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

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

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

Vil.
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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 : Date 23-24 Jan 2016

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

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

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

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

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

e. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built.
Why are these ‘non-construction of Stage 3’ impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for
Stage2?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

B. ThisEISisfundamentally flawed in that the tunnels between Arncliffe and St Peters are being builtass
lanes wide but marked as 2 only, with any increase t0 3, 4, or 5 lane usage subject to another EIS. This
indicates that the engineering of the tunnels and ventilation, and the impact on local communities, is
potentially 80% understated in this EIS for 5 lane usage.

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

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

E. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built.
Why are these ‘non-construction of Stage 3’ impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for
Stage2?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

E. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built.
Why are these ‘non-construction of Stage 3’ impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for
Stage2?

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

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

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

l.  Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by trafficlights,
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road.
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Secretary 6290
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

e Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road.
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Secretary 6291

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

IX. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road.
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6292
Secretary

Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

¢ Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road.
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6293

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

...... o sersensersan . B T T T T P P PP PR Py P P

Name: T\ (Anwl YW\ UA“QU"\ Suburb:_EAwm gr L Postcode: 2 ()L\’: -
Street _ ’ -
Address: 8@ CM"\OL’L" ler Email Address: \? (qQ /\é 4 W\C CV\“ OI/L\@ ‘:]vv\o\« l.com

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

I ey



6294

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

5. The Minister has continually indicated that the entire Westconnex project simply does not make sense
unless Stage 3 is built. But this EIS operates on the assumption this as yet unfinanced stage will be built.
Why are these ‘non-construction of Stage 3’ impacts not explored in full in this decision making process for
Stage2?

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

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

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

9. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston Road between
Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into both eastern and western
industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so will require management by traffic lights,
further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day traffic flow along this section of Euston Road.
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Secretary 6295
Department of Planning and Environment
Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

ix. Westconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road.
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Secretary 6296
Department of Planning and Environment

Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

object to the project and the whole WestConnex because:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

¢ Waestconnex has acknowledged in community meetings there will be a centre lane on Euston
Road between Campbell Street and Sydney Park Road intersection to allow trucks to turn into
both eastern and western industrial properties. It is inevitable that the many trucks doing so
will require management by traffic lights, further slowing down the projected 50,000 per day
traffic flow along this section of Euston Road.
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6297
Secretary
NSW Department of Planning and Environment
GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001
Submission to DP & E Project Number: SSI 14_6788 WestConnex New M5

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Name: J/VV\ MNerrc

Email: ) m sreé é—pz( p&—'\o{ oA

Address:__ [s O\devé«/K S“(\M,Q/f'\
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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. | strongly object to this project and to the entire
WestConnex of which this is a part. In particular, | strongly object to:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

NSW Department of Planning and Environment

GPO Box 39, Sydney NSW 2001

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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