
I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application Submission to: 
# SSI 7485. for the reasons set out below.  

Name 	-

Signature: 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration :1 HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

ct-h-vkA 

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

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

Address. 

Suburb: 	LI) W 	1-‹ 	Postcod 	 

A. The EIS lacks sufficient focus on traffic congestion in the suburbs of Alexandria and Erskineville. Are these 
being ignored because they will be even more congested than currently. 

B. The EIS states that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation. 
The additional mitigation is mentioned but not proposed. All possible mitigation should be included as a 
condition of approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial above ground invasive works will be required 
to demolish the Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The EIS noise projections indicate that for 
to weeks residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS doeS not contain a plan to manage or 
mitigate this terrible impact. There is no detail as to which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary 
relocation; there are no details of any noise walls or what treatments will be provided to individual homes 
that are badly affected. The approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact will be 
managed and minimised during the construction period and, in particular, during site establishment. 

C. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that the works required (demolition and 
surface works) will create unacceptable and unbearable noise and vibration impacts for extended periods. 
The EIS indicates that at least 36 homes will basically be unliveable during this period. In addition, the 
planned 170 heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction noise. 

D. I am concerned that the EIS provides no reasons why the City of Sydney's alternative plan might not be 
preferable to the proposed WestCONnex. 

E. The EIS was prepared by global engineering firm AECOM, which also prepared the EIS for Stages 1 and 2. 
When he approved these earlier stages, the then Minister for Planning Rob Stokes pointed to conditions of 
approval that would minimise impacts on communities. But the impacts have turned out to worse than 
expected. 

F. An on-line interactive map was published with the M4-M5 Concept Design that indicated a very wide 
yellow 'swoosh' that is upwards of a kilometre wide in some sections of the M4-M5 proposals. SMC have 
NEVER publicly published or acknowledged that the contractor to be appointed to build the tunnels will be 
'encouraged' to do so within the yellow swoosh footprint, but may go outside the indicative swoosh area if 
found necessary after further geotech and survey work. The proposed Sydney Water Tunnels surveys (EIS 
12-57) could potentially see a dramatic change in the tunnel alignments in the Newtown area. Why were 
these surveys not done during the past three years such that 'definitive' rather than 'indicative' alignments 
could be published. The EIS should be withdrawn till such time that it is a true and fair 'definitive' 
document open for genuine public comment. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details 
must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to 
other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Name: "zzy tjci)(4.t:  

Signature: 

Please include/delete (cross out or circle) my personal information 
when publishing this submission to your website. Declaration: I have 
not made any reportable donations in the last two years. 

Address: 40- CA-  (Lc( 5t-E-  31 

Suburb: 	cf-kikkeu 	ZPLeo 
Postcode 

Submission to: Planning Services, Department 
of Planning and Environment. GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW,2001 

Attention Director —Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

I wish to register my strong objections to Stage 3'(M4-M5 Link). My reasons are set out below: 

1. The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement "may occur (Ch X, p y), further stating that 
"settlement induced by tunnel excavation and groundwater drawdown may occur in some areas along the tunnel 

alignment". The risk (Aground movement is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 metres underground. (Vol 

2B Appendix E p 1) The planned Inner West Interchange proposes tunnels which are astonishingly shallow eg John 
St at 22metres Hill St at 28metre5 Moore St 27metres. Piper St 37metres(Vol 26 Appendix E Part 2) Catherine St at 
28metres(Vol 2B Appendix E Part 1). At these shallow depths, the homes above would indisputably sustain serious 
structural damage and cracking. Without provision for full compensation for damage there would be no incentive for 

contractors or Roads and Maritime Services to minimise this damage. 

2. It is clear that Annandale, Glebe, Rozelle and Lilyfield will be exposed to unacceptable health risks. With four 
unfiltered emissions stacks in the area plus a large number of exit portals, the residents of this area will suffer 

greatly from poisonous diesel particulates. As you are no doubt aware, the World Health Organisation in 2012 
declared diesel particulates carcinogenic. " As you are no doubt aware there are at least 5 schools that will be in the 
orbit of these poisonous fumes and children and the elderly are most at risk to lung ailments. As Education Minister 

Rob Stokes declared in 2017, "No ventilation shafts will be built near any school" 

3. Rozelle Rail Yards will have 400 car parking spaces provided for workers(EiS). The daily workforce for these sites is 

stated to be approximately 550. This means that there will be 150 vehicles will need to park in nearby local streets 
which are already over-subscribed during weekdays by commuters taking the light rail. 

4. Rozelle Interchange and surrounds will experience increased traffic with associated noise and air pollution— most 
particularly at the Crescent, Johnson St and Catherine St, Annandale and Ross Street Glebe. These streets are already 
highly congested at peak times and with a massive'number of extra truck movements and traffic associated with 
construction will become gridlocked during peak times. 

5. The removal of spoil from the Rozelle Rail Yards will lead to the largest number of Spoil truck movements on the 

entire Stage 3 project: 517 Heavy truck movements a day, of which 46 are stated to take place during Peak hours. 

This leads to extra noise and air pollution in this area. 

6. The removal of Buruwan Park between The Crescent and Bayview Crescent/Railway Parade, Annandale to 
accommodate the widening realignment of the Crescent would be a direct loss of much-needed parkland in this 
inner city area. Further, Buruwan Park lies on a major cycle route from Railway Parade through to Anzac Bridge, UTS 

and the CBD. 
7. Unacceptable noise levels will accompany the construction of this massive interchange. No analysis has been 

provided of the magnitude of increased noise pollution in this area. 
There will also be disturbance of soil which may be thick with contaminants such as lead and asbestos(as was the 
case in St Peters.) You made no provision for the safe removal of these toxic substances in St Peters and I do not see 
any provision in the EiS for their safe removal in this area. 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name:  a.y.t rAt ti ct" 	0 	k—c) v-••• 

Address: 5-9-  

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: Woo  f lothrek_ 	 • 	Postcode 2_02 

Application Name: Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. • Declaration: I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained 
in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

• The social and economic impact study notes the high value placed on community networks and social inclusion 
but does nothing to seriously evaluate the social impacts on these of WestCONnex. Any genuine assessment 
would draw on experience with the New M5 and M4 East rather than ignoring it.This lack of genuine engagement 
with social impact reduces the study to the level of a demographic description and a series of bland value 
statement 

• The EIS states that spoil haulage hours will be restricted but ignores the fact that the same was promised for the 
M4 East but these promises have been ignored repeatedly. 

• The EIS states "Direct and indirect traffic disruptions are likely to be experienced on local and arterial roads in 
most suburbs that are in close proximity to construction sites. This would include the suburbs of Ashfield, 
Haberfield, St Peters, Camperdown, Annandale, Lilyfield, Leichhardt, and Rozelle." Despite this finding, the study 
then pushes these negative impacts aside as inevitable. There is never any evaluation of whether in the light of the 
negative impacts an alternative public infrastructure project might be preferable. 

• The impacts on The Crescent and Annandale are massive and were not sufficiently revealed in the Concept 
Design to enable residents to give feedback on the negative impacts on communities and businesses in the area. 

• It is clear from reading the EIS that the impacts of the project on traffic congestion and travel times across the 
region during five years of construction will be negative and substantial. Five years is a long time. At the end of 
the day, the result of the project will also be more traffic congestion although not necessarily in the same places as 
now. There needs to be a serious cost benefit analysis before the project proceeds further. 

• Table 6.1 in Appendix Q ( Social and Economic impact) is not an accurate report on the concerns of residents. It 
downplays concerns of Newtown, St Peters and Haberfield residents. It does not even mention concerns about 
additional years of construction in Haberfield and St Peters. The raises the question of whether this is a result of 
the failure of SMC to notify impacted residents including those on the Eastern Side of King Street and St Peters 
about the potential impacts of the M4 M5 

• The EIS identifies a risk to children from construction traffic at Haberfield School. I find such risks unacceptable 
and am not satisfied with a promise of a Plan to which the public is excluding from viewing or providing feedback 
until it is published. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 
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AttAntic.‘n nirectex 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2901 
Name: 
Address: I 2_2_ 	 22_sat, 
Arp!tinn Nurnhar: qq! 7414g 
Suburb: 
	 Postcode 

Application Nam -W 	nnex M4-M5 Link 
Signature.  

Please include / 	 my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration: I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

tr‘ !ht.. ‘.4.,t,"!e f_Nf the We5tri.,r3ry-y. Prrr 	3"?ri the pecifir- 1.1VestrAnnay. 11-.44-11111; 1  ink r.,w_Npos!Q 	f`fIntairlad 
in the EIS M4/M5 Application, for the following reasons: 

1. I strongly object to the unknown hazard associated with two different tunnelling operations taking place in close proximity in 
time and location - the deep tunnelling for the M4-M5 link and the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same area - 
Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown. The impact of this combined tunnelling is an unknown hazard to the 
soundness of the residences and buildings above, many of them very old and heritage listed. This is a serious community safety 
issue and residents who experience damage will be caught between 2 separate contractors for repairs and compensation. 

2. I object to the issue of this EIS only 14 days after the deadline for submission of comments on the concept design. The formal 
response to the 1000s of comments and submissions on the design, released only after the EIS, cannot possibly be based on a 
full assessment and consideration of the community responses. This is an insult to the community and ouestions the integrity of 

the entire EIS process. 

3. The decision to build a three-stage tollway of the scale and complexity proposed and that has never been built before is risking 
community safety and state resources. I strongly object to that fact that this risk has never been subjected to democratic 
decision-making and in fact has been opposed by the great majority of submissions received in response to the Environmental 
Impact Statements for the first two stages. 

4. The original objectives of WestConnex was to improve road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany with the 
Interchange now being built at St Peters located much closer to the airport. This contradicts the stated purpose of the extension 
of the M4. Now both the new M5 and the new M4-M5 Link will dump 1000s more cars per day onto the roads to the airport 
which are already over-crowded and competing with freight transport. I strongly object to the impact of the M4/M5 link as it 
fails to meet the original ournose and provide a sustainable rail link to onabla freight to be nioved out of the city and 

commuters to travel by public transport. 

5. Across all 3 stages the business case has not taken into account the external costs of these massive road projects in air pollution 
for human and environmental health, in adding fossil fuel emissions to increase global warming effects, and in the economic 
and social costs of the disruption to human activities, of displacement of people and businesses and of the destruction of 
community cohesion and amenity. These eirternal costs far outweigh any benefits from building roads which poorly serve 

people's transport needs but instead enrich private corporations. 

6. The high cost of the tolls has already resulted in an increase in traffic on Parramatta Rd immediately the new M4 tolls were 
activated. Their anticipated annual increase will likely mean that more and more commuters will seek to avoid the expensive 
tolls. It makes sense to expect the same effect on the roads around the St Peters Interchange, including the Princes Highway, 
icing St, tcigeware Ka and tnmore id anci though the streets of trsianeviiie anci Aiexancina. i ne increasing numbers of vehicies 
will mean more vehicle pollution in the area (known to have adverse effects on breathing and also to be carcinogenic). A viable 
public train system would easily and effectively manage commuter traffic without the requirement for expensive private 
tollways. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 ; Email: 	 ; Mobile: 	  
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Please include/delete (cross out or circle) my personal information 
when publishing this submission to your website. Declaration: I have 
not made any reportable donations in the last two years. 

Address: I 

Postcode 7  

Name: 

Signature: 
Submission to: Planning Services, Department 
of Planning and Environment. GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW,2001 

Attention Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

I wish to register my strong objections to Stage 3- (M4-M5 Link). My reasons are set out below: 

1. The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement "may occur tv%11),.!.  further stating that 
"settlement induced by tunnel excavation and groundwater drawdown may occur in some areas along the tunnel 
alignment". The risk Of ground movement is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 metres underground. (Vol 
2B Appendix E p 1) The planned Inner West Interchange proposes tunnels which are astonishingly shallow eg John 
St at 22metres Hill St at 28metres Moore St 27metres. Piper St 37metres(Vol 2B Appendix E Part 2) Catherine St at 
28metres(Vol 2B Appendix E Part 1). At these shallow depths, the homes above would indisputably sustain serious 
structural damage and cracking. Without provision for full compensation for damage there would be no incentive for 
contractors or Roads and Maritime Services to minimise this damage. 
2. It is clear that Annandale, Glebe, Rozelle and Lilyfield will be exposed to unacceptable health risks. With four 
unfiltered emissions stacks in the area plus a large number of exit portals, the residents of this area will suffer 
greatly from poisonous diesel particulates. As you are no doubt aware, the World Health Organisation in 2012 
declared diesel particulates carcinogenic." As you are no doubt aware there are at least 5 schools that will be in the 
orbit of these poisonous fumes and children and the elderly are most at risk to lung ailments. As Education Minister 
Rob Stokes declared in 2017, "No ventilation shafts will be built near any school" 
3. Rozelle Rail Yards will have 400 car parking spaces provided for workers(EiS). The daily workforce for these sites is 
stated to be approximately 550. This means that there will be 150 vehicles will need to park in nearby local streets 
which are already over-subscribed during weekdays by commuters taking the light rail. 
4. Rozelle Interchange and surrounds will experience increased traffic with associated noise and air pollution— most 
particularly at the Crescent, Johnson St and Catherine St, Annandale and Ross Street Glebe. These streets are already 
highly congested at peak times and with a massive'number of extra truck movements and traffic associated with 
construction will become gridlocked during peak times. 
5. The removal of spoil from the Rozelle Rail Yards will lead to the largest number of Spoil truck movements on the 
entire Stage 3 project: 517 Heavy truck movements a day, of which 46 are stated to take place during Peak hours. 
This leads to extra noise and air pollution in this area. 
6. The removal of Buruwan Park between The Crescent and Bayview Crescent/Railway Parade, Annandale to 
accommodate the widening realignment of the Crescent would be a direct loss of much-needed parkland in this 
inner city area. Further, Buruwan Park lies on a major cycle route from Railway Parade through to Anzac Bridge, UTS 
and the CBD. 
7. Unacceptable noise levels will accompany the construction of this massive interchange. No analysis has been 
provided of the magnitude of increased noise pollution in this area. 
There will also be disturbance of soil which may be thick with contaminants such as lead and asbestos(as was the 
case in St Peters.) You made no provision for the safe removal of these toxic substances in St Peters and I do not see 
any provision in the EiS for their safe removal in this area. 
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Attention Director 
Application Number: 551 7485 Application 

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: "IC- 
Signature: 

Please Please include delet(Cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing this 
submission to your website.i  	 • • 	' 	• 

Address: 	

/1. 	 Azae— 
Suburb: Postcode 72o Li Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons: 

1. This EIS provides no basis on which to approve such a complex project including the building of interchanges underneath Sydney 
suburbs Rozelle and Leichhardt. It would be absurd to approve the building of up to three tunnels under people's homes on the 
basis of such flimsy information. 

2. Hundreds of risks associated with this project have not been assessed but have instead been deferred to a detailed design stage 
into which the public will have no input. I call on the Department of Planning to reject this inadequate EIS that has been prepared 
by AECOM that has multiple commercial interests in WestConnex. 

3. The EIS at 7-25 refers to 876 comments (limited to 140 characters) made via the collaborative map on the Concept Design 'up to 
July' that were considered in the preparation of the EIS. It does not mention the many hundreds of extended written submissions 
that were lodged in late July and early August. These critical 'community engagement' feedback submissions have clearly not 
been considered in the preparation of the EIS. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process. 

4. Increased traffic congestion in areas around portals will increase pollution along roadsides, with predicted adverse impacts on 
breathing and through long-term carcinogenic effects. The maps and analysis of the pollution effects in the EIS should be 
presented in a way that enables them to be understood by ordinary citizens. Instead information is presented in a way that is 
deliberately obscure and hard to interpret. 

5. This EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a wish list not based on actual 
effects. Everything is indicative, 'would' not 	telling me nothing is actually 'known' for certain — and is certainly not included 

here. 
6. EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) states. " 	 this may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies 

described and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in 
the EIS including relevant mitigation measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval". It is 
unstated just who would have responsibility for such a "review(ed) for consistency", and how these changes would be 
communicated to the community. The EIS should not be approved till significant 'uncertainties' have been fully researched and 
surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public comment (ie : the Sydney Water Tunnels issues at 12-57) 

7. The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. Neither 
Stage 2 or 3 provides such access. Both the new M5 and the new M4-M5 Link will dump 1,000s more per day onto the roads to 
the Airport which are already at capacity. 

8. There has been no 'meaningful' consultation with the community. Some areas affected by M3/M5 have not even been 
letterboxed by SMC. These include St Peters and sections of Erskineville. The SMC received hundreds of submissions on its 
concept design and failed to respond to any of these before lodging this EIS. 

9. Unfiltered stacks anywhere in Sydney are not unacceptable. There must be a review of the NSW government's unacceptable 
policy on this issue. 'I am appalled that the ex Minister for Planning Rob Stokes who approved the New M5 and unfiltered stacks 
in St Peters and Haberfield would declare that he would not have them in his own. area. How can residents have any trust in a 
process that is underpinned by such hypocrisy. 

10. The EIS at 7-51 refers to concerns that were raised by the community that the alignment of tunnels in Newtown appeared to go 
to the east of King Street, an area that had had no geotech drilling or testing. SMC staff indicated at Community information 
sessions that the maps included in the Concept Design were broad and indicative only, and that further details would be available 
in the EIS. No further details have been provided. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	Mobile 	  
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Name: 
VA A  

Signature: 

Attention Director 
Application Number: SS/ 7485 

Infrastructure Projects, Planning 
Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 34, Sydney,  NSW, 2007 

Application Name: 
WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website. 
I  HAVE NOT made reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address: 
•-i• c.‘<.. 	I; •N1  

Suburb: 	 Postcode 

I object to the WestConnex Mg-MS Link proposals for the following reasons, and request the Minister reject the 
application, and require SMC and RMC to prepare a new EIS that is based on genuine, not indicative, design parameter; 
costings, and business case.  

• I am concerned that the AECOM, the company responsible for the EIS, always approves knocking down heritage 

buildings if the project requires it. It doesn't how much value it holds for the com.munity, it must always be destroyed. 

• The impacts on The Crescent and Annandale are massive and were not sufficiently revealed in the Concept Design to 

enable residents to give feedback on the negative impacts on communities and businesses in the area. 

• Are there other potentially serious problems with Sydney Water utility services (described at EIS 12-57) or with 

other utilities in other suburbs or along the proposed M'4-M5 tunnel alignment ? If so, the EIS proposals and 
application should not be approved till these are all disclosed, researched, surveyed and the resolution publicly 

published. 

• It is clear that Annandale, Glebe, 1o2elle and Lilyfield will be exposed to unacceptable health risks. With four 
unfiltered emissions stacks in the area plus a large number of exit portals, the residents of this area will suffer greatly 

from poisonous diesel particulates. This is negligent when you consider that, the World Health Organisation in 2012 
declared diesel particulates carcinogenic. " As gou are no doubt aware there are at least 5 schools that will be in the 
orbit of these poisonous fumes and children and the elderly are most at risk to lung ailments. Your Education Minister 

Rob Stokes declared in 2017, "No ventilation shafts will be built near any school." 

• I am concerned that while the EIS finds that tolls do weigh more heavily on lower income motorists, there is no serious 
analysis of the blatant unfairness of letting of private consortium toll people for decades in order to pay for less 
profitable tollways for wealthier communities. 

• One of the main reasons for establishing Buruwan Park was as a relatively quiet nature corridor for wildlife not for 
successions of children's parties so the assessment of this area in the EIS is entirely blinkered and inaccurate. The 
Ro2elle Rail Yards site that may appear to development driven planners as an unattractive and wasted eyesore is 

ironically a very important nature reserve. It is perhaps the only area in the Annandale/Glebe area were Fairy Wrens 

can be found because of the substantial bush cover. This is very important as where these birds are found nature tends 
to be in balance which is not the case in parks like Easton Park and Bicentennial Park. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: 
0 (..- 	-S,C3 	\-\IN. C.Sjo\• 4 La 

Address: 

Application Number: SSI 7485 
• 

Suburb: 	 Postcode r4 (._ e-x: c,-c\ 	._,c-  ... c-4. 2_ 0 \ 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 

- 	' 	• , 	. 	, 	• 	iealee-irialgidefrO,iieieOlebinfaimatidn'fAen*Wiiiig:tiii§ ,so mission to your website  
anreportabley . 	 , political 1  donations  4 in LI the last 2 years *. 	,, - 	• 	' 	'..; 	Declaration,- ,' • ::' I HAVE ' NOT made , 	. 	.„-- 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as  
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons, and request the Minister reject the application.  

• The EIS admits that the increased traffic congestion 
around the St Peters Interchange will impact on bus 
running times especially in the evening peak hour 
and increase the time taken (2.5 minutes, which 
seems optimistic). The 422 bus and associated 
cross city services which use the Princes Highway 
are notorious for irregular running times because 
of the congestion on the Princes highway and cross 
roads, so an admitted worsening of the running 
time will adversely impact the people who are 
dependent on the buses. This will be compounded 
by the loss of train services at St Peters station 
while it is closed for the Sydney Metro build and 
then subsequently when it re-opens. In all the 
impact of the new M5 and the M4-M5 link is to 
worsen access to public transport significantly for 
the residents of the St Peters neighbourhood. 

• The Concept Design was a woefully inadequate 
document totally devoid of any real depth of detail 
in terms of maps, scales, distances with only vague 
suggestions and glamorized Artist's Impressions of 
an idealized view of what Stage 3 would be like. It 
was another example of current city planning 
documents that consistently accentuate huge areas 
of tranquil green spaces with families and children 
out walking and riding bicycles in idealized parks 
and suburbs. All this is total PR spin and bears no 
reality about the real outcome of the build. It bears 
no reality as to what Stage 3 of Westconnex will be 
like. 

• There has been no 'meaningful' consultation with 
the community. Some areas affected by M3/M5 
have not even been letterboxed by SMC. These 
include St Peters and sections of Erskineville. The 
SMC received hundreds of submissions on its 
concept design and failed to respond to any of these 
before lodging this EIS. 

• The EIS states that property damage due to ground 
movement "may occur, further stating that 
"settlement induced by tunnel excavation and 
groundwater drawdown may occur in some areas 
along the tunnel alignment". The risk of ground 
movement is lessened where tunnelling is more 
than 35 metres underground. (Vol 2B Appendix E p 
1) The planned Inner West Interchange proposes 
tunnels which are astonishingly shallow eg John St 
at 22metres Hill St at 28metres Moore St 27metres. 
Piper St 37metres(Vol 2B Appendix E Part 2) 
Catherine St at 28metres(Vol 2B Appendix E Part 
1). At these shallow depths, the homes above would 
indisputably sustain serious structural damage and 
cracking. Without provision for full compensation 
for damage there would be no incentive for 
contractors or Roads and Maritime Services to 
minimise this damage. 

• It is outrageous to suggest that four unfiltered 
stacks would be built in one area, Rozelle 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My 
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not 
be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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object to the WestComex 	M5 Link_proposals as contained In the EIS application # SSI 
7485, for the reasons set out below, 

Name 
	

Y7 IC  

Signature 	 f  Cp\AAAN-0/\  

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declanition : HAVE NOT  made anyreportble political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address 	 

Suburb: 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments 

Application Number SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

• The consultants for the Social and Economic 
Impact study is HilIPDA. This company has a 
conflict of interest and is not an appropriate 
choice to do a social impact study of 
WestCONnex. Amongst its services it offers 
property valuation services and promotes 
property development in what are perceived 
to be strategic locations. HilIPDA were 
heavily involved in work leading to the 
development of Urban Growth NSW and the 
heavily criticised Parramatta Rd Study. It is 
not in the public interest to use public funds 
on an EIS done by a company that has such 
a heavy stake in property development 
opportunities along the Parramatta Rd 
corridor. One of the advantages of property 
development along Parramatta Rd that Hill 
PDA promotes on its website is the 33 
kilometre WestCONnex. 

64,  The proposal to run trucks so close to homes 
is dangerous. There have been two fatalities 
on Darley Road at the proposed site location. 
The EIS does not propose any noise or safety 
barriers to address this. Despite the 
unacceptable impact to nearby homes, there 

us no proposal for noise walls, nor any 
mitigation to individual homes. 

16 There is a higher than average number of 
shift workers in the Inner West. The EIS 
acknowledges that even allowing for 
mitigation measures such as acoustic sheds 
and noise walls, shift workers will be more  

vulnerable to impacts of years of construction 
work and will consequently be at risk of a 
loss of quality of life, loss of productivity and 
chronic mental and physical illness. 

Because this is still based on a "concept 
design" it is unknown how the communities 
affected will not know what is being done 
below their residences, schools, business 
premises and public spaces, particularly if the 
whole project is sold into a private 
corporation's ownership before the actual 
designs and construction plans are 
determined. The EIS makes references to 
these designs and plans being reviewed but 
there is NO information as to what agency will 
be responsible for such reviews or whether 
the outcomes of such reviews will be made 
public. The communities below whose 
homes, business premises, public buildings 
and public spaces this massive project will be 
excavated and built will be completely in the 
dark about what is being done, what 
standards it is supposed to comply with, what 
inspection or scrutiny it will subject to, and 
whether the private corporations undertaking 
the work will be held to any liability by our 
government. 
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Name: if 

Signature- 

I submit my strongest objections to the M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application # SSI 7485, and request the Minister to reject the application and require SMC / 
RMS to issue a true, not an 'indicative' and fundamentally flawed EIS 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration: I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport 
Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Address 	 

Suburb: 

   

Application Name: 
WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

	 Postcode 	 2_,C9C4 

I object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site because of the unacceptable risk it 
will create to the safety of our community. Darley Road is a known accident and traffic blackspot 
and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of accidents. On 
Transport for NSW's own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the third 
most dangerous in the inner west. 

D The EIS states that spoil haulage hours will be restricted but ignores the fact that the same was 
promised for the M4 East but these promises have been ignored repeatedly. 

D The EIS states that 'reasonable and feasible work practices and mitigation measures would be 
implemented to minimise potential noise impacts due to activities occurring at the Darley Road civil 
and tunnel site.' 96-52) This is not good enough. The EIS does not contain any detail whatsoever of 
these proposal on which they can comment. In addition, there is no requirement that measures will 
in fact be introduced to address noise impacts. The approval conditions need to contain detail of 
specific noise mitigation measures that are mandated and can be enforced. 

Land Subsidence in the areas of all tunnel routes is of great concern to all residents. This is of 
especial concern in the Rozelle /Lilyfield area where there are layers of tunnels. There is likely to be 
ongoing and considerable subsidence even when the tunnels are built due to the ongoing necessity 
to remove ground water from the tunnels. This will lead to a slow drying out of the sandstone and 
hence settlement. 

D Unacceptable noise levels will accompany the construction of this massive interchange. No analysis 
has been provided of the magnitude of increased noise pollution which will adversely affect the 
local citizens. 

The EIS states "Direct and indirect traffic disruptions are likely to be experienced on local and 
arterial roads in most suburbs that are in close proximity to construction sites. This would include 
the suburbs of Ashfield, Haberfield, St Peters, Camperdown, Annandale, Lilyfield, Leichhardt, and 
Rozelle." Despite this finding, the study then pushes these negative impacts aside as inevitable. 
There is never any evaluation of whether in the light of the negative impacts an alternative public 
infrastructure project might be preferable 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Application Number: SSI 7485 

Infrastructure Projects, Planning 
Services, 
Department of Planning and 
Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 
Application Name: 
WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 

Signature: 
	 Please 
Include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website. IJiAVE NOT 

made reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 
Address

: t-sr 

Suburb: 	 Postcode CO 3 

01/4  

I submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the reasons stated below, and request the Minister 
reject the application entirely, and cause the proponents to reissue an EIS that is based on a fully researched, developed, 
and budgeted concept design, and require the proponents to prepare a new business case against that design. 

• Rozelle Rail Yards and Rozelle Civil Site. it is 
clear that the most highly affected area of 
Stage 3 will be the Rozelle area and the 
massive and hugely complex Rozelle 
interchange. The suggestion that Westconnex 
is capable of building this is highly 
questionable. Nothing like this has been built 
anywhere else in the World. Considering the 
simple problems of dust management, noxious 
gasses and the handling of toxic materials like 
asbestos that have been so inappropriately 
dealt with on Stages 1 and 2 by Westconnex 
this intersection of Stage 3 is a disaster waiting 
to happen and should definitely not be allowed 
to proceed without a massive investigation. 
What has been shown in the EIS is totally 
inadequate for this project to be allowed to 
proceed. 

• Human health risk (Executive Summary xvi) - 
The EIS states that there may be a 'small 
increase in pollutant concentrations' near 
surface roads.The EIS states that potential 
health impacts associated with changes in air 
quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and 
particulates) within the local community have 
been assessed and are considered to be 
'acceptable.' We disagree that the impacts on 
human health are acceptable and object to the 
project in its entirety because of these impacts. 

• Truck routes — Leichhardt: No trucks should be 
permitted on Darley Road or local roads in 

Leichhardt or Lilyfield. The EIS proposes that all 
trucks will arrive at the Darley Road civil and 
tunnel site from Haberfield and travel along 
Darley Road to the site, with a right-hand turn 
now permitted into James Street. The proposed 
route will result in a truck every 3-4 minutes for 
5 years running directly by the small houses on 
Darley Road. These homes will not be habitable 
during the five-year construction period due to 
the unacceptable noise impacts. The truck 
noise will be worsened by their need to travel up 
a steep hill to return to the City West Link, so 
the noise impacts will affect not just those 
homes on or immediately adjacent to Darley 
Road. The proposal to run trucks so close to 
homes is dangerous and there have been two 
fatalities on Darley Road at the proposed site 
location. The EIS does not propose any noise 
or safety barriers to address this. Despite the 
unacceptable impact to nearby homes, there is 
no proposal for noise walls, nor any mitigation 
to individual homes. 

• At the western end of Bignell Lane near 
Pyrmont Bridge Road existing flood depth was 
identified up to one metre in the 100 year ARI. 
The NSW Government Floodplain 
Development Manual (2005) identifies this 
location as a high flood hazard area. 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: 	1\ t 	 , 11--kksfer 	U/ ca re i ,..7 
Address: 

2...„(g. 	
I k j c=›-s' L—EA 1 	s l's• 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: 	4_t,L 	1 e td 	 Postcode 	-, 1.- 	I 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
, 

Signature: 
,  -----1  .„--------,--------- 

.publidlliii6lhis .stiloOls..i9rM.APWOurw'obsite . 	, 
any reportable political donationsiti.the lai..2'y'ars.'',;, ' , 

Ple'ase.inlude Ptdelete4crOs.s.out,orcircie)'my:pr'sonal:.i'nformbtign ,4en 
Declaration  :  I  HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained 
in the EIS M4/M5 application, for the following reasons: 

1. The EIS at 7-21 states that Community Update Newsletters were distributed to residents 'near the project footprint' in many 
suburbs. This statement is simply not correct. No such newsletters were received by residents in central and northern 
Newtown. SMC was made aware of this fact, but has not responded to verbal and written requests for audited confirmation of 
the addresses letterboxed'. This statement of community engagement should be rejected by the Department. 

2. The EIS at 7-25 refers to 876 comments (limited to 140 characters) made via the collaborative map on the Concept Design 'up 
to July' that were considered in the preparation of the EIS. It does not mention the many hundreds of extended written 
submissions that were lodged in late July and early August. These critical 'community engagement' feedback submissions have 
clearly not been considered in the preparation of the EIS. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process. 

3. The EIS at 7-51 refers to concerns that were raised by the community that the alignment of tunnels in Newtown appeared to go 
to the east of King Street, an area that had had no geotech drilling or testing. SMC staff indicated at Community information 
sessions that the maps included in the Concept Design were broad and indicative only, and that further details would be 
available in the EIS. No further details have been provided. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process. 

4. The EIS at 7-41 acknowledges that there is great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will be made a 24-hour 
clearway, stating "Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street". This statement is 
deliberately misleading, inferring SMC has authority over regional roads. Roads and Maritime have the unfettered right to 
declare Clearways wherever/whenever and RMS has NEVER stated publicly that King St will not be subject to clearways. 

5. SMC have made it all but impossible for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business 
hours. The Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. Monday and Wednesday: 
1.0am to 7pm. Tuesday: 10am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am to 5pm. Saturday and Sunday: 11am to 4pm. This restricted 
access does NOT constitute open and fair community engagement. 

6. EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncertainties. "The EIS is based on the concept design 
developed for the project. As such, it is to be expected that some uncertainties exist that will need to be resolved during detailed 
design and construction and operational planning. As described in Chapter 1, construction contractors (for each stage of the 
project) would be engaged during detailed design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of temporary and 
permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction methodology to be adopted. This may result in changes to 
both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to the project would 
be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant mitigation measures, environmental 
performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval". The EIS should not be approved till the bulk of these 
'uncertainties' have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public comment. 

7. The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is clear from more detailed reading deep into the EIS (ie 12-
57 Sydney Water Tunnels) that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may vary very significantly, after further survey work 
has been done and construction methodology determined by the construction contractor. The maps provided in the EIS are 
nothing more than 'indicative' and are misleading the community. The EIS should be withdrawn, corrected and updated, and 
reissued for genuine public comment based on 'definitive' information. 

I call on the Minister for Planning to reject this project and demand that the government re-think the transport planning for the 
whole metropolitan area taking into account long term sustainability over short-term private profit. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name: 	 : Email: 	 : Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: 	A t ‘‘A•er- 	-.../ok re (.1 (1  
Address: 

 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: A_s
q
l

y e  j 	 Postcode 	2(  

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 

Please include / delete (cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained 
in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

o Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex and the government is seeking approval, yet there are 
no detailed construction plans so we are not speaking to a real situation. 

o The process that has led to this EIS has been undemocratic and obscure, driven by decisions made behind closed doors. 
o The business case for the project in all three stages has failed to taken into account the external costs of these massive 

road projects in air pollution for human and environmental health, in adding fossil fuel emissions to increase global 
warming effects, and in the economic and social costs of the disruption to human activities, of displacement of people 
and businesses and of the destruction of community cohesion and amenity. These external costs far outweigh any 
benefits from building roads which poorly serve people's transport needs but instead enrich private corporations. 

o This EIS contains no meaningful design and construction details and no parameters as to how broad changes and 
therefore impacts could be. It therefore fails to allow the community to be informed about and comment on the project 
impacts in a meaningful way. 

o The EIS at 7-41 acknowledges that there is great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will be made a 24 
hour clearway, stating "Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street". This statement 
is deliberately misleading - it infers that SMC has authority in controlling impacts on regional roads. Roads and Maritime 
have the unfettered right to declare Clearways wherever and whenever they wish, and RMS has NEVER  stated publicly 
that King Street will not be subject to extended clearways. 

o The EIS at 12-57 describes possible disruptions of water supply to a vast area of Sydney as a result of tunnelling in the 
proximity of two major Sydney Water Tunnels in the Newtown area, stating "Detailed surveys should be undertaken to 
verify the levels and condition of these Sydney Water Assets". Why has an EIS been published that infers that the tunnel 
alignments have been thoroughly surveyed and researched, when further survey work could dramatically alter the 
alignments in the future ? 

o There are estimated 100 heavy and 70 light vehicle movements a day and the plan is to allow a right-hand turn into 
Darley Road from the CW Link. The trucks will drive onto Darley Road, turn right into the site and then left back out onto 
the CW Link, which is unrealistic given the amount of traffic on these roads now. 

o I am appalled that the Sydney Motorway Corporation could seek approval to build complex interchanges under the 
suburbs of Rozelle and Leichhardt on the basis of an EIS that is based on a concept design rather than detailed proposal 
that includes engineering plans. 

o The warm and caring words contained in the EIS, ref Sustainability Management Strategy, have not been reflected in the 
wanton destruction of homes, trees and habitat already. Why should we believe them? 

o The increased amount of traffic the M4-M5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters Interchange will have a 
heavy disruptive impact on the local transport routes, whether by vehicle, bus, or active transport (walking and cycling). 

o Other Comments 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Signature: 

ect,)5 	  Attention Director 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Please include/delete (cross out or circle)_my personal information when publishing this 
submission to your website.I HAVE NOT mode reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

fg 	oteS (-%•A 	SITh  
Postcode 	2  

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Address: 

Suburb: 
s 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons: 

A. There have been widespread reports in the media about extensive unresolved disputes regarding damages to houses in the Stage 1 M4 and Stage 2 M5 construction 

process. Why should the community believe that there will not be extensivedamages to houses in Stage 3? 

B. Because this is still based on a "concept design" it is unknown how the communities affected will not know what is being done below their residences, schools, business 

premises and public spaces, particularly if the whole project is sold into a private corporation's ownership before the actual designs and construction plans are 

determined. The f IS makes references to these designs and plans being reviewed but there is NO information as to what agency will be responsible for such reviews or 

whether the outcomes of such reviews will be made public. The communities below whose homes, business premises, public buildings and public spaces this massive 

project will be excavated and built will be completely in the dark about what is being done, what standards it is supposed to comply with, what inspection or scrutiny it 

will subject to, and whether the private corporations undertaking the work will be held to any liability by our government. 

C. It is quite clear that the escalating cost of tolls will encourage drivers to avoid tollways. This will further pollute and congest local roads. Such impact already evident on 

Parramatta Rd usage after the new M4 tolls were introduced. The community expects similar impacts on roads around the St Peters interchange, including the Princes 

Highway, King St, Enmore and Edgeware Roads and though streets of Alexandria and frshineville. The EIS Traffic analysis fails to deal with this issue of traffic beyond 

the boundaries of the project and should be rejected. 

D. It all very difficult for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, 

and has extremely limited opening hours. This restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair community engagement. 

E. lam concerned that SMC has selected one of Sydney's most dangerous traffic spots, Barley Rd in Leichhardt for a construction site that will bring hundreds of extra 

trucks and cars into the area on a daily basis for years. 

F. The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in an area where the prevailing south and 

north-westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields. The St Peters Primary School in particular will be at the apex of a triangle 

between the two exhaust stacks on the south-western and north-western corners of the interchange. This is utterly unacceptable. 

G. I completely reject the notion that unfiltered pollution stacks should be built anywhere in Sydney, let alone three or four in a single area. lam particularly concerned that 

schools would be near such unfiltered stacks. The government needs to urgently review its policy of support for unfiltered stacks. 

H. The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in an area where the prevailing south and 

north-westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields. The St Peters Primary School in particular will be at the apex of a triangle 

between the two exhaust stacks on the south-western and north-western corners of the interchange. This is utterly unacceptable. 

I. lam deeply disappointed that the EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a wish list not based on actual effects. Everything is 

indicative, 'would' not 'will', telling me nothing is actually 'known' for certain. This is a dangerous and reckless attempt to get approval for a project that is yet to be 

properly designed. 

J. The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-M5 link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same area - in the Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, 

Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown hazard to the soundness of the buildings above, and given that two different tunnelling operations will take place 

quite close, the people in those buildings will struggle to get repairs and compensation for loss because either contractor will no doubt blame the other. The increasing 

numbers of vehicles will also increase the vehicle pollution (known to have adverse effects on breathing and also to be carcinogenic) in this area. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 
	

Email 	 Mobile 

003811-M00002



the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application 
J. for the reasons set out below, 

aeec 	 
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Please fnclude my personal Information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration :1 HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address: 	 Gr"- 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 

   

e) Postcode  -2-  
Link 

Suburb: 

   

   

• The TfNSW website says "The Sydney Metro 
West project is Sydney's next big railway 
Infrastructure investment" but the Cumulative 
Impact assessment by AECOM (App C) does not 
include West Metro. A business case for West 
Metro should be completed before determination 
of the Project. 

• The impact of the project on cycling and walking 
will be considerable around construction sites. 
The promise of a construction plan is not 
sufficient. There has not been sufficient 
consultation or warning given to those directly 
affected or interested organisations. There needs 
to be a longer period of consultation so that the 
community can be informed about the added 
dangers and inconvenience, especially when you 
consider that it is over a 4 year period. 

• Emissions were not modelled beyond 2033. This 
is an omission, as the contractual life of the 
project is significantly longer, until 2060. The EIS 
states, on page 22-15 that 'it is expected that 
savings in emissions from improved road 
performance would reduce over time as traffic 
volumes increase'. Therefore, the longer-term 
outcome of the project is likely to be an increase 
in GHG emissions 

• Bridge Road School - Pyrmont Bridge Road site - 
The EIS states that 'construction activities are 
predicted to impact' this School. However, the 
only mitigation proposed is to consult with the 
School `to identify sensitive receivers of the 
school along with periods of examination'. (Table 
5-120) The EIS should not be approved on the  

basis that it does not propose any measures to 
reduce the impacts to this School. The EIS simply 
states that 'where practicable' work should be 
scheduled to avoid major student examination 
period when students are studying for 
examinations such as the Higher School 
Certificate. This is inadequate and students will 
be studying every day in preparation for 
examinations and this proposal will impact on 
their ability to be provided with an education. 
Consultation is not considered an adequate 
response and detailed mitigation should be 
provided which will reduce the impacts to 
students to an acceptable level. 

• Improving connectivity with public transport, 
including trains, light rail and bus services in the 
inner west would make the Parramatta Road 
corridor a more attractive place to live, work and 
socialise. 

• Increased traffic on local roads will decrease 
residential amenity and decrease the potential for 
new higher density housing. This will affect 
numerous streets, with particularly major impacts 
on The Crescent, Minogue Crescent, Ross, 
Mount Vernon, Catherine, Ross and Arundel 
streets in Glebe; and Euston Road, McEvoy, 
Botany, Wyndham, Bourke and Lachlan Streets in 
the Green Square area. In the redevelopment 
areas, land adjoining these streets may suffer a 
loss of development potential, a loss of value and 
will bear the additional costs of designing for 
noisy environments. 
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Submission from: 

Name. 	 /./44111'?"  

Signature. 	 

Please include include / delete (cross out or circle)  my personal information when publishing 
this submission to your website Declaration: I HAVE NOT  made any reportable 
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Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

  

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, 
for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application. 

1. This EIS provides no basis on which to approve such a complex project including the building of interchanges underneath Sydney suburbs 
Rozelle and Leichhardt. It would be absurd to approve the building of up to three tunnels under people's homes on the basis of such flimsy 
information. 

2. Hundreds of risks associated with this project have not been assessed but have instead been deferred to a detailed design stage into which the 
public will have no input. I call on the Department of Planning to reject this inadequate EIS that has been prepared by AECOM that has multiple 
commercial interests in WestConnex. 

3. The EIS at 7-25 refers to 876 comments (limited to 140 characters) made via the collaborative map on the Concept Design 'up to July' that were 
considered in the preparation of the EIS. It does not mention the many hundreds of extended written submissions that were lodged in late July 
and early August. These critical 'community engagement' feedback submissions have clearly not been considered in the preparation of the EIS. 
This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process. 

4. Increased traffic congestion in areas around portals will increase pollution along roadsides, with predicted adverse impacts on breathing and 
through long-term carcinogenic effects. The maps and analysis of the pollution effects in the EIS should be presented in a way that enables 
them to be understood by ordinary citizens. Instead information is presented in a way that is deliberately obscure and hard to interpret. 

5. This EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a wish list not based on actual effects. Everything is 
indicative, 'would' not 	telling me nothing is actually 'known' for certain — and is certainly not included here. 

6. EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) states. " 	 this may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and 
assessed in this EIS. Any changes to the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant 
mitigation measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval". It is unstated just who would have 
responsibility for such a "review(ed) for consistency", and how these changes would be communicated to the community. The EIS should not be 
approved till significant 'uncertainties' have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public 
comment (ie : the Sydney Water Tunnels issues at 12-57) 

7. The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. Neither Stage 2 or 3 
provides such access. Both the new M5 and the new M4-M5 Link will dump 1,000s more per day onto the roads to the Airport which are 
already at capacity. 

8. There has been no 'meaningful' consultation with the community. Some areas affected by M3/M5 have not even been letterboxed by SMC. 
These include St Peters and sections of Erskineville. The SMC received hundreds of submissions on its concept design and failed to respond to 
any of these before lodging this EIS. 

9. Unfiltered stacks anywhere in Sydney are not unacceptable. There must be a review of the NSW government's unacceptable policy on this 
issue. I am appalled that the ex Minister for Planning Rob Stokes who approved the New M5 and unfiltered stacks in St Peters and Haberfield 
would declare that he would not have them in his own area. How can residents have any trust in a process that is underpinned by such 
hypocrisy. 

10. The EIS at 7-51 refers to concerns that were raised by the community that the alignment of tunnels in Newtown appeared to go to the east of 
King Street, an area that had had no geotech drilling or testing. SM,C staff indicated at Community information sessions that the maps included 
in the Concept Design were broad and indicative only, and that further details would be available in the EIS. No further details have been 
provided. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process. 

Other Comments 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Name. 	 

Signature: 
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Suburb: SWWQ1 Postcode. .03.0.. 

Submission to: 

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

Plea inclu  e / delete (cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing 
this s 	on to your website Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable 
political donations in the last 2 years. 

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, 
for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application. 

4 The decision to build a three-stage tollway instead of expanding public transport has never been subjected to democratic 
decision-making and in fact has been opposed by the great majority of submissions received in response to the Environmental 

Impact Statements for the first two stages. 
4- The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. We now 

have proposals for Stages 1,2 and 3 and none achieve this goal. The community is asked to support this proposal on the basis of 
other major unfunded projects, which are little more than ideas on a map. This is NOT the way to plan a liveable city. 

4. There will be 100 workers a day on the site, with provision for only 10-20 car spaces and there is a concession that local streets 

will be used, who will be 'encouraged' to use public transport. Our experience with the major construction sites in Haberfield, 
and St Peters that public transport is not used by the workers and that despite the fact they are not supposed to do so, they 

park in our local streets and cause strife with our residents. 
4. The EIS at 7-21 states that Community update Newsletters were distributed to residents 'near the project footprint' in many 

suburbs. This statement is simply not correct. No such newsletters were received by residents in central and northern 
Newtown. SMC was made aware of this fact, but has not responded to verbal and written requests for audited confirmation of 
the addresses 'letterboxed'. This statement of community engagement should be rejected by the Department. 
Darley Road is confirmed as a 'civil and tunnel site (dive site) with a 'Motorway Operations' site at one end for machinery during 

the build and will then house permanent water treatment facilities, despite evidence tendered to the Concept Design 
explaining that this intersection has an high accident rate and is completely unsuitable for such a purpose. 

46 	I do not accept that King Street traffic congestion will be improved by this project, There should be a complete review of the 
traffic modelling that does not appear to take sufficient notice of the impact of pouring 51000 extra cars down Euston Rd on 

top of increases in population in the area. Given that there is no outlet between the St Peters and Haberfield or Rozelle, all 
traffic going to the CBD, East or into the Inner West will use local roads. 

4 	I object to the issue of this EIS only 14 days after the period for submission of comments on the concept design closed. There is 
no public response to the 1,000s of comments made on the design and it seems impossible that the comments could have been 
reviewed, assessed and responses to them incorporated into the EIS in that time. This casts doubt over the integrity of the 

entire EIS process. 
4 Why is there no detailed information about the so called 'King Street Gateway' included in the EIS? 
4 	I completely reject this EIS due to its failure to consider the alternative plan put forward by the City of Sydney. 
rr.. An on-line interactive map was published with the M4-M5 Concept Design that indicated a very wide yellow 'swoosh' that is 

upwards of a kilometre wide in some sections of the M4-M5 proposals. SMC have NEVER publicly published or acknowledged 

that the contractor to be appointed to build the tunnels will be 'encouraged' to do so within the yellow swoosh footprint, but 
may go outside the indicative swoosh area if found necessary after further geotech and survey work. The proposed Sydney 
Water Tunnels surveys (EIS 12-57) could potentially see a dramatic change in the tunnel alignments in the Newtown area. Why 
were these surveys not done during the past three years such that 'definitive' rather than 'indicative' alignments could be 

published. The EIS should be withdrawn till such time that it is a true and fair 'definitive' document open for genuine public 

comment. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

Name. 	 

Signature. 	 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration : I • 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Address. 	 
/c, Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 

Link 

  

Suburb: 
L 

Postcode 	 )7  

• The substation and water treatment plant should be 

moved to the north end of the site near the City 

West link. This will mean that the site is less 

visible to residents and most pedestrian access is 

at this end. There are no homes that will have 

direct line of site of the facility if it is moved. This 

will also enable direct pedestrian access to the light 

rail without the need to use the winding path at 

the rear of the site which creates safety issues 

and adds to the time required to access the light 

rail stop. 

local roads. 

• All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as 

NCA 13 ( James Street to falls Street) should have 

a blanket prohibition on any truck movements and 

worker contractor parking. These hoems are already 

The site should be returned to the community as 

compensation for the impositidn of this construction 

site in our neighbourhood for a 5 year period. If 

the substation and water treatment plant is moved 

to the north of the site, then the lower half of the 

site ( which is the most accessible end) could be 

converted into open space with mature trees 

planted. As this site is immediately adjacent_ to the 

bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that 

support active transport could be included. This 

would result increase the green space for residents 

. and result in a pleasant green environment for 

pedestrians, rather than a fenced facility. 

▪ The EIS currently permits trucks to access local 

roads in 'exceptional circumstances', which includes 

queuing at the site. Given the constraints of the site 

(and based on experience with cars accessing the 

site for Dan Murphy's ) , queuing will be the 

norm and not' the exception. The EIS needs 

to be amended to rule our queuing as an 

exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 	 Submission to: 
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

Name. 	 

Signature. 	Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your webs ite 
	

Application Number: SSI 7485 
Declaration : 

Address. h.v4f - Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

Suburb: 	hkgz--ia 1-; t: 	 Postcode 
	I-- 

Planning Services, • 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

▪ We object to the location of a permanent substation 
and water treatment plant following the completion of 
the project on the Darley Road site. This will limit the 
future uses of the land and the community has been 
continually assured that the land, which is 
Government-owned, would be available for 
community purposes. The presence of this facility will 
forever prevent the ability for safe and direct 
pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users 
required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will 
also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent 
facility is to be located then it should be moved to the 
north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and 
has less visual impact on residents. 

▪ Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt 
area as low as 35 metres. This creates and 
unacceptable risk of damage to homes due to 
settlement (ground Movement). The EIS 
acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less 
this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for 
this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be 
repaired at the Government's expense. However no 
details or assurance as to how this will occur are 
provided. The project should not be approved with 
such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as 
to the extent of damage and how and when it will be 
repaired. It will lead to the situation where residents 
and businesses are forced to engage structural 
engineers and lawyers to prove that the damage was 
linked to Westconnex works, with no assurance that 
this property damage will be promptly and 
satisfactorily fixed. 

- The EIS states that, if the current proposal for 
ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve  

satisfactory environmental and health impacts, that 
further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is 
unacceptable and the EIS does not provide the 
alternative locations for any such facilities and 
therefore the community is deprived of any 
opportunity to comment on their impacts. The EIS 
should not be approved on the basis that there may be 
additional ventilation facilities that are not disclosed 
in the EIS. 

▪ Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and 
Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley 
Road.There are also a number of childcare centres 
very close to the Darley Road site. 

▪ The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle 
movements a day at this site will create an 
unacceptable risk to students. The EIS should not 
permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site. 

'The alternative proposal which provides that all spoil 
trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the 
only proposal that should be considered. 

• All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as 
NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a 
strict prohibition on any truck movements and worker 
contractor parking. These homes are already suffering 
the worst construction impacts of the work on the site 
and should be spared the further imposition of lack of 
parking and additional noise impacts. The EIS needs 
to prohibit outright truck movements (including 
parking) and worker parking on all of these streets. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

Name. 	s,C1  

Signature 	- 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration : I 

çc 	A( "i J 71) d  

i/ 	fin tlef  it ID 	 )-• Suburb: 	 Postcode 

Address' 

Submission to: 

Planning Services, 	. 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO. Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 .  

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

• The project directly affected five listed heritage 
items, including demolition of the stormwater canal 
at Rozelle. Twenty-one other statutory heritage 
items of State or local heritage significant would be 
subject to indirect impacts through vibration, 
settlement and \/isual setting. And directly affected 
nine individual buildings as assessed as being 
potential local heritage items. It is unacceptablethat 
heritage items are removed or potentially damaged 
and the approval should prohibit such 
destruction.(Executive Summary xviii) 

The EIS states that 'Impacts associated with 
property acquisition would be managed through a 
property acquisition support service.' There is no 
reference as to how this support service will be 
more effective than that currently offered. There 
were many upset residents and businesses who did 
not believe they were treated in a respectful and fair 
manner in earlier stages. The EIS needs to include 
details as to lessons learned from earlier projects 
and how this will be improved for the M4-M5 
impacted residents and businesses. (Executive 
Summary xviii) 

• The EIS states that investigation would be 
undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road 
bridge is a potential roost site for microbats. There 
will be attempts to 'manage potential impacts' if 
confirmed. This is inadequate. The project should 
not be permitted to impact on vulnerable species. 

• The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will 
• occur during construction. However it does not 

propose to address these negative impacts in the 
design of the project. This is unacceptable and the 
EIS needs to propose walls„ plant and perimeter 
treatments and  

other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the 
impact on visual amenity. (Executive Summary 
xviii) 

▪ The EIS does not provide any opportunity to 
comment on the urban design and landscape 
component of the project. It states that 'a detailed 
review and finalisation of the architectural treatment 
of the project operational infrastructure would be 
undertaken 'during detailed design'. The 
Community should be given an opportunity to 
comment upon and influence the design and we 
object to the approval of the EIS on the basis that 
this detail is not provided, nor is the community (or 
other stakeholders) given an opportunity to 
comment or influence the final design. 

▪ The construction and operation of the project will 
result in 51 property acquisitions. We object to the 
project in its entirety because of this impact. We 
note that a number of long-standing businesses have 
been acquired and that many families and businesses 
in earlier stages have been forced to go to court to 
seek fair compensation. We object to the acquisition 
in particular of the Dan Murphys site. The business 
was substantially renovated and a new business 
opened with full knowledge of the likely 
acquisition. We object to it being acquired and 
compensated in this circumstances and call on the 
Government to investigate the circumstances which 
led to this occurring (Executive Summary xvii) 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 

003815-M00002



I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS • 	Submission to: 
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

Name. 	 

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 	 . Application Number: SSI 7485 
Declaration : I 	• 

Address.  /c t/v 	ivi‘ )  
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

Signature. 	 

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

Suburb: 	/7/417/ " 	1-4  

▪ The EIS states that an alternative truck movement 
is proposed which involves use of the City West 
Link and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley 
Road. This proposal is supported, subject to further 
information about potential impacts being 
provided. The EIS should not be approved on its 
current basis which provides for 170 heavy and 
light vehicles accessing Darley Road on a daily 
basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues 
and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also 
compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the 
light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos 
on this critical arterial road providing access to and 
across the City west Link. The current proposal 
which provides for truck movements solely on 
Darley Road should not be approved and approval 
should only be given to the alternative proposal. I 
repeat however my objection to the selection ofthis 
site altogether, but propose the least worst impact 
should be chosen if this site is to be used. 

- The EIS indicates that 36 homes will have 
unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at 
the Darley road construction site. The EIS does not 
mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in 
the Leichhardt or St Peters area, and therefore does 
not reflect the true impact of construction noise on 
the amenity of nearby residents and businesses. 
The noise impacts of construction are not able to be 
mitigated to an acceptable level and the EIS should 
not be approved on this basis. 

▪ We object to the selection of the Darley Road site on 
the basis that it provides for daily movements of 
170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road., 
This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of 
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light 
rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the 

Postcode  9- 4J.- —  

bicycle route on Darley Road and entering Canal 
road ti join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. 
Many school children cross at this point to walk to 
Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. 
The EIS states that an alternative truck movement 
is proposed which involves use of the City West 
Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The 
selection of Darley Road should not be approved if 
it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, 
which is what it currently provides. 

▪ No workers associated with the WestConnex 
project should be permitted to park on local streets. 
Parking is at a premium in this area and many 
residents to not have off-street parking. The 
removal of 20 car spaces for five years as is 
proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation 
as will the removal of 'kiss and ride facilities' at the 
light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 
units on William Street which is not taken into - 
account in the EIS. This will place further stress on 
parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any 
worker parking on local streets. 

Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC 
that the Darley Road site would be operational for 
three years. The EIS states that it will be 
operational for 5 years. This creates an 
unacceptable impact for residents. The works on 
the site should be restricted to a three-year 
program as was promised. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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Suburb: )7 
Address. 	 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

Name. 	  

Signature. 	 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration : I 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

• Postcode. 

• The EIS states that construction noise levels 
would exceed the relevant goals without 
additional mitigation. The additional mitigation 
is mentioned but not proposed. All possible 
mitigation should be included as a condition of 
approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial 
above ground invasive works will be required to 
demolish the Dan Murphys building and 
establish the road. The EIS noise projections 
indicate that for 10 weeks residents will suffer 
unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS doe not 
contain a plan to manage or mitigate this terrible 
impact. There is no detail as to which homes will 
be offered (if at all) temporary relocation; there 
are no details of any noise walls or what 
treatments will be provided to individual homes 
that are badly affected. The approval needs to 
contain detail as to how this unacceptable 
impact will be managed and minimised during 
the construction period and, in particular, during 
site establishment. I object to the selection of the 
Darley Road site on the basis that the works 
required (demolition and surface works) will 
create unacceptable and unbearable noise and 
vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS 
indicates that at least 36 homes will basically be 
unliveable during this period. In addition, the 
planned I 70 heavy and light vehicles will 
considerably worsen the impact of construction 
noise. 

I object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil 
and tunnel site because of the unacceptable risk 
it will create to the safety of our community. 
Darley Road is a known accident and traffic 
blackspot and the movements of hundreds of 
trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of 
accidents. On Transportfor NSW's own figures, 
the intersection atthe City West Link and James 

Street is the third most dangerous in the inner 
west. 

The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in 
exceptional circumstances which includes 
queuing at the site. Given the constraints of the 
Darley Road site queuing will be the usual 
situation. The EIS needs to be amended to 
remove queuing as an exceptional circumstance. 
The truck movements should properly managed 
by the contractor so that there is no queuing. 
This exception will make it easier for contractors 
to neglect their obligation to monitor and 
manage truck movements in and out of the site 
and needs to be removed. The EIS needs to 
specifically mention all local streets abutting 
Darley. Road and expressly prohibited truck 
movements (including parking) on these streets. 
This should include all streets from the north 
(James St) to the south (Falls Road), which are 
near the project footprint. 

Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by 
SMC that the Darley Road site would be 
operational for three years. The EIS states that it 
will be operational for 5 years. This creates an 
unacceptable impact for residents. The works on 
the site should be restricted to a three-year 
program as Was promised. 

The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft 
noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the 
noise levels identified are misleading. I object to 
the selection of the Darley Road site because of 
the unacceptable noise impacts it will have on 
surrounding homes and businesses. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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Attention Director 
Application Number: SS/ 7485 Application Signature: 

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website. 
I HAVE NOT made repartabIpJiticaI donations in the last 2 years. 

Address: 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Suburb: 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons: 

1. The EIS states that an alternative truck movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no 
need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road. This proposal is supported, subject to further information about 
potential impacts being provided. The EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170 
heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and 
noise impacts for adjacent homes while also cOmpromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and 
bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this critical arterial road providing access to and across the City west 
Link. The current proposal which provides for truck movements solely on Darley Road should not be approved 
and approval should only be given to the alternative proposal. I repeat however my objection to the selection 
of this site altogether, but propose the least worst impact should be chosen if this site is to be used. 

2. The EIS indicates that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at the Darley road 
construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the Leichhardt or St 
Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of nearby 
residents and businesses. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level 
and the EIS should not be approved on this basis. 

3. We object to the selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that it provides for daily movements of 170 
heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of pedestrians 
accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on Darley 
Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at 
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck 
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The 
selection of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, which is 
what it currently provides. 

4. No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking is at 
a premium in this area and many residents to not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five 
years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of 'kiss and ride facilities' at 
the light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account 
in the EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on 
local streets. 

5. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three 
years. The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for 
residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I ,would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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Submission to: Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Attention: Director - Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 
Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 

Signature: 	• 
Please include / delete (cross out or circle)  my personal information when 
publishing this submission to your website Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any 
reportable political donations in the last 2 years.  

Address: g_q_ 	p 	6-€ 

Suburb: C- Ptik P 	Loco 	Postcode 

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application 

1. I completely reject the notion that unfiltered pollution stacks should be built anywhere in Sydney, let alone three or four in a single area. I am 
particularly concerned that schools would be near such unfiltered stacks. The government needs to urgently review its policy of support for 
unfiltered stacks. 

2. The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in an area where 
the prevailing south and north-westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields. The St Peters Primary School in 
particular will be at the apex of a triangle between the two exhaust stacks on the south—western and north-western corners of the interchange. 
This is utterly unacceptable. 

3. I am deeply disappointed that the EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a wish list not based on. 
actual effects. Everything is indicative, 'would' not 	telling me nothing is actually 'known' for certain. This is a dangerous and reckless 
attempt to get approval for a project that is yet to be properly designed. 

4. The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-MS link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same area - in the Tempe, 
Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown hazard to the soundness of the buildings above, and given that 
two different tunnelling operations will take place quite close, the people in those buildings will struggle to get repairs and compensation for 
loss because either contractor will no doubt blame the other. The increasing numbers of vehicles will also increase the vehicle pollution (known 
to have adverse effects on breathing and also to be carcinogenic) in this area. 

5. There have been widespread reports in the media about extensive unresolved disputes regarding damages to houses in the Stage 1 M4 and 
Stage 2 M5 construction process. Why should the community believe that there will not be extensivedamages to houses in Stage 3 ? 

6. Because this is still based on a "concept design" it is unknown how the communities affected will not know what is being done below their 
residences, schools, business premises and public spaces, particularly if the whole project is sold into a private corporation's ownership before 
the actual designs and construction plans are determined. The EIS makes references to these designs and plans being reviewed but there is NO 
information as to what agency will be responsible for such reviews or whether the outcomes of such reviews will be made public. The 
communities below whose homes, business premises, public buildings and public spaces this massive project will be excavated and built will be 
completely in the dark about what is being done, what standards it is supposed to comply with, what inspection or scrutiny it will subject to, 
and whether the private corporations undertaking the work will be held to any liability by our government. 

7. It is quite clear that the escalating cost of tolls will encourage drivers to avoid tollways. This will further pollute and congest local roads. Such 
impact already evident on Parramatta Rd usage after the new M4 tolls were introduced. The community expects similar impacts on roads 
around the St Peters interchange, including the Princes Highway, King St, Enmore and Edgeware Roads and though streets of Alexandria and 
Erskineville. The EIS Traffic analysis fails to deal with this issue of traffic beyond the boundaries of the project and should be rejected. 

8. It all very difficult for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The Newtown Library only has 
one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. This restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair community 
engagement. 

9. I am concerned that SMC has selected one of Sydney's most dangerous traffic spots, Darley Rd in Leichhardt for a construction site that will 
bring hundreds of extra trucks and cars into the area on a daily basis for years. 

10. The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in an area where 
the prevailing south and north-westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields. The St Peters Primary School in 
particular will be at the apex of a triangle between the two exhaust stacks on the south—western and north-western corners of the interchange. 
This is utterly unacceptable. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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Submission to: 
Planning Services 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW 2001 

Attention: Director - Transport 
Assessments 

Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

, Name:  

Signature:  
Please include/delete (cross ut or circle) my personal 
information when publishing this 
Declaration: I HAVE NOT made 

submission to your website. 
any reportable political 

donations in the late 2 years. 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application  
Address: tit_ 	(9,,s--0 
Suburb: bakdst 

-r— 

Postcode:  
I am registering my strong objections to Stage 3 of Westconnex, the M4-M5 link for the following reasons: 

1.SMC have made it extremely difficult for the community to access hard copies of the EIS. The local Glebe 
library only has one copy and this is the situation at other local libraries. There are very limited hours of access 
to these locations outside normal working hours. Access to the EIS is very difficult without access to a personal 
computer. This totally restricts open community engagement 

2.The EIS gives no information about changes to traffic increases entering the Sydney CBD caused by the 
Westconnex. Duncan Gay when asked about this, in connection to huge increases of traffic predicted to enter 
the city from Westconnex at St Peters, would only say that traffic would disperse! So thousands of extra 
vehicles would magically disperse - where? There is no plan for this. RMS has only just started work to 
identify which roads will need to be upgraded to deal with these vast numbers of extra vehicles entering the 
city. So it is impossible to form an understanding of the true Environmental impacts of this project - which is 
the very purpose of an EIS. 

3.The Westconnex has been described as an integrated transport network solution. This is totally untrue as the 
role and integration with public transport and freight rail has not been assessed. The Government recently 
committed to a Metro West so this throws into question the need for Westconnex. This is especially so as the 
Westconnex business case outlines a Shift from public transport to toll roads as a benefit This needs to be 
justified economically. The EIS does not do this. 

4. At the Rozelle Rail Yards site there will be 2 entry/exits for Heavy vehicles off the City West Link. Extra 
traffic controls are to be set up with extra sequences of traffic light controls to enable spoil trucks to access and 
exit this site. It is stated there will be 517 Heavy Truck movements as day of which 46 will be in Peak hours, 
plus 10 truck movements from the Crescent site. Maps showing the truck movements show that all these 
trucks will use the City West link. Similar maps for Darley Rd dive site also show trucks from there using the 
City West Link. At a consultation with a Westconnex staff member it was stated that trucks removing spoil 
from Camperdown dive site would be stationed and called up from James Craig Rd, so there will also be a 
constant movement of trucks from this location onto the City West Link. The EIS states the cumulative effect of 
truck movements from all sites onto the City West Link will be 700 one way Heavy truck movements a day and 
of that 208 will be in Peak hours. This will cause total gridlock. The EIS says other routes maybe considered; 
there are no details of these. This is unacceptable as it would allow a privately owned SMC to make whatever 
decisions they saw fit when and if the EIS is approved with no input from the community allowed. 

5.The removal of Buruwan Park for road widening and the realignment of the Crescent is a particular loss of 
badly needed parkland. This park was established as a nature corridor and a buffer to shield the local residents 
from City West Link, there are mature trees on this site, it was not intended as a children's recreational area 
with play equipment, the description in the EIS is inaccurate. Buruwan Park also has a main cycle route 
running through it The alternative route being suggested is poor and takes no account of encouraging cycling 
as a mode of transport The alternative routes are based on distance only and take no account of time taken or 
topography. Had this been done then this would have changed the assessment for the removal of the existing 
cycle/walkway bridge over the City West link. There is also no mention of this bridge being replaced after 
construction of the Westconnex. This is not acceptable. 
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I submit my strongest objections to the M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS  
application # SSI 7485, and request the Minister to reject the application and require SMC / 
RMS to issue a true, not an 'indicative' and fundamentally flawed EIS  

Name. 	 

Signature. 	 

Please 16exclude (circle)  my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address. 	  Npre 

Suburb: 	 47'e.›Nt\N'40:‘.r.Ved 	Postcode 	 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport 
Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: 
WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Noise and disruption from construction: 

I object to the proposal for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site 
at Leichhardt because of the noise and disruption impact it will have on 
residents during periods of extended construction. 

The proponent has a very poor track record of managing the impacts of Stages 1 
and 2 of this project. In addition the conditions of approval are so broad as to 
make enforcing compliance with Council or EPA regulations impossible. The 
protections for residents are ineffectual and the abuse of the Critical State 
Significant Infrastructure powers is continuous. 

The reality for residents living with the Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex is night 
after night of disruptjon and disturbance with no respite and no way of 
enforcing compliance. In addition, the policy for mitigation entitlements such 
as noise protection or respite accommodation is not transparent and is 
discretionary. Many residents especially the most vulnerable such as those in 
rental properties or in public housing are unwilling to complain about their 
situation. 

In St Peters in mid-September 2017 the Stage 2 Joint venture's contractors were 
digging up pipes all one weekend, resulting in two burst water mains. They 
worked through Saturday night until after lam on Sunday morning when they should 
have finished at 6pm on Saturday. Many of the residents were without water for 
much of the weekend. On Monday night at 8.30pm RMS turned up unannounced with 
concrete saws and jackhammers. On Tuesday night, RMS were supposed to stop at 
6pm but again the work until after midnight. A resident whose bedroom was right 
next door to the work, posted a video of the deafening concrete saws in use 
after midnight with the caption "It's impossible to live here at the moment". 

There are many Sydney Water pipes and Council stormwater drains in the site 
footprint. These are vulnerable to damage. A burst water main or broken pipe 
leading to water being cut off is inevitable. 

If the planned electrical works take place to establish a power supply to the 
Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt then disruption of 
power, NBN and telecoms is also inevitable. 

The proponent should be required to have a plan in place to keep residents' 
power on and to keep residents connected and should communicate this plan to 
residents. The plan might include portable wifi devices or compensation for 
disruption. There must be a disincentive to causing disruption. 

The proponent should be required to have a plan in place for a burst water main 
which includes immediately relocating residents and providing a secondary source 
of water. 

The proponent should be required to plan for a secondary source of water so that 
there is no disruption of supply. no have the Residents should be kept informed 
regularly about how work is going to impact them. 
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I submit my strongest objections to the M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS  
application # SSI 7485, and request the Minister to reject the application and require SMC / 
RMS to issue a true, not an 'indicative' and fundamentally flawed EIS  

Name- 

Signature 	- 

Please include/exclude (circle) my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

% 	.... (.Y\CieJ C e Address 	- 

Suburb:  
	rk_YvNivi:D`IN 	  Postcode 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport 
Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: 
WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Noise and disruption from construction: 

I object to the proposal for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at 
Leichhardt because of the noise and vibration impact it will have on residents 
during periods of extended construction. 

The proponent has a very poor track record of managing the impacts of Stages 1 
and 2 of this project. In addition the conditions of approval are so broad as to 
make enforcing compliance with Council or EPA regulations impossible. The 
protections for residents are ineffectual and the abuse of the Critical State 
Significant Infrastructure powers is continuous. 

The reality for residents living with the Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex is night 
after night of disruption and disturbance with no respite and no way of enforcing 
compliance. In addition, the policy for mitigation entitlements such as noise 
protection or respite accommodation is not transparent and is discretionary. 
Many residents especially the most vulnerable such as those in rental properties 
or in public housing are unwilling to complain about their situation. 

In St Peters in mid-September 2017 the Stage 2 Joint venture's contractors were 
digging up pipes all one weekend, resulting in two burst water mains. They 
worked through Saturday night until after lam on Sunday morning when they 
should have finished at 6pm on Saturday. Many of the residents were without 
water for much of the weekend. On Monday night at 8.30pm RMS turned up 
unannounced with concrete saws and jackhammers. On Tuesday night, RMS 
were supposed to stop at 6pm but again the work until after midnight. A resident 
whose bedroom was right next door to the work, posted a video of the deafening 
concrete saws in use after midnight with the caption "It's impossible to live here 
at the moment". 

The Department of Planning and Environment should require the proponent to 
adopt the approach taken by the Crossrail project in the UK which is to publish 
the noise mitigation policy before the project begins and to identify who will be 
entitled to mitigation. 
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I submit my strongest objections to the M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS  
application # SSI 7485, and request the Minister to reject the application and require SMC / 
RMS to issue a true, not an 'indicative' and fundamentally flawed EIS  

Name 	P\ 	Q"-Nftr-Vi  . 

Signature 	 

Please  cludaxclude (circle) my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website bidaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport 
Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Address-  	• 	.... MC:CA-€ 	
Application Name: 

Suburb:  	(1-.61.1')acl.7&,/.\ E. 	Postcode 	 CDLI„;71 WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Noise and disruption from construction: 

I object to the proposal for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because 
of the noise and disruption impact it will have on residents during periods of extended construction. 

The proponent has a very poor track record of managing the impacts of Stages i and 2 of this project. 
In addition the conditions of approval are so broad as to make enforcing compliance with Council or 
EPA regulations impossible. The protections for residents are ineffectual and the abuse of the Critical 
State Significant Infrastructure powers is continuous. 

The reality for residents living with the Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex is night after night of disruption 
and disturbance with no respite and no way of enforcing compliance. In addition, the policy for 
mitigation entitlements such as noise protection or respite accommodation is not transparent and is 
discretionary. Many residents especially the most vulnerable such as those in rental properties or in 
public housing are unwilling to complain about their situation. 

In St Peters in mid-September 2017 the Stage 2 Joint venture's contractors were digging up pipes all 
one weekend, resulting in two burst water mains. They worked through Saturday night until after lam 
on Sunday morning when they should have finished at 6pm on Saturday. Many of the residents were 
without water for much of the weekend. On Monday night at 8.30pm RMS turned up unannounced 
with concrete saws and jackhammers. On Tuesday night, RMS were supposed to stop at 6pm but again 
the work until after midnight. A resident whose bedroom was right next door to the work, posted a 
video of the deafening concrete saws in use after midnight with the caption "It's impossible to live here 
at the moment". 

Many local residents are unaware of the construction impacts and that there will be months of 
construction work which will have to take place out of hours. The EIS does not specify which works to 
establish the site will take place during standard construction hours. 

The Department of Planning and Environment should oppose the approval of the Darley Road Civil 
and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because alternatives are available which will have less 
impact on residents or which will impact fewer residents during the construction phase. These 
alternatives should be assessed. If not suitable then the proponent must do without a dive site. It is 
not acceptable to treat communities like this. The mistakes of Stages i and 2 should not be repeated. 
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Address 	 

Suburb: 

Tunnel vertical alignments: 

I submit my strongest objections to the M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS  
application # SSI 7485, and request the Minister to reject the application and require SMC / 
RMS to issue a true, not an 'indicative' and fundamentally flawed EIS  

Name- 	 Q--"PSLJ* 

Signature' 	 

Pleas include clude (circle) my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

	 Postcode 	 qs.).177.1 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport 
Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: 
WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

In 5.3.6 of Chapter 5 the EIS states that 'the tunnels would generally have grades of less than four 
per cent. However, isolated locations connecting to the surface road network may require short 
lengths of steeper grades of up to eight per cent. These grades would generally match with existing 
conditions on local surface roads or are required to ensure appropriate ground conditions with no 
direct property impacts.' 

In 2014 the RMS Advisory Committee on Tunnel Air Quality published a technical paper (TP09) 
'Evolution of road tunnels in Sydney'. The paper highlights the key lessons learnt from over 20 years 
of experience in assessing and operating long road tunnels as it relates to the assessment, design 
and operation of ventilation systems to manage air quality in and around tunnels. 

A key lesson learnt identified in the paper is the need to minimise the gradient of the tunnel. 

'The M5 East has a gradient of eight per cent at the exit of the westbound tunnel. The increase in 
gradient resulted from a late design change to facilitate the placement of tunnel spoil between Bexley 
Road and King Georges Road. This was to substantially reduce the number of truck movements on 
local roads during construction. 

The unintended consequence of this change was that vehicles exiting the west bound tunnel are 
under significant load with multiple consequences for air emissions. Firstly vehicle emissions per 
distance travelled significantly increase with increase in grade. This is especially the case for ladened 
heavy vehicles (eg trucks returning from the port). Secondly the steep grade slows down heavy 
vehicles which contribute to congestion throughout the west bound tunnel further adding to vehicle 
emissions as compared to free flowing traffic. Consequently the Cross City and Lane Cove tunnels 
were designed to minimise gradients.' 

As a result of this analysis the RMS concludes that a key design requirement for new road tunnel 
projects is to minimise grades. 

It is therefore astonishing that the proponent is now planning to ignore this advice and repeat the 
mistakes of the M5 and incorporate tunnels with inclines of up to eight per cent. 
These steep tunnels will have multiple direct impacts on air emissions. 

• vehicle emissions per distance travelled significantly increase with increase in grade. This is 
especially the case for ladened heavy vehicles which the tunnel is intended to take off local roads 
and which are intended to be users of the tunnel 

• the steep grade slows down heavy vehicles which will contribute to congestion further adding to 
vehicle emissions as compared to free flowing traffic. 

In conclusion the proponent should be required to redesign the tunnels so that no gradient exceeds 
4%. 



I submit my strongest objections to the M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS  
application # SSI 7485, and request the Minister to reject the application and require SMC / 
RMS to issuç a true, not an 'indicative' and fundamentally flawed EIS  

Name: ..... 

Signature 	- 
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Address- 	 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport 
Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: 
WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Suburb: 	 Postcode.  

Impact of MOCi on local area: 

I oppose the plan for a water treatment plant and an electrical substation to remain on the site of 7 
Darley Rd Leichhardt after tunnel construction is complete. 
This Motorway Operations Centre 1 (MOCi) is a completely inappropriate use of a site in a residential area 
with particular characteristics. 

The character of Leichhardt is heavily influenced by the street pattern (predominantly north/south 
extending from Parramatta Road) and built form. The wide carriageways and regular street pattern 
combined with the topography and a predominance of single storey detached housing gives Leichhardt a 
more open character than that of Glebe or Annandale. 

The suburb is made up of several distinctive residential neighbourhoods including Excelsior Estate, 
Helsarmel, Piperston and West Leichhardt. 

The subject site is within the Helsarmel Distinctive Neighbourhood that is located on the northwest slope 
of the Leichhardt/Balmain ridge. The Helsarmel Distinctive Neighbourhood is predominated by low scale 
detached and semi-detached cottages that demonstrated a variety of architectural styles and building 
materials. Many of these dwellings are Federation or post-war styles, with scattered examples of 
Californian bungalows and workers cottages. 

The desired future character as set out by Council is to maintain the character of the neighbourhood by 
keeping development complementary in architectural style, form and materials and preserve the low scale 
cottage character. The suburb profile allows for contemporary development that is complementary to the 
streetscape. 

The MOCi proposal for a tunnel water treatment plant and an electrical substation is inconsistent with the 
character of the neighbourhood. This is a residential neighbourhood and what is proposed will 
permanently degrade our neighbourhood. MOCi will be a prominent and unwelcome eyesore. 

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site Leichhardt and the 
proposed Motorway Operations Centre 1. 

The proponent should identify alternatives locations for water treatment and a substation including at the 
alternative dive site locations. 

The proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why these alternatives have not been included 
in the EIS. 
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I submit my strongest objections to the M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS  
application # SSI 7485, and request the Minister to reject the application and require SMC /  
RMS to issue a true, not an 'indicative and fundamentally flawed EIS  

Name- 	 *24C, Q-Nc"-t-ac--Sin, 
Signature 	- 

Please  clucleclude (circle) my personal information when publishing this submission to your 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport 
Assessments 

website Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

%\u(  mocx-c.  
	Postcode.(1.CM.1 

Address 

Suburb: 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: 
WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Noise and disruption from construction: 

I object to the proposal for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of 
the noise and disruption impact it will have on residents during periods of extended construction. 

The proponent has a very poor track record of managing the impacts of Stages 1 and 2 of this project. In 
addition the conditions of approval are so broad as to make enforcing compliance with Council or EPA 
regulations impossible. The protections for residents are ineffectual and the abuse of the Critical State 

Significant Infrastructure powers is continuous. 

The reality for residents living with the Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex is night after night of disruption 
and disturbance with no respite and no way of enforcing compliance. In addition, the policy for 
mitigation entitlements such as noise protection or respite accommodation is not transparent and is 
discretionary. Many residents especially the most vulnerable such as those in rental properties or in 
public housing are unwilling to complain about their situation. 

In St Peters in mid-September 2017 the Stage 2 Joint venture's contractors were digging up pipes all one 
weekend, resulting in two burst water mains. They worked through Saturday night until after lam on 

Sunday morning when they should have finished at 6pm on Saturday. Many of the residents were 
without water for much of the weekend. On Monday night at 8.30pm RMS turned up unannounced with 

concrete saws and jackhammers. On Tuesday night, RMS were supposed to stop at 6pm but again the 
work until after midnight. A resident whose bedroom was right next door to the work, posted a video of 

the deafening concrete saws in use after midnight with the caption "It's impossible to live here at the 

moment". 

Many local residents are unaware of the construction impacts and that there will be months of 
construction work which will have to take place out of hours. The EIS does not specify which works to 
establish the site will take place during standard construction hours. 

The Department of Planning and Environment should ensure that the conditions of any approval are 
stringent and should require the proponent to pay a predetermined amount of ex gratia payment to 
residents for each night of disturbance. 

This should be sufficiently high to deter extended periods of out of hours work at the Darley Road Civil 

and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt. 
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I submit my strongest objections to the M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application # SSI 7485, and request the Minister to reject the application and require SMC /  
RMS to issue a true, not an 'indicative' and fundamentally flawed EIS  
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Signature- 	 
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Noise and disruption front construction: 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport 
Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: 
WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

I object to the proposal for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leich.hardt because of 
the noise and disruption impact it will have on residents during periods of extended construction. 

The proponent has a very poor track record of managing the impacts of Stages 1 and 2 of this project. In 
addition the conditions of approval. are so broad as to make enforcing compliance with Council or EPA 
regulations impossible. The protections for residents are ineffectual and the abuse of the Critical State 
Significant Infrastructure powers is continuous. 

The reality for residents living with the Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex is night after night of disruption and 
disturbance with no respite and no wag of enforcing compliance. In addition, the policy for mitigation 
entitlements such as noise protection or respite accommodation is not transparent and is discretionary. 
Mans residents especially the most vulnerable such as those in rental properties or in public housing are 
unwilling to complain about their situation. 

In St Peters in mid-September 2017 the Stage 2 Joint venture's contractors were digging up pipes all one 
weekend, resulting in two burst water mains. They worked through Saturday night until. after lam on 

Sunday morning when they should have finished at 6pm on Saturday. Many of the residents were without 
water for much of the weekend. On Monday night at 2.30pm RIMS turned up unannounced with concrete 
saws and jackhammers. On Tuesday night, RMS were supposed to stop at Gpm but again the work until 
after midnight. A resident whose bedroom was right next door to the work, posted a video of the deafening 
concrete saws in use after midnight with the caption "It's impossible to live here at the moment". 

Many local residents are unaware of the construction impacts and that there will be months of 
construction work which will have to take place out of hours. The EIS does not specify which works to 
establish the site will take place during standard construction hours. 

The Department of Planning and Environment should ensure that the conditions of any approval are 
stringent and prohibit out of hours work at the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at 
Leickhardt for more than 2 nights in a row and in any two week period. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	ICAII-lel fr•-64 	C.45)0eA__/ 
Organisation: 

Address: gc., preA.,,t lag0 r-e, I-lel. 	c.4— 	Suburb LtickL,J1- Post Code 2.401) 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

tD/ No 

-T-- Signed: 	iCo---t---,, 	C 	/ 	Date 	il-b0 
I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Lint proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set 
out below. 

Impact of MOC1 on local area 

I oppose the plan for a water treatment plant and an electrical substation to remain on the site of 7 
Darley Rd Leichhardt after tunnel construction is complete. 

This Motorway Operations Centre 1 (MOC1) is a completely inappropriate use of a site in a residential 
area with particular characteristics. 

The character of Leichhardt is heavily influenced by the street pattern (predominantly north/south 
extending from Parramatta Road) and built form. The wide carriageways and regular street pattern 
combined with the topography and a predominance of single storey detached housing gives Leichhardt a 
more open character than that of Glebe or Annandale. 

The suburb is made up of several distinctive residential neighbourhoods including Excelsior Estate, 
Helsarmel, Piperston and West Leichhardt. 

The subject site is within the Helsarmel Distinctive Neighbourhood that is located on the northwest slope 
of the Leichhardt/Balmain ridge. The Helsarmel Distinctive Neighbourhood is predominated by low scale 
detached and semi-detached cottages that demonstrated a variety of architectural styles and building 
materials. Many of these dwellings are Federation or post-war styles, with scattered examples of 
Californian bungalows and workers cottages. 

The desired future character as set out by Council is to maintain the character of the neighbourhood by 
keeping development complementary in architectural style, form and materials and preserve the low scale 
cottage character. The suburb profile allows for contemporary development that is complementary to the 
streetscape. 

The MOC1 proposal for a tunnel water treatment plant and an electrical substation is inconsistent with 
the Character of the neighbourhood. This is a residential neighbourhood and what is proposed will 
permanently degrade our neighbourhood. MOC1 will be a prominent and unwelcome eyesore. 

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site Leichhardt 
and the proposed Motorway Operations Centre 1. The proponent should identify alternatives 
locations for water treatment and a substation including at the alternative dive site locations. 
The proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why these alternatives have not 
been included in the EIS. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 
39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

, 
Name: 	 k-NOt 	CO 

-V17r.tAi  Address: 	Nil a,/ ( 	1,̀") 	 i.--% 	c4--- 	Suburb Le__.4 CA_Lareiti ,k-  Post Code2 

l

c, 

Signature: 	Ce:L...C.„...„,.. '- 

Please include my personal information 	en publishing this submission to your websi,te id, , No 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 	L. 	C__. 	.....---- 
I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 745 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Noise impacts 

• The proponent has identified that the most affected receivers are residential receivers which adjoin the Darley Road civil and 
tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on Darley Road between Norton Street and Falls Street. The most noise affected receivers are 
located between Charles Street and Norton Street due to their proximity to the construction site. 

The proponent has identified that the worst case construction scenario will occur during 
- 	Road adjustments works 
- 	spoil handling works within the acoustic shed during all works periods 

Highest construction noise impacts: 
Use of a rock breaker during the daytime period as part of the demolition works and 
Use of a road profiler during the night-time period as part of the road adjustment works 

I object to the EIS because the proponent provides that spoil handling works within the acoustic shed will take place for the 
duration of the construction phase which could be up to two to three years' duration, yet there is no clear plan for measures 
that will be taken to minimise noise impacts. 

• I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on the basis that there is no clear plan in the EIS for 
measures that will provide the maximum possible level of mitigation from noise impacts. I also object because there is no clear 
plan for remedies available to residents who are impacted. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent's assessment of who are Highly Noise Affected receivers in the area adjacent to the 
Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt is incorrect and wrongly minimises the actual number of Highly Noise 
Affected receivers. 

• Many residents in Charles St and Hubert St were highly affected by noise from works conducted during the renovation of 7 
Darley Rd in 2016. In Hubert St, residents at least as far as No 31 and No 32 Hubert St were affected. The affected properties 
are not correctly reflected in the EIS. 

I object to the EIS because it underestimates the number of residents that will be highly affected by noise. It does not take 
account of the impact of vehicle noise from fully laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep incline from Darley Rd to the City 
West Link. It does not take account of the noise impact of vehicles using air brakes down the same incline and braking to 
enter the site. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent incorrectly asserts construction traffic is unlikely to result in a noticeable increase in 
LAeq noise levels at receivers along the proposed construction traffic routes (Darley Road, Leichhardt and City West Link). 
This does not take account of the impact of vehicle noise from fully laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep incline from 
Darley Rd to the City West Link. It does not take account of the noise impact of vehicles using air brakes down the same 
incline and braking to enter the site. The impact of these will be substantial. 

Commercial trucks are very loud; a standard diesel engine produces approximately 100 decibels (dB) of noise. 

Engine braking noise can be disturbing both because it is loud and also as it has a distinctive characteristic modulation. Engine 
braking noise is caused by pulses of gases being emitted from the truck exhaust system, giving a 'machine gun' sound. 

I object to the Darley Rd site because of the level of noise that the trucks will cause. 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Noise impacts 

I object to the the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt because engine noise from the trucks approaching the 
intersection up the grade would be a constant source of annoyance to residents of Darley Road down to its intersection with 
Charles Street. 

The independent engineer engaged by the Inner West Council Jim Holt also came to this conclusion in his report to the Council. 
SMC have not recognised this impact in the EIS. They sent a response to the Council as follows: 

'Response: Noise from construction traffic using the public road network is assessed under the Roads and Maritime Noise Criteria 
Guideline (NCG), which documents Roads and Maritime's approach to implementing the Road Noise Policy (RNP). Under the 
NCG, an initial screening test is carried out to determine whether noise levels would increase by more than two decibels (dBA). 
This represents an increase in the number of vehicles of approximately 60 per cent due to construction traffic or a temporary 
reroute due to a road closure. Where increases are 2dBA or less, then further assessment is required as noise level changes would 
most likely not be perceptible to most people. Where noise levels increase by more than 2dBA (i.e. 2.1 dBA or greater) further 
assessment is required using criteria presented in the NCG. 

Darley Road is currently being used by heavy vehicles and light commercial vehicles (construction, delivery etc) that contribute to 
background noises. The predicted traffic noise increase (dBA) at the Darley Road site is around 0.5dBA.' 

You do not need to be an acoustic engineer to know that truck and dogs are very noisy and that local residents will be impacted 
greatly, especially those close to where trucks will be accelerating and decelerating. Darley Road, Leichhardt is not currently 
experiencing 14 truck and dog movements an hour during peak time stated in the EIS and an unknown (but presumably greater) 
number of truck movements within off peak construction hours. This is a truck movement every 3-4 minutes during peak. 
Assuming that they will increase truck movements during off peak residents can expect a truck every 2-3 minutes. We do not need 
a screening test or assessment to tell us that residents will be subjected to extreme levels of truck noise. 

SMC's response does not acknowledge this and does not refute Jim Holt's conclusion that residents will be impacted. SMC's 
response like the proponent's EIS fails to acknowledge the true impact of the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. 

The resident's of Darley Rd, Francis, Hubert and Charles St have little acoustic protection against the noise of truck engines, 
exhaust and brakes and non is contemplated in the EIS. 

I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt because the truck noise impacts for residents will be too great 
for the extended period of construction involved and the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt should be rejected on 
this basis. 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Noise impacts 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has not provided details of the noise mitigation measures proposed in relation to the 
Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. As a result it is not possible to assess the noise impacts of the Darley 
Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. It is unacceptable for the proponent to establish a major construction site in the 
middle of a residential area Without a clear plan for Mitigating noise impacts. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that: 

'Acoustic barriers and devices at the access tunnel entrances would be considered and implemented where reasonable and 
feasible to minimise potential noise impacts associated with out-of-hours works within the tunnels. In addition, temporary noise 
mitigation measures may include noise barriers and other temporary structures such as site buildings, which would be provided 
to minimise noise impacts on surrounding properties.' 

Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) will create a high level of noise impact for residents yet the proponent has not given 
details of the plan for mitigating this impact. The measures will be implemented only if 'reasonable and feasible' which is a 
subjective assessment as it does not states whether they will be assessed as reasonable from the standpoint of the proponent 
or the residents. What the proponent thinks is reasonable may not meet the residents expectation as to what is reasonable. 
The measures appear to be optional as the proponent only states that that 'may include noise barriers and other temporary 
structures such as site buildings'. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has not provided a clear plan for measures that will be taken to minimise noise 
impacts from work within and outside of standard construction hours at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. 

I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the fact that the demolition of 7 Darley Road, 
Leichhardt will remove a significant noise barrier to traffic noise from the City West Link. This will mean increased traffic noise 
impacts to the residents of Darley Rd, Francis St, Hubert St and Charles St. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the noise impact of fully laden spoil haulage trucks 
exiting the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt driving up the very steep blind turn at the intersection with the 
City West Link. The RMS should install noise measuring equipment and monitoring cameras at this location to measure noise 
from heavy vehicles and identify vehicles whose noise that exceeds the applicable Australian standard. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the noise impact of spoil haulage trucks using air 
brakes on the descent down Darley Rd off the City West Link. Heavy vehicle drivers should avoid using exhaust brakes, 
engine compression or 'jake' brakes near residential areas and noise-sensitive areas such as hospitals and schools, unless 
they are necessary for safety reasons. RMS should implement noise limits from engine compression brakes and should use 
roadside noise 'cameras' as an aid to enforcement at every location where WestConnex vehicles emiting engine compression 
brake noise might affect nearby communities. 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 foe 
reason(s) set out below. 

Cumulative impacts of aircraft noise and construction noise 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the cumulative impact of its 
proposed Darley Road, Leichhardt civil and tunnel site operations and the aircraft noise which the 
residents near the site already endure. 

The attached extract from Webtrak shows that Darley Road, Leichhardt and adjacent streets are directly 
under the flight path. 

Airservices Australia reports that in April to June 2017 the number of average daily noise events over 70 
dBA. In Leichhardt this is an average of 16- 17 per hour over the peak morning period and 16 per hour in . 
the early evening peak period. 

Hourly &interline of noise events above 70dI3A 

11111111-1111-11111 4.'4..'4.'4.'4.'4-T4r' 

If 

I object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd because this will mean an additional cumulative 
impact of spoil truck diesel engine, exhaust and potentially air brake noise every 4 minutes in peak hour 
based on number of truck movements per hour and in excess of every 4 minutes per hour in non peak 
permitted construction hours. 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 748 for the 
reason(s) set out below. 

Noise impacts 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent incorrectly asserts construction traffic is unlikely to result in a 
noticeable increase in LAeq noise levels at receivers along the proposed construction traffic routes 
(Darley Road, Leichhardt and City West Link). This does not take account of the impact of vehicle noise 
from fully laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep incline from Darley Rd to the City West Link. It does 
not take account of the noise impact of vehicles using air brakes down the same incline and braking to 
enter the site. The impact of these will be substantial. 

Commercial trucks are very loud; a standard diesel engine produces approximately 100 decibels (dB) of 
noise. 
Engine braking noise can be disturbing both because it is loud and also as it has a distinctive 
characteristic modulation. Engine braking noise is caused by pulses of gases being emitted from the truck 
exhaust system, giving a 'machine gun' sound. 

I object to the Darley Rd site because of the level of noise that the trucks will cause. 

Truck routes 

• I object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation 
to the Darley Rd site and instead allows for the final plan to be detailed in the CTAMP, Preferred 
Infrastructure Report or Ancillary Facilities Management Plan. 
Peter Jones, of SMC has on many occasions made representations to the community that his plan is to 
stage trucks from the port and eventually when possible to have them arrive and depart from the site 
underground when a tunnel is established between Leichhardt and the M4 East. He has also said that 
loading of spoil would take place underground at this time. He has recently told us of his plan to load 
trucks from a ramp off the city west link by means of a hopper conveyor which would pass over the Light 
Tail station delivering spoil into silos below which trucks would pull up to receive their load. The laden 
trucks would then travel west bound along the city west link. None of this plan is detailed in the EIS. 
I object to the fact that I am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. I object to the 
fact that I will have no right or opportunity to have input into the CTAMP, PIR or AFMP on matters which 
will have a devastating impact to me and to residents near 7 Darley Rd. 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 75 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Pedestrian and cyclist movements 

• I object to the EIS because it fails to describe the temporary changes to Darley Road, Leichhardt to enable access to and from 
the ancillary facility that would likely be required in relation to the Darley Rd site and instead allows for the final plan to be 
decided by the contractor. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that: 

'Temporary changes to Darley Road to enable access to and from the ancillary facility would likely be required. These may 
include changes to line marking to provide a temporary turning lane for construction traffic and temporary diversions to the 
pedestrian path on the northern side of Darley Road. These would be confirmed during detailed design following the 
appointment of a design and construction contractor and in consideration of the safety and function of the road network, 
maintaining access to the Leichhardt North light rail stop and providing for continued pedestrian and cyclist movement. ' 

It is not clear how continued access, pedestrian and cyclist movement will be preserved and I am concerned that the impacts 
have not been correctly identified and assessed by the proponent. 

I object to the fact that I am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. I object to the fact that I will have no 
right or opportunity to have input into detailed design following the appointment of a design and construction contractor. 

Light rail access 

• I object to the EIS because it does not guarantee that the existing access to the Leichhardt North light rail stop would be 
maintained at all times. Fig 6-4 indicates that only the eastern access will be maintained. This greatly disadvantages the 
elderly and disabled who have to walk up a steep hill to the eastern access. If the proponent cannot guarantee access to the 
Leichhardt North light rail stop from the existing entry points or from points that are accessible to all then the Darley Road, 
Leichhardt construction site should be abandoned. The proponent should be directed to find a site where its operations will not 
impact on users of the Light Rail. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 
39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Truck routes 

• I object to the EIS because it suggests that no local roads would be used by heavy vehicles during works yet at the same time 
acknowledges that spoil trucks may use local roads in exceptional circumstances which include when there is queuing to get 
into the site. Darley Rd is highly congested with traffic queues forming during much of the day which will lead to queues to 
enter the site. Queuing will not therefore be an exceptional circumstance and the result will be that spoil trucks are able to use 
local roads without being in breach, which will be often. This is unacceptable to residents of Francis, Hubert, William and 
Charles St and I object to the EIS on this basis. As queuing cannot be avoided on Darley Rd this clearly shows why this 
location is inappropriate. The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find a location directly on the City West Link 
where spoil trucks will never use local roads. Why should residents' lives be put at risk because the project must be delivered 
as soon as possible? 

• I object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation to the Darley Rd 
site, which SMC have on many occasions told the community they are contemplating as alternatives. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that 'It is anticipated that the majority of construction traffic would 
enter the site from the southern (westbound) carriageway of Darley Road, Leichhardt via new driveways. Heavy vehicles 
associated with spoil haulage would travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt. A 
temporary right turning lane at the intersection of City West Link and Darley Road, Leichhardt would be provided for use by 
construction vehicles. Heavy vehicles would exit the site by turning left onto Darley Road, Leichhardt before turning left onto 
City West Link. 

'Construction traffic may also access the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) via the westbound lanes of City West Link.' 

'Temporary traffic management measures would be established to enable access and egress arrangements. These would be 
detailed in a CTAMP, which would be prepared to manage construction traffic associated with the project.' 

I object to the proposal for vehicles associated with spoil haulage to travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into 
Darley Rd. This proposal is dangerous and the impacts and risks are too great. Darley Rd is acknowledged by RMS to be a 
sub-standard road in terms of its construction. The intersection from the city west link is a steep blind turn even for traffic 
coming across from James St. This is followed by immediate left hand turns into both Francis St and Hubert St. A number of 
properties on Darley Rd would be at risk of destruction from spoil haulage trucks in the event of a truck having to brake 
suddenly to avoid stationary vehicles. 

The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find a location directly on the City West Link where spoil trucks will 
never use local roads. Why should residents lives be put at risk because the project must be delivered as soon as possible? 

• I object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation to the Darley Rd site 
and instead allows for the final plan to be detailed in the CTAMP, Preferred Infrastructure Report or Ancillary Facilities 
Management Plan. 

Peter Jones of SMC has on many occasions made representations to the community that his plan is to stage trucks from the 
port and eventually when possible to have them arrive and depart from the site underground when a tunnel is established 
between Leichhardt and the M4 East. He has also said that loading of spoil would take place underground at this time. He 
has recently told us of his plan to load trucks from a ramp off the city west link by means of a hopper conveyor which would 
pass over the Light rail station delivering spoil into silos below which trucks would pull up to receive their load. The laden 
trucks would then travel west bound along the city west link. None of this plan is detailed in the EIS. 

I object to the fact that I am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. I object to the fact that I will have no 
right or opportunity to have input into the CTAMP, PIR or AFMP on matters which will have a devastating impact to me and to 
residents near 7 Darley Rd. 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for te reason(s) set out below. 

Cumulative impacts of aircraft emissions and spoil truck emissions 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the cumulative impact of emissions from spoil truck 
vehicles from it proposed Darley Road, Leichhardt civil and tunnel site operations and emissions from aircraft to which 
residents near the site are already exposed. 

The attached extract from Webtrak shows that Darley Road, Leichhardt and adjacent streets are directly under the flight path. 

Airplane exhaust, like car exhaust, contains a variety of air pollutants, including sulfur dioxide and nitrogen oxides. Many of 
these particles of pollution are tiny, about a hundred millionths of an inch wide, or smaller than the width of a human hair. So-
called particulate matter that's especially small is the main culprit in human health effects, especially since the particulates can 
become wedged deep in the lung and possibly enter the bloodstream, scientists say. 

Exposure to loud noise from living under a flight path over a long period of time may increase the risk of developing high blood 
pressure or having a stroke, a 2013 study by researches at the University of Athens suggests. 

Researchers examined data from 420 people living near busy Athens International Airport in Greece and found living with high 
noise levels from aircraft, especially at night, was associated with high blood pressure. 

Every additional 10 decibels of night-time aircraft noise appeared to result in a 69 per cent increased risk of high blood 
pressure, also known as hypertension. 

The researchers at the University of Athens found that around half the participants (just under 45 per pent) were exposed to 
more than 55 decibels of daytime aircraft noise, while around one in four (just over 27 per cent ) were exposed to more than 45 
decibels of night-time aircraft noise. 

Only around one in 10 (11 per cent) were exposed to significant road traffic noise of more than 55 decibels. 

Between 2004-6 and 2013, 71 people were newly diagnosed with high blood pressure and 44 were diagnosed with heart flutter 
(cardiac arrhythmia), while a further 18 had a heart attack, the researchers found. 

I object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd because in addition to the existing aircraft emissions and noise 
experienced by people living near the site, this will mean an additional cumulative impact of spoil truck diesel exhaust 
emissions and noise every 4 minutes in peak hour based on number of truck movements per hour and in excess of every 4 
minutes per hour in non peak permitted construction hours. This will give rise to increased health risks from noise and air 
pollution which research suggest will cause increased blood pressure and risk of stroke. 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 	5 for the 
reason(s) set out below. 

Non-compliance with SEARS 

• I object to the proposal because it does not comply with the SEARS requirements. The EIS must include, 
but not necessarily be limited to, a description of the project and all components and activities 
(including ancillary components and activities) required to construct and operate it, including the location 
and operational requirements of construction ancillary facilities and access. 

Peter Jones from Sydney Motorway Corporation has advised that he is in the process of finalising an 
agreement with Sydney Ports which will enable him to stage trucks from a location on Glebe Island via 
James Craig Rd. The EIS should not have been released before this plan was finalised. Peter Jones has 
advised that he is only required to describe the 'worst case scenario' in the EIS, which is trucks arriving ad 
hoc via the eastbound lanes of City West Link. The EIS should describe what the proponent actually 
plans to do as well as the worst case scenario so that the impacts of all options being considered can be 
assessed and commented on. 

It is not clear from the EIS how the alternative plan for the staged arrival of spoil trucks from Sydney Ports 
will be documented and how stakeholders will have an opportunity to assess its impacts. The EIS does 
not specifically state that this staged arrival plan will be documented in the CTAMP, the Ancillary Facilities 
Management Plan or the Preferred Infrastructure Report. 

I object to the EIS on the grounds that it does not comply with the SEARS. 

Truck routes 

• I object to the EIS because it suggests that no local roads would be used by heavy vehicles during works 
yet at the same time acknowledges that spoil trucks may use local roads in exceptional circumstances 
which include when there is queuing to get into the site. Darley Rd is highly congested with traffic queues 
forming during much of the day which will lead to queues to enter the site. Queuing will not therefore be 
an exceptional circumstance and the result will be that spoil trucks are able to use local roads without 
being in breach, which will be often. This is unacceptable to residents of Francis, Hubert, William and 
Charles St and I object to the EIS on this basis. As queuing cannot be avoided on Darley Rd this clearly 
shows why this location is inappropriate. The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find a 
location directly on the City West Link where spoil trucks will never use local roads. Why should residents' 
lives be put at risk because the project must be delivered as soon as possible? 

Noise impacts 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the noise impact of fully laden 
spoil haulage trucks exiting the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt driving up the very 
steep blind turn at the intersection with the City West Link. The RMS should install noise measuring 
equipment and monitoring cameras at this location to measure noise from heavy vehicles and identify 
vehicles whose noise that exceeds the applicable Australian standard. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: 	Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 745 for the 
reason(s) set out below. 

Non-compliance with SEARS 

• I object to the proposal because it does not comply with the SEARS requirements. The EIS must include, 
but not necessarily be limited to, a description of the project and all components and activities 
(including ancillary components and activities) required to construct and operate it, including the location 
and operational requirements of construction ancillary facilities and access. 

• The EIS has been released before the proponent is able to describe how it actually plans to carry out 
construction activities at Darley Road, Leichhardt, in particular the plan for staging the arrival of spoil 
trucks. 

Hours of operation 

• I object to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the proponent 
represents that spoil removal from this site would only occur within standard construction hours. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4): 

'Spoil handling associated with tunnelling supported by the Darley Road civil and tunnel site would occur 
24 hours a day, seven days a week. Spoil would be handled below ground wherever practicable to reduce 
the potential for amenity impacts in adjacent areas. Spoil handing at the surface outside standard day 
time construction hours would occur within an acoustic shed to manage potential amenity impacts. Spoil 
removal from this site would only occur within standard construction hours, between 7.00 am and 6.00 pm 
Monday to Friday, and between 8.00 am and 1.00 pm on Saturdays.' 

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to 
assess or explain the impacts of this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include 
construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other than spoil trucks), workers arriving for shifts and 
leaving after shifts. It is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain noise. The Jim Holt report 
stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear 
whether the proponent will mandate the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection 
rather than what is feasible. 

I object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its 
plan for a dive site as it is clear impacts are too great for the community. At the very least the site should 
be restricted to standard construction hours for all operations above ground and there should be no shifts 
commencing or ending outside of standard construction hours. The proponent should be directed to find a 
site where its operations will not impact on residents outside of standard construction hours. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: 	Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

, 
Name: VA fyt inex 	LotTpt/ 	 . 
Address: 2L, 	NIA--12..LgoKzubo- 	s-r- 	Suburb bel Citfr/N-07Post Code -2,--4..r2 

Signature: 	t—e-------; 

Please include my personal inform tion when publishing this submission to your websit 	/ No 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 	p 
I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 'LL(6for the 
reason(s) set out below. 

Construction vehicle safety impacts 

I object to the EIS because the proposal in relation to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at 
Leichhardt stated therein, that 'heavy vehicles associated with spoil haulage would travel eastbound 
on City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt' presents unacceptable safety and 
amenity impacts. 

The corner of Darley Rd (actually James St) and the City West Link is a pedestrian zone for: 

Pupils of Orange Grove Public School who live in Leichhardt 
Students of Sydney Secondary College, Leichhardt Campus who alight at Leichhardt North 
light rail stop 
Students of other schools along the light rail who board at Leichhardt North light rail stop 
Commuters who board at Leichhardt North light rail stop 
Residents walking to Leichhardt Park Acquatic Centre and adjacent sporting facilities 
Residents walking to the Orange Grove markets on Saturdays 

The proponents plan brings pedestrians•and school children in particular directly into the path of spoil 
haulage trucks at an intersection found to be the third most dangerous according to Transport for 
NSW figures. 

A further impact will be to discourage people from walking in this area leading to greater car use for 
local trips. 

I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on the above grounds: 

Noise impacts 
I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the fact that the demolition of 
7 Darley Road, Leichhardt will remove a significant noise barrier to traffic noise from the City West 
Link. This will mean increased traffic noise impacts to the residents of Darley Rd, Francis St, Hubert 
St and Charles St. 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 

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

Name:  
v i l 

Address: Ls 	fim.6,2  (1- ,,c(f __ 
Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: Lia cmv1 i, 	Postcode Q 0 sc 0  

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 
... 

.....Please INCLUDE my, personal information :::: 	i:,: 	:::: 	., 	. 	.. 	 : 	,:.. 	--vni.- 	....;:,.•••.;.x:i:i:i:::!:if 
Declaration- I HAVE-NOT made::any ireportable 

.. 

	

ti 	0"0 	s 	*j.ry 6 	1.-..W.6 $1t 	... 

	

,-..i:it 	:::::i.x.  political donations 	" the last 2 years :::. 	..,.., • 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, in particular as relates to the proposed Darely Road civil and construction 
site, for the following reasons: 

1. The project will worsen traffic near the Darley Road civil and tunnel site during and after construction — 
Leichhardt: The EIS states that after the M4-M5 opens, that traffic on Darley Road will increase by 4%. 
There is no benefit in the overall project for residents. During construction westbound traffic will 
increase on Darley Road by 37%. This increase in traffic for a period of up to five years will make it 
hazardous to cross the road and access the light rail and travel to Blackmore oval, the bay run, the dog 
park and the Leichhardt pool. In addition, it will drastically increase both local traffic and outer area 
traffic at peak commute times. We therefore object to the location of this site based on the 
unacceptable traffic impacts it will have on road users and on pedestrians. 

2. Impact on traffic once project opens — The EIS states that the road netwOrk will improve once the 
Western Harbour Tunnel and Beaches Link opens, which means that residents will have to endure 
worsened traffic conditions for up to 10 years before any real reprieve. While the traffic on the City 
West Link is forecast to decrease by up to 40 per cent once the project is completed, this is based on 
commuters choosing to use the tollways. There is limited evidence to support these traffic statistics and 
it is likely that many drivers (as is the case with the Cross City tunnel) will choose to use local roads to 
avoid the toll which will result in significant rat-running. I object to the approval of this EIS on the basis 
that it will not decrease traffic on local streets.and that there is no plan to manage rat running from toll 
dodgers. 

3. Constant out of hours work expected and permitted — Leichhardt: The EIS states that 'some surface 
works' would need to be carried out out-of-hours to minimise traffic disruptions or for safety or 
operational reasons'. Given that Darley Road is a known accident black spot and is highly congested, 
particularly at peak periods, it is likely that this will be used as a justification for frequent out-of-hours 
work. This will create an unacceptable noise impact on those living close to the Darley Road site. 
There are an estimated 36 homes that will suffer severe noise impacts and out of hours work will 
adversely affect their amenity of life. In addition, it is likely to lead to additional road closures and 
diversions, placing pressure on the local traffic network. No out-of-hours work should be permitted 
except in the case of a true emergency. The EIS as drafted effectively permits out of hours to be 
undertaken whenever this is convenient to the contractor which is not acceptable (Executive Summary 
xiv). 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My 
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not 
be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

Name Q,!/\%( \'  Zit) 	 

Signature 	 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your webs ite 
Declaration.: I 

Address:, \ 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

• Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

Suburb: Postcode.C24:7  

v The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft 
noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise 
levels identified are misleading. I object to the 
selection of the Darley Road site because of the 
unacceptable noise impacts it will have on 
surrounding homes and businesses. 

▪ The EIS should not be approved as it does not 
contain any certainty for residents as to what is 
proposed and does not provide a basis on which 
the project can be approved. The EIS states 'the 
detail of the design and construction approach is 
indicative only based on a concept design and is 
subject to detailed design and construction 
planning to be undertaken by the successful 
contractors.' Therefore this entire process is a 
sham as the extent to which concerns are taken 
into account is not known as the contractor can 
simply make further changes. As the contractor is 
not bound to take into account community 
impacts outside of the strict requirements and as 
the contractor will be trying to deliver the project 
as quickly and cheaply as possible, it is likely that 
the additional measure proposed with respect to 
construction noise mitigation for (example) will not 
be adopted. The EIS should not be approved on 
the basis that it does not provide a reliable basis 
on which to base the approval documents. It does 
not provide the community with a genuine 
opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in 
accordance with the legislative obligation of the 
Government to provide a consultation process 
because the designs are 'indicative' only and 
subject to change. Because of this the EIS is 
riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations 
and requirements of project delivery. The 
additional effect of this is that the community and 
other stakeholders such as the Council will be 
unable to undertake compliance activities as the  

conditions are simply too broad and lack any 
substantial detail. 

▪ There are Overlaps in the construction periods of 
the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will 
significantly worsen impacts for residents close to 
construction areas. No additional mitigation or any 
compensation is offered for residents for these 
periods.(Executive Summary xxvii). It is , 
unacceptable that residents should have these 
prolonged periods of exposure to more than one 
project. The EIS makes no attempt to measure or 
mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged 
periods of construction noise exposure. 

▪ The EIS states that there may be a 'small 
increase in pollutant concentrations' near surface 
roads.The EIS states that potential health impacts 
associated with changes in air quality (specifically 
nitrogen dioxide and particulates) within the local 
community have been assessed and are 
considered to be 'acceptable.' We disagree that 
the impacts on human health are acceptable and 
object to the project in its entirety because of 
these impacts. (Executive Summary xvi) 

▪ The EIS is misleading because it discusses the 
creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. 
It omits the fact that jobs have also been lost 
because of acquisition of businesses, many of 
which were long-standing and employed 
hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii) 

• No noise barriers have been proposed. This is 
unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers 
should be included in the EIS for consideration. 
(Executive Summary xvii) 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

Name: 	Ir‘  It\ 1' 

Please Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration : 

Address. 13 IALk\g-)1(  

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

Suburb: Louvw \vi  

V The EIS states that construction noise levels 

would exceed the relevant goals without 
additional mitigation. The additional mitigation 

is mentioned but not proposed. All possible 

mitigation should be included as a condition of 
approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial 

above ground invasive works will be required to 

demolish the Dan Murphys building and 
establish the road. The EIS noise projections 

indicate that for 10 weeks residents.  will suffer 

unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS doe not 
contain a plan to manage or mitigate this terrible 

impact. There is no detail as to which homes will 

be offered (if at all) temporary relocation; there 
are no details of any noise walls or what 

treatments will be provided to individual homes 

that are badly affected. The approval needs to 

contain detail as to how this unacceptable 
impact will be managed and minimised. during 

the construction period and, in particular, during 

site establishment. I object to the selection of the 
Darley Road site on the basis that the works 

required (demolition and surface works) will 
create unacceptable and unbearable noise and 

vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS 

indicates that at least 36 homes.will basically be 

unliveable during this period. In addition, the 

planned 170 heavy and light vehicles will 

considerably worsen the impact of construction 

noise. 

v I object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil 
and tunnel site because of the unacceptable risk 

it will create to the safety of our community. 

Darley Road is a known accident and traffic  

Postcode 	 e7P.K°  

blackspot and the movements of hundreds of 

trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of 
accidents. On Transport for NSW's own figures, 

the intersection at the City West Link and James 
Street is the third most dangerous in the inner 

west. 

V The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in 

exceptional circumstances which includes 

queuing at the site. Given the constraints of the 

Darley Road site queuing will be the usual' 
situation. The EIS needs to be amended to 

remove queuing as an exceptional circumstance. 
The truck movements, should properly managed 

by the contractor so that there is no queuing. 

This exception will make it easier for contractors 
to neglect their obligation to monitor and 

manage truck movements in and out of the site 

and needs to be removed. The EIS needs to 

specifically mention all local streets abutting 
Darley Road and expressly prohibited truck 

movements (including parking) on these streets. 

This should include all streets from the north 
(James St) to the south (Falls Road), which are 

near the project footprint. 

v Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by 

SMC that the Darley Road site would be 

operational for three years. The EIS states that it 

will be operational for 5 years. This creates an 

unacceptable impact for residents. The works on 
the site should be restricted to a three-year 

program as was promised. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application 
# SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

Name.  \.)  

Signature: 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address- 	kA.10324  

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 
Application 

I 

Suburb.1.42— (  k kezt" f(  0 -2  0  postcode 
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

)=- 'The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed 
and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states 'the detail of the 
design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed 
design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.' Therefore this entire 
process. is a sham as the extent to which concerns are taken into account is not known as the contractor 
can simply make further changes. As the contractor is not bound to take into account community impacts 
outside of the strict requirements and as the contractor will be trying to deliver the project as quickly and 
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the additional measure proposed with respect to construction noise 
mitigation for (example) will not be adopted. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not 
provide a reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with 
a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the 
Government to provide a consultation process because the designs are 'indicative' only and subject to 
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of 
project delivery. The additional effect of this is that the community and otherstakeholders such as the 
Council will be unable to undertake compliance activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack 
any substantial detail. 

There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will 
significantly worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any 
compensation is offered for residents for these periods.(Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that 
residents should have these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no 
attempt to measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise 
exposure. 

The EIS states that there may be a 'small increase in pollutant concentrations' near surface roads.The EIS 
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and 
particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be 'acceptable.' We 
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because 
of these impacts. (Executive Summary xvi) 

The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits 
the fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-
standing and employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii) 

• No noise barriers have been proposed. This is unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be 
included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary xvii) 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: (2_0  ...... 

- Address: 	I,.. 	1-(iA10911" 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application Suburb: 1.—e_i C.A/Ih ex (45— 	Postcode Q0y_o 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 	 ' 

Please INCLUDE my personal information.whe blishing this submission to your website 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, including in particular the proposed Dailey Road civil and tunnel site, for the 
following reasons: 

1. Acoustic shed — Leichhardt: The EIS does not require the installation of an acoustic shed, stating instead 
that 'Acoustic barriers and devices at the access tunnel entrances would be considered and implemented 
where reasonable and feasible to minimise potential noise impacts associated with out-of-hours works 
within the tunnels.' (6-51) The EIS needs to mandate that these measures are in place. The acoustic 
shed that is mentioned offers the lower grade noise protection despite the fact that 36 'sensitive 
receivers' are identified in the EIS, who will have extreme noise disturbance through much of the 5-year 
construction period. In addition, the acoustic shed covers only the spoil and spoil handling area and not 
the tunnel entrances and exits. The highest level of noise protection, which is only suggested in the EIS, 
needs to be mandated in the EIS. In addition, the shed needs to cover both the entrance and exit to the 
site and not simply the spoil handling areas. The independent engineer's report (commissioned by the 
Inner West council) states that it is likely, because of the elevated position of the site, that an acoustic 
shed will not contain the noise to an acceptable level. In addition, a temporary access tunnel will be built 
from the north of the site and run directly under homes in James Street. These homes will be 
unacceptably impacted by the construction noise and truck movements without these additional npise 
mitigation measures. 

2. Current noise measures — Leichhardt: The EIS states that 'reasonable and feasible work practices and 
mitigation measures would be implemented to minimise potential noise impacts due to activities 
occurring at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site.' (EIS, 6-52) This is not good enough. The EIS does not 
contain any detail whatsoever of these proposal on which they can comment. In addition, there is no 
requirement that measures will in fact be introduced to address noise impacts. The approval conditions 
need to contain detail of specific noise mitigation measures that are mandated and can be enforced. 

3. Return of the site after construction — Leichhardt: The Darley Road site will not be returned to the 
community after the project, with a substantial portion permanently housing a Motorways Operations 
facility which involves a substation and water treatment plant. The effect of this is that the residents will 
not be able to directly access the North Light rail Station from Darley Road, but will continue to have to 
traverse Canal Road and use the narrow path from the side. The presence of this facility reduces the utility 
of this vital land which could be turned into a community facility. Over the past 12 months community 
representatives were repeatedly told that the land would be returned and this has not occurred. We also 
object in principle to the location of this type of infrastructure in a neighbourhood setting. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My 
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not 
be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Name:ie 	Ruu)--- 
Signatur 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
	

Submission to: 
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your webs ite 
Declaration : I 

Address:I 3  Id 0  

LeJck 	  020 y0 Suburb: 	 Postcode 

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

v The EIS should not be approved as it does not 
contain any certainty for residents as to what is 
proposed and does not provide a basis on 

• which the project can be approved. The EIS 
states 'the detail of the design and construction 
approach is indicative only based on a concept 
design and is subject to detailed design and 
construction planning to be undertaken by the 
successful contractors.' Therefore this entire 
process is a sham as the extent to which 
concerns are taken into account is not known 
as the contractor can simply make further 
changes. As the contractor is not bound to take 
into account community impacts outside of the 
strict requirements and as the contractor will be 
trying to deliver the project as quickly and 
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the 
additional measure proposed with respect to 
construction noise mitigationor 'example) will 
not be adopted. The EIS should not be 
approved on the basis that it does not provide a 

• reliable basis on which to base the approval 
documents. It does not provide the community 
with a genuine opportunity to provide 
meaningful feedback in accordance with the 
legislative obligation of the Government to 
provide a consultation process because the 
designs are 'indicative' only and subject to 
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with 
caveats and lacks clear obligations and 
requirements of project delivery. The additional 
effect of this is that the community and other 
stakeholders such as the Council will be unable 
to undertake compliance activities as the 
conditions are simply too broad and lack any 
substantial detail. 

v There are overlaps in the construction periods 
of the New M5 and .M4 of up to one year. This 
will significantly worsen impacts for residents 
close to construction areas. No additional 
mitigation or any compensation is offered for 
residents for these periods. (Executive 
Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that 
residents should have these prolonged periods 
of exposure to more than one project. The EIS 
makes no attempt to measure or mitigate the 
cumulative impact of these prolonged periods 
of construction noise exposure.' 

v The EIS states that there may be a 'small 
increase in pollutant concentrations' near 
surface roads.The EIS states that potential 
health impacts associated with changes in air 
quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and , 
particulates) within the local community have 
been assessed and are considered to be 
'acceptable.' We disagree that the impacts on 
human health are acceptable and object to the 
project in its entirety because of these impacts. 
(Executive Summary xvi) 

v The EIS is misleading because it discusses the 
creation of 14,350 direct jobs during 
'construction. It omits the fact that jobs have 
also been lost because of acquisition of 
businesses, many of which were long-standing 
and employed hundreds of workers. (Executive 
Summary xviii) 

v No noise barriers have been proposed. This is 
unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers 
should be included in the EIS for consideration. 
(Executive Summary xvii) 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and Must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: jzna; T1.0 
Address: 	4-6b2 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: 1_Q 	Postcode tQ51/4:)._,0 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link auuk/ - 
Please Please include  my personal information wlkp.idblishing this submission to your website 

Declaration : I HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this 
submission. 

2. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a reliable basis on which to base the 
approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful 
feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the Government to provide a consultation process 
because the designs are 'indicative' only and subject to change. Because of this the EIS has many caveats and 
depends upon further steps (such as traffic management plans), the detail of which is not provided. The 
community has no certainty that any of the impacts from construction will be managed to an acceptable level. 

3. There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will significantly 
worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any compensation is 
offered for residents for these periods (Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents should have 

• these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no attempt to measure or 
mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure. 

4. The EIS states that there may be a `small increase in pollutant concentrations' near surface roads. The EIS 
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and 
particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be 'acceptable.' We 
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because of 
these impacts. (Executive Summary xvi) 

5. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the 
fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and 
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii) 	• 

6. There are 36 homes identified as having severe noise impacts during construction in Leichhardt and Lilyfield. 
No noise barriers have been identified so residents are unable to comment as to whether this impact will be 
reduced. No proposal for alternative accommodation is provided. This is unacceptable and all of the proposed 
noise mitigation options should be detailed in the EIS so that residents have an opportunity to comment on 
what is proposed. (Executive Summary xvii) 

7. There is no plan to manage traffic on Darley Road proposed in the EIS. This critical arterial road is regularly • 
congested at peak periods. Reference in the EIS to developing a traffic management plan in the future is not 
acceptable. The detail of what is proposed needs to be contained in the EIS so that residents can assess whether 
the impact of 170 light and heavy vehicle movements a day in and out of the site can be acceptably managed. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: j  

Address: 
	 • 

Application Number: SSI 7485 
, 

Suburb 	04(4  fAr---Postcode 	CY- 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 

Please include my personal information Please when 	hing this submission to your website 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

I . I object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this submission. 

2. 1 object because of the unacceptable risk it will create to the safety of our community. Darley Road is a known 
accident and traffic blackspot and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of 
accidents. On Transport for NSW's own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the 

third most dangerous in the inner west. 

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the site. 
Given the constraints of the Darley Road site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS needs to be amended to 
remove queuing as an exceptional circumstance. The truck movements should properly managed by the contractor 
so that there is no queuing. This exception will make it easier for contractors to neglect their obligation to monitor 
and manage truck movements in and out of the site and needs to be removed. The EIS needs to specifically provide 
that all local streets abutting Darley Road and expressly prohibited truck movements (including parking) on these 
streets. This should include all streets from the north (James St) to the south (Falls Road), which are near the 

project footprint. 
4. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three years. 

The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works' 
on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised. 

5. The EIS states that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation. The 
additional mitigation is mentioned but not proposed or any detail provided. All possible mitigation should be 
included as a condition of approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial above ground invasive works Will be 
required to demolish the Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The EIS noise projections indicate that for 
I 0 weeks residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS does not contain a Plan to manage or mitigate 
this terrible impact. There is no detail as to which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary relocation; there are 
no details of any noise walls or what tr- eatments.will be provided to individual homes that are badly affected. The 
approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact will be managed and minimised during the 
construction period and, in particular, during site establishment. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site on 

. the basis that the works required (demolition and surface works) will create unacceptable and unbearable noise and 
vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates that at least 36 homes will basically be unlivable during this 
period. In addition, the planned 170 heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction 

noise. 
6. The EIS does not even mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels 

identified are misleading. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts 
it will have on surrounding homes and businesses. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys site on Darley Road for the creation of a civil and tunnel 

works site. 

2. The Darley Road site has many issues which make tunneling at this point an unacceptable risk, including that it is in 

a flood zone. This proposal will worsen the existing flooding risk. The mitigation suggested in the EIS is not 

adequate. 

3. The EIS states that property damageVoill-ece4due to ground movement may occur. The EIS states that 'settlement, 

induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment'. 

The proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable risk of ground movement. We object to the project in its 

entirety on this basis. The risk of ground movement is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 metres. However, 

some tunnelling is at less than 10 metres. 

4. The EIS states that 'a preferred noise mitigation option' would be determined during 'detailed design'. This 

approach deprives residents of any ability to comment on the detailed designs. (Executive Summary xvi) 

5. The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. Therefore, noise levels identified inthe 

ElSare misleading. The EIS states there will be at least 10 weeks of severe noise impacts during the time that Dan 

Murphys is demolished and the road prepared. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the 

unacceptable noise impacts it will have on surrounding homes and businesses, with at least 36 homes identified as 

suffering extreme noise interference for this initial 10-week period. 

6. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the DarleyRoad site which includes several mature trees. I object to 

the removal of these trees which create a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the trees 

are removed they must be replaced with mature trees as soon as the remediation of the site commences. 

7. There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be safe. The EIS simply states that 'the 

ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel and are predicted to have 

negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the impacts on air 

quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the impact.. 

8. The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road will prevent 

direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affectthe future uses of the site once the project is completed. 

The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the 

area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct 

line of sight to the facility. It should not be permitted to.  be located on this site. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys site on Darley Road for the creation of a civil and tunnel 
works site as it will create unacceptable noise impacts for the community and lead to traffic chaos, along with 
creating an increased risk of accidents to pedestrians and cycle users. 

2. The substation and water treatment plant proposed for Darley Road should be moved to the north end of the site 
near the City West link so that it is less visible to residents. There are no homes that will have direct line of site of the 
facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access to the light rail without the need to use the 
winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and adds to the time required to access the light ril  

st°1°' taSe eat 0  (Oa. 4% ArsQ— \'‘ekk.  /-46 ZI\10 S -bt C\n-1-1Ca( S514 i-G.CCIfrfrlCQ 
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3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in 'exceptional circumstances', which includes queuing at the site. Given 

the acknowledged constraints of the Darley Rd site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site for Dan 
Murphy's), queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS, as pertains to the Darley Road site, needs to be 
amended to rule out queuing as an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads. 

4. At the conclusion of the construction period, the Darley Road site should be returned to the community as 
compensation for the imposition of this construction site in our neighbourhood for a 5-year period. If the substation 
and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site, then the lower half of the site (which is the most , 
accessible end) could be converted into open space with mature trees planted. As this site is immediately adjacent 
to the bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that sup.  port active transport could be included. This would result 
increase the green space for residents and result in a pleasant green environment for pedestrians, rather than a 
fenced facility. The approval conditions need to mandate that the Darley Rd site is to be preserved as green space 
or other community purposes at the conclusion of the construction period. 

5. No trucks (heavy or, light) should be permitted on any streets adjacent to Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James 
Street to Falls Street). A blanket prohibition should be in force with respect to any worker vehicles from the 
construction site parking on these local streets. These homes will already suffer the worst construction impacts 
and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and the additional noise impacts of additional cars 
on their street. These local streets are not designed to handle heavy vehicle movements. Therefore, any approval 
conditions need to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker parking on all local streets 
adjacent to Darley Road. 

6. Any approval conditions and the relevant construction contracts must require that all workers to the Darley Rd site 
are bussed in or use public transport su.  ch as the light rail, with no parking whatsoever permitted on local roads 
adjacent to the Darley Road site. The site currently provides only 11 car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day 
on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a strict requirement on workers to use public 
transport or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in place against parking on local streets. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds. 

2. The period of construction proposed is unacceptably long. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that 
the Darley Road site would be operational for three years while the EIS states that it will be operational for 5 
years. This period creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a 
three-year program as was promised. 

3. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level and the EIS should not be 
approved on this basis. The EIS states that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at 
the Darley road construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the 
Leichhardt or St Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of 
nearby residents and businesses. 

4. No truck movements should be permitted on Darley Rd or any local roads in Leichhardt or adjoining suburbs. The 
EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley 
Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also 
compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this 
critical arterial road providing access to and across the City West Link. The EIS states that an alternative truck 
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road. 
I object to the selection of the Darley Rd site altogether, but propose this alternative, which appears to represent 
the least worst impact, should be chosen if this site is to be used. 

5. I object to the number of truck movements proposed at the Darley Road site. The EIS states that there will be daily 
movements of 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of 
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on 
Darley Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at 
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck 
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The selection 
of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements orrDarley Road, as is currently provided. 

6. No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking is at a 
premium in this area and many residents do not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five 
years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of 'kiss and ride facilities' at the 
light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account in the 
EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on local streets 
and provide a plan for enforcement (to be paid for my SMC and not by the Inner West Council). 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this 

submission. 

2. The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed and does 

.not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states `the detail of the design and construction 
approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed design and construction planning to 
be undertaken by the successful contractors.' The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a 
reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine 
opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the Government to 
provide a consultation process because the designs are `indicative' only and subject to change. Because of this the 
EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of project delivery. The additional effect of 
this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the Council will be unable to undertake compliance 
activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack any substantial detail. 

3. The impacts in the EIS are misleading because they do not include any detail of the cumulative impact caused by 
the overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 (of up to one year). No additional mitigation or any 
compensation is offered for residents for these periods (Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents 
should have these prolonged periods of exposure to multiple WestConnex projects. The EIS makes no attempt to 
measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure. Nor does the 
EIS provide for any traffic management to prevent rat running during the period of construction, when Stages 1 and 
2 have opened. The EIS should not be approved without this detail and adequate plans to manage this impact. 

4. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the fact 
that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and 
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii) 

5. The EIS states that all vegetation on the Darley Road site will be removed. This includes a mature large tree 
which provides a visual and noise barrier from the City West Link. The tree should not be permitted to be 
removed. 

6. Despite the fact the EIS identifies over 30 homes with severe noise impacts, no mitigation is mandated. While the 
possibility of noise walls is flagged, along with in-home treatments, none of this is a requirement. Nor is any detail 
provided on which residents or business owners can comment. No noise barriers have been proposed. This is 
unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary 
xvii) 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, in particular as relates to the proposed Darley Road civil and tunnel site, for 
the following reasons: 

1. Management of potential impacts — Leichhardt: The EIS states that a Construction traffic and Access 
Management plan (CTAMP) would be prepared to minimise delays and disruptions and identify changes 
to ensure road safety. The plans are not in the EIS so residents cannot comment. The EIS should be — - 
rejected on the basis that the impacts on traffic and safety are not adequately addressed. It is inadequate 
to simply refer to a plan, with no provision for residents and other key stakeholders to be involved in its 
development. 

2. Local road diversions and closures — Leichhardt: The proposal should be rejected on the basis that it does 
not adequately address and provide for the management of the unacceptable traffic impacts of the proposed 
construction site. The EIS states that road diversions and closures will occur near the Darley Road site. 
There is no detail provided, nor is there a process by which residents can influence such decisions. The 
Inner West Council's documents state that Darley Road is not built to normal road requirements and safety 
standards, as it was established as an access road for the former goods line. Two fatalities have occurred 
near the site location, with many accidents. The Council has been trying to make Darley Road a safer route 
for many years. Elwick Street North for example was partially closed as a result of a fatality. The approval 
conditions need to make it clear that all road closures need to be made in consultation with residents 
affected and that the safety issues are adequately addressed. 

3.. Environmental issues - Substation and water treatment plant — Leichhardt: The EIS proposes that 'treated' 
water will be directly discharged into the stormwater drain at Blackmore oval on a permanent basis from the 
date of the project opening in 2022. This plan will jeopardise the integrity of our waterway and compromise 
the use of the bay for recreational activities for boat and other users. There are four long-standing rowing 
clubs in the vicinity of this location. I object in the strongest terms to this proposal on environmental and 
health reasons. The EIS provides no detail whatsoever as to the impact of the ongoing Motorway activities 
during operation. The community therefore cannot comment on the impact that this ongoing facility will 
have on the locality. This component of the EIS should not be approved as impacts (on parking, safety, 
noise, amenity of the area) are not provided in the EIS. 

4. Flooding — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there may be impacts from flooding which, amongst other 
things, may disrupt drainage systems. There is no detail as to how the issues with flooding at Darley Road 
will be managed and on their potential impact on the area. (Executive Summary, xxi) 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application 
# SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 
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›- The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement may occur. We object to the project in its entirety on 

this basis. The EIS states that 'settlement, induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in 

some areas along.the tunnel alignment'. The risk of ground movement is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 

metres. However, some tunnelling is at less tha n 10 metres. This proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable 

risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS states that there are a number of discrete areas to the north and 

northwest of the Rozelle Rail Yards, to the north of Campbell Road at St Peters and in the vicinity of Lord Street at 

Newtown where ground water movement above 20 milliliters is predicted 'strict limits on the degree 'of settlement 

permitted would be imposed on the project" and 'damage' would be rectified at no cost to the owner. would be placed 

(Executive Summary, xvii -iii). The project should not be permitted to be delivered in such a way that there is a known 

risk to property damage that cannot be mitigated to an acceptable level of risk. 

)=- There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states that 'the 

ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel and are predicted to have 

negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the impacts on air 

quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the impact. 

The EIS states that 'a preferred noise mitigation option' would be determined during 'detailed design'. This is 

unacceptable and residents have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. The failure to include this detail 

means that residents have no idea as to what is planned and cannot comment or input into those plans. (Executive 

Summary xvi) 

The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the site which includes a mature tree. I object to the removal of the 

tree which creates a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the tree is removed it must be 

replaced with a mature tree as soon as the remediation of the site commences. 

The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Da rley Road will prevent 
direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the project is completed. 

The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the 

area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct 

line of sight to the facility. It should not be permitted on this site. 

The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels identified are 

misleading. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts it will have on 

surrounding homes and businesses. . 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds. 

2. 1 object to the proposal that 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day will occur at this site. This will create an 
unacceptable risk to pedestrians and bicycle users. The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley 
Road site. The alternative proposal which provides that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the 
only proposal that should be considered. The EIS does not mention that many students walk or ride to Orange Grove 
and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road. There are also a number of childcare centres very close 
to the Darley Road site. 

3.. I object to the location of a Permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the project 
on the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured 
that the land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this 
facility will forever prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users 
required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is 
to be located then it should be moved to the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual 
impact on residents. 

4. Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of 
damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and 
less this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be repaired 
at the Government's expense. However, no details or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project 
should not be. approved with such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of damage and 
how and when it will be repaired. It will lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage 
structural engineers and lawyers to prove that the damage was linked to WestConnex works, with no assurance that 
this property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed. 

5. The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory 
environmental and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable and the 
EIS does not provide the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is deprived of any 
opportunity to comment on their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be additional 
ventilation facilities that are not disclosed in the EIS. 

6. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a strict 
prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already suffering the worst 
construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and 
additional noise impacts. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker 

parking on all of these streets. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  

003821-M00011



commences. 

'112) 6 aa-a is 
V 	 dAS°6/11-10. v The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant 

and substation to the south of the site on Da rley Road 
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induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater 

drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnel 

alignment'. The risk of ground movement is lessened 

where tunnelling is more than 35 metres. However, 

some tunnelling is at less than 10 metres. This 

proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable 

risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS states 

that there are a number of discrete areas to the north 

and northwest of the Rozelle Rail Yards, to the north 

of Campbell Road at St Peters and in the vicinity of 

Lord Street at Newtown where ground water 

movement above 20 milliliters is predicted 'strict 

limits on the degree of settlement permitted would 

be imposed on the project" and 'damage' would be 

rectified at no cost to the owner. would be placed 

(Executive Summary, xvii -iii). The project should not 

be permitted to be delivered in such a way that there 

is a known risk to property damage that cannot be 

mitigated to an acceptable level of risk. 

v There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the 

ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states 

that 'the ventilation outlets would be designed to 

effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel 

and are predicted to have negligible effect on local air 

quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate 

and details of the impacts on air quality need to be 

provided so that the residents and experts can 

meaningfully comment on the impact. 

v The EIS states that 'a preferred noise mitigation 

option' would be determined during 'detailed  

design'. This is unacceptable and residents have no 

opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. 

The failure to include this detail means that residents 

have no idea as to what is planned and cannot 

comment or input into those plans. (Executive 

Summary xvi) 

V The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on 

the site which includes a mature tree. I object to the 

removal of the tree which creates a visual and noise 

barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the 
tree is removed it must be replaced with a mature 

tree as soon as the remediation of the site 

V The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise 

and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels 

identified are misleading. I object to the selection of 

the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable 

noise impacts it will have on surrounding homes and 

businesses. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	Email 	  Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

: Name 	e ntn i  -  

Address:1a 
 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: Ls2x‘ civ\  \IN  a our- 	Postcode  

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 	 s
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.•••• . 	... 	Declaration.     	NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, in particular as relates to the proposed Darley Road civil and tunnel site, for 
the following reasons: 

1. Environmental issues - contamination - Leichhardt: The EIS states that Darley Road is a contaminated 
site, likely including asbestos. There is a risk to the community associated with spoil removal, transfer and 
handling. We object to the selection .of the site based on the environmental risks that this creates, alcrig—
with risks to health of residents. 

2. Location of permanent Motorway operations complex on Darley Road - Leichhardt: We strongly object to 
the proposed location of this permanent operational facility on Darley Road. The plant location, in a 
neighbourhood setting is not appropriate. It will reduce property values and have an unacceptable impacts 
on the visual amenity of the area. The streets adjacent to Darley Road are comprised of low-rise residential 
homes and small businesses and infrastructure such as this should not be permitted in such a location. 

3. Alternative housing for residents - Leichhardt: The EIS needs to provide detail as to what will be provided 
by way of alternative accommodation to the 36 residents identified as suffering extreme noise interference. 
There is no plan to temporarily relocate such residents, not to offer them financial compensation to enable 
them to move out during the worst period. There is an estimated 10 weeks of extreme noise during 
demolition of the commercial building and preparatory road works. Once this work is finished the residents 
will also be forced to endure a truck every 3-4 minutes for a period of five years. It is clearly not possible for 
such residents to continue to live in these houses and the EIS needs to detail what will be provided in 
terms of alternative living arrangements for part, or all of the construction work period. 

4. Access tunnel from Darley Road - Leichhardt: The EIS contains no detail of the access tunnel from the 
Darley Road site to the mainline tunnel other than depicting the route. The approval conditions need to 
ensure that tunnelling is occurring at sufficient depth so as to not-jeopardise the integrity.of the homes and 
not create unacceptable vibration and noise impacts for James Street residents and those at adjacent 
streets. The approval conditions need to make clear the period of time for which the 'temporary' tunnel is to 
be used. The EIS should not be approved as it contains insufficient detail to enable residents to know the 
impacts of the proposed construction works. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My 
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not 
be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: jevi vi  ‘' 	,IU (Q._ 

Address:  
• 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: L6ciuthe.lccA 4- Postcodear)5L.0 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
.. 

_ 
Signature: 	 . 

.. .0 	is in 	:-:t0btrossie :?::::. Atittao. political,dot,ations.in the,la 7 made,i,. :::.:::::i:::;:::::::::::::,  
your.§we 

.years• 
:::: 	.. 	•••• 	::::Please INCLUDEiti 	.er.enaldWtreationiiWhe 

n 	- . 	Declaration anyv.,, 
, 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, including in particular the proposed Darley Road civil and tunnel site, for 
the following reasons: 

1. Health risks to residents — Leichhardt: The EIS states that the 'main risks' during construction would be 
associated with dust soiling and the effect of airborne particles and human health and amenity (xii). This ' 
will affect local air quality. The Darley Road site is contaminated and the building likely contains absestos. 
the EIS does not provide for any mitigation other than an acoustic shed for spoil handling - this is 
inadequate and the EIS should not be approved without detail of how this will be properly managed. 

.2. Alternative access route for trucks — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there are 'investigations' occurring 
into alternative access to the Darley Road site. The EIS does not provide any detail (impacts, advantages 
and disadvantages etc) on which residents can comment. No spoil truck movements should be permitted 
on Darley Road and the plans for alternative access should be expedited and provided on an urgent basis 
so that residents can comment. It should be a condition of approval that the alternative access is 
confirmed. No trucks should be permitted to access Darley Road due to the unacceptable noise, safety 
and traffic issues that the current proposal creates. 

3. Current propsoed truck route — Leichhardt: The EIS proposes that all trucks will arrive at the Darley Road 
civil and tunnel site from Haberfield and travel along Darley Road to the site, with a right-hand turn now 
permitted into James Street. The proposed route will result in a truck every 3-4 minutes for up to 5 years 
running directly by the small homes on Darley Road. These homes will not be habitable during the five-year 
construction period due to the unacceptable noise impacts. The truck noise will be worsened by their need 
to travel up a steep hill to return to the City West Link, so the noise impacts will affect not just those homes 
on or immediately adjacent to Darley Road. The proposal to run trucks so close to homes is dangerous. 
There have been two fatalities on Darley Road at the proposed site location. Despite the unacceptable 
impact to nearby homes, there is no proposal for noise walls, nor any mitigation to individual homes. 

• 4. Existing vegetation — Leichhardt: The EIS proposes removal of all vegetation on the Darley Road site. 
There are several mature trees located on the site which serves as a visual and noise barrier to the heavy 
City West Link traffic. Removal of these trees and other vegetation will increase noise impacts to nearby 
residents and affect the visual amenity, with homes having a direct line of sight to the City West Link. The 
existing mature trees needs to be retained on this and environmental grounds. 

5. Indicative works program — Leichhardt: Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley 
Road site would be operational for three years. The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This 
creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a three-year 
program as was promised. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My 
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not 
be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Name: j2.1.111  

Signature:.... 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration : I 

Address: 	10a-n- 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

Suburb- 1-0071 Postcode Q.,) 

v The EIS states that an alternative truck 
movement is proposed which involves use of the 
City West Link and no need for spoil trucks to 
access Darley Road. This proposal is supported, 
subject to further information about potential 
impacts being provided. The EIS should not be 
approved on its current basis which provides for 
170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley 
Road on a daily basis. This will create 
unacceptable safety issues and noise impacts for 
adjacent homes while also compromising 
pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and 
bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this 
critical arterial road providing access to and 
across the City west Link. The current proposal 
which provides for truck movements solely on 
Darley Road should not be approved and 
approval should only be given to the alternative 
proposal. I repeat however my objection to the 
selection of this site altogether, but propose the 
least worst impact should be chosen if this site is 
to be used. 

v The EIS indicates that 36 homes will have 
unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods 
at the Darley road construction site. The EIS does 
not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft 
noise in the Leichhardt or St Peters area, and 
therefore does not reflect the true impact of 
construction noise on the amenity of nearby 
residents and businesses. The noise impacts of 
construction are not able to be mitigated to an 
acceptable level and the EIS should not be 
approved on this basis. 

v We object to the selection of the Darley Road site 
on the basis that it provides for daily movements 
of 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley 
Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the 
safety of pedestrians accessing the North 
Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users 
accessing the bicycle route on Darley Road and  

entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike 
paths on the bay run. Many school children cross 
at this point to walk to Orange Grove and 
Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that 
an alternative truck movement is proposed 
which involves use of the City West Link with no 
trucks to access Darley Road. The selection of 
Darley Road should not be approved if it involves 
any truck movements on Darley Road, which is 
what it currently provides. 

v No workers associated with the WestConnex 
project should be permitted to park on local 
streets. Parking is at a premium in this area and 
many resident4o not have off-street parking. 
The removal of 20 car spaces for five years as is 
proposed on Darley Road will worsen this 
situation as will the removal of 'kiss and ride 
facilities' at the light rail. There is also a pre-DA 
application for 120 units .on William Street which 
is not taken into account in the EIS. This will 
place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to 
outright prohibit any worker parking on local 
streets. 

Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by 
SMC that the Darley Road site would be 
operational for three years. The EIS states that it 
will be operational for 5 years. This creates an 
unacceptable impact for residents. The works on 
the site should be restricted to a three-year 
program as was promised.. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email Mobile 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: je 	• v, e., , EN Los._  

Addre -Ht  
Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: 	\A6-Asr Le.;(14 Postcode QC  (r0 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 

:,... 	'.-.-.0i•x''''''f''''''' 	 my personal  Pleasei .' - 	 ..• publishing this     . 	 fismt-,:iikree.la  

":1„,„:,:„:„.:.:,:. 
web site c.: 

,... 	, ...; .:. 	 Declaration  ., .. years 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, including in particular the proposed Darley Road civil and tunnel site, for the 
following reasons: 

1. Worker car parking — Leichhardt: The EIS does not provide appropriate parking for the estimated 100 or so 
workers that the EIS states will be at at the site on a daily basis. Other sites have parking parking specified 
for site workers (Northcote Civil site (150)) and Parramatta Road East Civil site (140). The EIS states that 
20 residential parks will also be removed on Darley Road and is not clear whether Darley Road will 
become a clearway. Our local streets are at capacity because of limited off-street parking and the Light 
Rail stop which means local streets are used for commuters. The EIS states that workers 'will be 
encouraged to use public transport.' This is not good enough and does not leave any room for 
enforcement where local streets are used for parking. The EIS needs to mandate that no trucks or 
construction vehicles are permitted to park in local streets. There needs to be an enforceable condition 
that all workers use the Light Rail stop which is adjacent to the site or a plan to bus in workers. 

2. Accidents — Leichhardt: I object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site because of the 
unacceptable risk it will create to the safety of our community. The traffic forecasts in the EIS state that 
Darley Road will have 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day. Darley Road is a known accident 
and traffic blackspot and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of 
accidents. On Transport for NSW's own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is 
the third most dangerous in the inner west. The addition of hundreds of heavy truck movements a day into 
that intersection will increase the risk of serious accidents for both pedestrians and drivers. The EIS states 
that the levels of service are expected to Darley Road is next to the North Leichhardt Light Rail stop which 
is a pedestrian hub. Children travelling to school walk to the stop. Active transport users such as bicycle 
riders will be at risk, along with pedestrians using Canal Road to access the Bay Run, Leichhardt pool and 
the dog park. No trucks should be permitted to travel on local streets or Darley Road. 

3. Traffic — Leichhardt: I object to the location of the Darley Road civil and construction site because the site 
cannot accommodate the projected traffic movements without jeopardising the road network. Darley Road 
is a critical access road for the residents of Leichhardt and the wider inner west to access and cross the 
City West Link. Both Darley Road and the City West Link/James Street intersection are already congested 
at peak hours. The only other option for commuters to access the city West Link is to use Norton Street, a 
two-lane largely commercial strip which is already at capacity. The addition of hundreds of trucks and 
contractor vehicles will result in traffic grinding to a halt and traffic chaos at this critical juncture with 

I 	 commuter travel times drastically increased, along with rat running through local streets. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My 
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not 
be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

V2-- 
Signature 	- 

Please inc/tide  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration : I 

Address: 	l'\\)\\CP).- 8/  

Suburb: 1-6CAA\r\Ctrek(  

Name:. 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

Postcode 

V We object to the location of a permanent substation and 
water treatment plant following the completion of the 
project on the Darley Road site. This will limit the 
future uses of the land and the community has been 
continually assured that the land, which is 
Government-owned, would be available for 
community purposes. The presence of this facility will 
forever prevent the ability for safe and direct 
pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users 
required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will 
also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent 
facility is to be located then it should be moved to the 
north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and 
has less visual impact on residents. 

-J 

v Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area 
as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk 
of damage to homes due to settlement (ground . 
movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling 
at 35 metres and less this is a real risk. There is no 
mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that 
properties will be repaired at the Government's 
expense. However no details or assurianee as to how 
this will occur are provided. The project should not be 
approved with such tunnelling depths permitted and 
with no detail as to the extent of damage and how and 
when it will be repaired. It will lead to the situation 
where residents and businesses are forced to engage 
structural engineers and lawyers to prove that the 
damage was linked to Westconnex works, with-no 
assurance that this property damage will be promptly 
and satisfactorily fixed. 

v The EIS states that, if the current proposal for 
ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve  

satisfactory environmental and health impacts, that 
further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is 
unacceptable and the EIS does not provide the 
alternative locations for any such facilities and 
therefore the community is deprived of any 
opportunity to comment on their impacts. The EIS 
should not be approved on the basis that there may be 
additional ventilation facilities that are not disclosed 
in the EIS. 

V Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and 
Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley 
Road.There are also a number of childcare centres 
very close to the Darley Road site. 

v The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle 
movements a day at this site will create an 
unacceptable risk to students. The EIS should not 
permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site. 
The alternative proposal which provides that all spoil 
trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the ,. 
only proposal that should be considered. 

v All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as 
NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a 
strict prohibition on any truck movements and worker 
contractor parking. These homes are already suffering 
the worst construction impacts of the work on the site 
and should be spared the further imposition of lack of 
parking and additional noise impacts. The EIS needs 
to prohibit outright truck movements (including 
parking) and worker parking on all of these streets. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name:
Address: 
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website 	Yes / No 
Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 
Signed: 	 Date: 12 October 2017 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 
Noise and disruption from construction 
I object to the proposal for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt 
because of the noise and disruption impact it will have on residents during periods of 
extended construction. The proponent has a very poor track record of managing the 
impacts of Stages 1 and 2 of this project. In addition, the conditions of approval are so 
broad as to make enforcing compliance with Council or EPA regulations impossible. The 
•protections for residents are ineffectual and the abuse of the Critical State Significant 
Infrastructure powers is continuous. 
The reality for residents living with the Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex is night after night of 
disruption and disturbance with no respite and no way of enforcing compliance. In addition, 
the policy for mitigation entitlements such as noise protection or respite accommodation is 
not transparent and is discretionary. Many residents especially the most vulnerable such 
as those in rental properties or in public housing are unwilling to complain about their 
situation. 
In St Peters in mid-September 2017 the Stage 2 Joint venture's contractors were digging up 
pipes all one weekend, resulting in two burst water mains. They worked through Saturday 
night until after lam on Sunday morning when they should have finished at 6pm on 
Saturday. Many of the residents were without water for much of the weekend. On Monday 
night at 8.30pm RMS turned up unannounced with concrete saws and jackhammers. On 
Tuesday night, RMS were supposed to stop at 6pm but again the work until after midnight. 
A resident whose bedroom was right next door to the work, posted a video of the deafening 
concrete saws in use after midnight with the caption "It's impossible to live here at the 
moment". There are many Sydney Water pipes and Council stormwater drains in the site 
footprint. These are vulnerable to damage. A burst water main or broken pipe leading to 
water being cut off is inevitable. If the planned electrical works take place to establish a 
power supply to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt then 
disruption of power, NBN and telecoms is also inevitable. The proponent should be 
required to have a plan in place to keep residents' power on and to keep residents 
connected and should communicate this plan to residents. The plan might include portable 
WIFI devices or compensation for disruption. There must be a disincentive to causing 
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disruption. The proponent should be required to have a plan in place for a burst water 
main which includes immediately relocating residents and providing a secondary source of 
water. 
The proponent should be required to plan for a secondary source of water so that there 
is no disruption of supply. no have the Residents should be kept informed regularly about 
how work is going to impact them. 

Signed: 	  



Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 
Address: 
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your 

Yes/No website 
Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 
Signed: 

1.------..---- 	
Date: 12 October 2017 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 
Tunnel vertical alignments 
In 5.3.6 of Chapter 5 the EIS states that 'the tunnels would generally have grades of less 
than four per cent. However, isolated locations connecting to the surface road network may 
require short lengths of steeper grades of up to eight per cent. These grades would 
generally match with existing conditions on local surface roads or are required to ensure 
appropriate ground conditions with no direct property impacts.' In 2014 the RMS Advisory 
Committee on Tunnel Air Quality published a technical paper (TP09) 'Evolution of road tunnels in 
Sydney'. The paper highlights the key lessons learnt from over 20 years of experience in assessing 
and operating long road tunnels as it relates to the assessment, design and operation of ventilation 
systems to manage air quality in and around tunnels. 
A key lesson learnt identified in the paper is the need to minimise the gradient of the tunnel. 

'The M5 East has a gradient of eight per cent at the exit of the westbound tunnel. 
The increase in gradient resulted from a late design change to facilitate the 
placement of tunnel spoil between Bexley Road and King Georges Road. This was 
to substantially reduce the number of truck movements on local roads during 
construction. 
The unintended consequence of this change was that vehicles exiting the west 
bound tunnel are under significant load with multiple consequences for air emissions. 
Firstly, vehicle emissions per distance travelled significantly increase with increase in 
grade. This is especially the case for ladened heavy vehicles (e.g. trucks returning 
from the port). Secondly the steep grade slows down heavy vehicles which 
contribute to congestion throughout the west bound tunnel further adding to vehicle 
emissions as compared to free-flowing traffic. Consequently, the Cross City and 
Lane Cove tunnels were designed to minimise gradients.' 

As a result of this analysis the RMS concludes that a key design requirement for new road 
tunnel projects is to minimise grades. It is therefore astonishing that the proponent is now 
planning to ignore this advice and repeat the mistakes of the M5 and incorporate tunnels 
with inclines of up to eight per cent. These steep tunnels will have multiple direct impacts on 
air emissions. 
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vehicle emissions per distance travelled significantly increase with increase in grade. 
This is especially the case for ladened heavy vehicles which the tunnel is intended to 
take off local roads and which are intended to be users of the tunnel 
the steep grade slows down heavy vehicles which will contribute to congestion 
further adding to vehicle emissions as compared to free-flowing traffic. 

In conclusion the proponent should be required to redesign the tunnels so that no 
gradient exceeds 4%. 

Signed: 

 



Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 
Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 

Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
Name: 
Address: 
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your 

Yes/No website 
Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 
Signed: 	 Date: 12 October 2017 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 
Traffic and transport - use of local roads by heavy vehicles 
I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the 
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS which require that the Proponent must 
assess construction transport and traffic (vehicle, pedestrian and cyclists) impacts in 
relation to access constraints and impacts on public transport, pedestrians and cyclists. 
In Note 1 to Table 8-43 'Indicative access routes to and from construction ancillary facilities' 
the proponent states that 'Some use of local roads by heavy vehicles delivering materials 
and/or equipment may also be required, however this would be minimised as far as 
practicable.' 
The experience of residents in local streets near other tunnel construction sites such as the 
streets near the M4 East site at Northcote St Haberfield is that heavy and light vehicles use 
these local streets and cause a high level of adverse impact. The complaints relate to 
construction vehicles parking out local residents, idling engines, using local roads after 
hours and carrying rattling loads that increase the noise impact to residents. 
I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because if it is 
allowed to proceed then it is inevitable that residents of Charles St, Hubert St and Francis 
St, which are quiet residential streets, will experience these same very adverse impacts. 
Once approval is given residents will not be able to enforce a minimal level of use of local 
roads by light or heavy vehicles associated with the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at 
Darley Road. It is inevitable that minimal use will become standard use. The contractor 
who is appointed to the project will be allowed to use local roads and will not be able to stop 
sub-contractors using local roads. 

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site 
Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which would avoid or minimise the use of 
local streets and the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why these 
alternatives have not been included in the EIS. 

Signed: 	  
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 
Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 

Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
Name: 
Address: 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website 	Yes / No 
Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 
Signed: 	 Date: 12 October 2017 _ 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

• Traffic and transport - spoil haulage routes (1) 
I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the 
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS which require that the Proponent must 
assess construction transport and traffic (vehicle, pedestrian and cyclists) impacts in 
relation to route identification and scheduling of transport movements, particularly 
outside standard construction hours. 
The proponent has only provided indicative spoil haulage routes in relation to the 
proposed Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt. In 8.3.1 of the 
EIS the proponent states that 'Spoil haulage routes would be confirmed during detailed 
design.' 
The proponent has not provided an assessment of each of the possible spoil haulage 
route options even though both SMC and RMS have discussed these with stakeholders 
prior to release of the EIS. 

Spoil haulage has a high environmental impact and the failure to describe the impacts of 
each of the possible spoil haulage options is a serious defect in the EIS. 

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site 
Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which will allow spoil haulage directly onto 
the City West Link and the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why 
these alternatives have not been included in the EIS. 

• Traffic and transport - spoil haulage routes (2) 
I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the 
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS which require that the Proponent must 
assess construction transport and traffic (vehicle, pedestrian and cyclists) impacts in 
relation to route identification and scheduling of transport movements, particularly 
outside standard construction hours. I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at 
Darley Road Leichhardt because the proponent has failed to assess the impacts of all 
the spoil haulage routes to and from the site that SMC is considering. These include the 
option of staging trucks from Sydney Ports at James Craig Rd, creating an off-ramp 
from the City West Link near North Leichhardt Light Rail and running trucks 
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underground in established tunnels. These spoil haulage routes will have different 
impacts and the proponent is obliged to identify them.The proponent should be required 
to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site Leichhardt. Alternatives have been 
identified which will allow spoil haulage directly onto the City West Link and the 
proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why these alternatives have not 
been included in the EIS. 

• Traffic and transport - spoil haulage routes (3) 
I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the 
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS which require that the Proponent must 
assess construction transport and traffic (vehicle, pedestrian and cyclists) impacts in 
relation to route identification and scheduling of transport movements, particularly 
outside standard construction hours. 
The proponent only provides details of light and heavy vehicle volumes predicted to 
arrive and depart from construction ancillary facilities like the Civil and Tunnel 
Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt during a typical AM peak hour, PM peak 
hour and daily period. This is an insufficient amount of information about the impacts. It 
does not make it clear what the impacts will be during the course of the project. It does 
not make it clear what the impacts will be during non-typical hours and during nonpeak 
hours. 

I am concerned that the proponent is understating the impact of vehicle volumes by only 
providing information on typical AM peak hour, PM peak hour and daily period. What is 
typical is a subjective assessment. Leichhardt might end up with greater vehicle 
volumes and greater impacts because the EIS has been approved on the basis of 
typical AM peak hour, PM peak hour and daily period. The proponent and its agent 
Sydney Motorway Corporation are already undertaking identical operations at other 
tunnelling locations for Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex and should be able to provide 
more detail about what the vehicle volumes will be at each stage of the project. 

The proponent should be in a position to provide more than just typical volumes and 
more than just peak hour volumes. The proponent should know how many vehicles will 
be arriving and departing from the site on an hourly basis at the various stages of the 
project. The proponent should describe what a typical day would look like hour by hour 
in terms of vehicle arrivals and departures at specific points in the project. The 
proponent should describe what a non-typical day would look like and what might cause 
a non-typical day to occur. I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley 
Road Leichhardt because the proponent has failed to provide sufficient detail about 
vehicle volumes to enable a meaningful assessment of the impacts. 
The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site 
Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which will allow spoil haulage directly onto 
the City West Link and the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why 
these alternatives have not been included in the EIS. 

Signed: 



Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 
Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 

Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
Name: 

Address:  
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website 	Yes / No 
Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 
Signed: 	 Date: 12 October 2017 

_ 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

• Traffic and transport - construction worker parking (1) 
I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the 
proponent has no proposal or plan to manage the impacts in relation to construction 
worker parking. The impacts are clearly foreseeable yet there is no plan. 

In 8.3.1 of the EIS the proponent states that 'A number of the project's staff and labour 
force would be expected to drive to construction sites and would therefore require car 
parking.' And that 'It is anticipated that construction workforce parking would be primarily 
provided at the following sites: LlNorthcote Street civil site (C3a) — around 150 car 
parking spaces (Option A) Parramatta Road East civil site (C3b) — around 140 car 
parking spaces (Option B) Rozelle civil and tunnel site (C5) — around 400 car parking 
spaces Campbell Road civil and tunnel site (C10) — around 150 car parking spaces. 
These facilities would be used to provide worker parking and shuttle bus transfers to 
other nearby construction sites.' 

It is inevitable that the main contractor and sub-contractor workers at the Darley Road 
civil and tunnel site Leichhardt will not avail themselves of the parking sites and shuttle 
bus at these locations and that they will end up parking in streets near to the site. They 
will do this because it is more convenient for them to park in local streets. 

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because 
there is no plan for worker parking and as a result the residents of Charles St, Hubert St, 
Darley Rd and Francis St will not be able to park on their streets and will be adversely 
impacted by worker parking. 

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site 
Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which provide adequate worker parking 
and the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why these alternatives 
have not been included in the EIS. 
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• Traffic and transport - construction worker parking (2) 
I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because it 
is inevitable that workers will end up parking in streets near to the site and this will 
impact on residents in a number of ways. 

Residents will be competing for parking with both workers and commuters who 
already park in the streets near the light rail. Most houses in the streets near the site 
do not have off-street parking so residents are already pressed for parking spaces. 
During the renovation of the Darley Rd site for the Dan Murphys in 2016 workers 
parked in local roads like Charles St, Hubert St, Darley Rd and Francis St even when 
there was parking on site. This was of great inconvenience to residents especially 
those with young children and the aged. Residents had to complain to Woolworths 
and to the contractor Flexem on numerous occasions. 
Residents will be disturbed by workers arriving for or leaving from shifts at anti-social 
hours. Residents who work shifts and need to rest during the day will be disturbed by 
the additional noise of vehicles coming and going. 
During the renovation of the Darley Rd site for the Dan Murphys in 2016 there were 
instances of workers parking with engines idling first thing in the morning disturbing 
residents. 

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because 
there is no plan for worker parking and as a result the residents of Charles St, Hubert St, 
Darley Rd and Francis St will not be able to park on their streets and will be adversely 
impacted by worker parking. 

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site 
Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which provide adequate worker parking 
and the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why these alternatives 
have not been included in the EIS. 

• Traffic and transport - construction worker parking (3) 
I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because it 
is inevitable that workers will end up parking in streets near to the site and this will lead 
to residents being disturbed by workers parking in what are otherwise quiet residential 
streets. 

During the renovation of the Darley Rd site for the Dan Murphys in 2016 there were 
instances of workers parking with engines idling first thing in the morning, which 
disturbed residents. Residents had to complain to Woolworths and to the contractor 
Flexem about worker parking on numerous occasions. 

In 8.3.1 of the EIS the proponent admits that 'workers starting or ending shifts very early 
or very late would be more likely to use private vehicles.' 

This means that such workers will end up parking on our local streets. The proponent 
fails to provide information about the times at which such late or early shifts start or end. 
Charles St, Hubert St and Francis St are quiet residential streets. Generally, in the 
evenings after 6.30 pm there is not a lot of parking activity or through traffic. The 
proponent should have disclosed when the shift workers will be arriving or departing. 



The proponent should know this from its existing tunnelling activities at Stages 1 and 2 
of the project. 

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because 
residents will be disturbed by worker parking to an unacceptable extent. 

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site 
Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which provide adequate worker parking 
and the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why these alternatives 
have not been included in the EIS. 

• Traffic and transport - construction worker parking (4) 
I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the 
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS which require that the Proponent must 
assess construction transport and traffic (vehicle, pedestrian and cyclists) impacts in 
relation to the nature of existing traffic (types and number of movements) on 
construction access routes (including consideration of peak traffic times and sensitive 
road users and parking arrangements). In 8.3.1 of the EIS the proponent states that 'A 
car parking strategy would be developed as part of the Construction Traffic and Access 
Management Plan (CTAMP) to limit impacts on parking for the surrounding 
communities.' It is unacceptable to proceed with the Civil and Tunnel Construction site 
at Darley Road Leichhardt without a parking plan in place. The proponent is already 
undertaking identical tunnelling activities as part of Stages 1 and 2 of the project and 
should be capable of providing a detailed worker parking strategy for the Darley Rd site 
based on its experience of similar sites with similar operations. 
The proponent is not able to provide a plan for the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at 
Darley Road Leichhardt however, because it knows it cannot limit impacts on parking for 
the surrounding communities. The local community has no confidence that an adequate 
plan will ever be in place for the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road 
Leichhardt. The experience of communities impacted by WestConnex worker parking at 
sites such as Northcote St Haberfield is that residents' complaints fall on deaf ears for a 
long time and that the responsible parties all refuse to take responsibility to solve the 
problem. Even when residents were able to get the Joint venture/SMC to agree to 
secure a worker parking site they have not taken effective action to make sure the 
workers actually used it. It appears that the proponent's plan for the Civil and Tunnel 
Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt is to do nothing about worker parking and to 
wait for residents to complain and then to hold out until they get complaint fatigue and 
give up complaining. 
I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because 
there is no plan for worker parking and as a result the residents of Charles St, Hubert St, 
Darley Rd and Francis St will not be able to park on their streets and will be adversely 
impacted by worker parking. The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley 
Road civil and tunnel site Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which provide 
adequate worker parking and the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as 
to why these alternatives have not been included in the EIS. 

• Traffic and transport - construction worker parking (5) 
I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the 
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS which require that the Proponent must 



assess construction transport and traffic (vehicle, pedestrian and cyclists) impacts in relation 
to the nature of existing traffic (types and number of movements) on construction access 
routes (including consideration of peak traffic times and sensitive road users and parking 
arrangements). 
In 8.3.1 of the EIS the proponent states that a car parking strategy would be developed as 
part of the Construction Traffic and Access Management Plan (CTAMP) to limit impacts on 
parking for the surrounding communities. 
'The car parking strategy would include items such as forecasting of construction parking 
demand, review of existing parking supply and use on local streets in the area, impact on 
existing parking, consultation activities and proposed mitigation measures, such as 
management of workforce parking and transport, alternative parking arrangements and 
communication and engagement. This would include the identification of areas where there 
are high levels of existing parking demand around the construction ancillary facilities and 
works sites and identifying alternative car parking sites for use by the construction workforce. 
Processes for monitoring, reporting and corrective actions would also be part of the 
strategy.' 
The proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS because it simply has not bothered to 
come up with a plan for worker parking. It is not good enough or acceptable to leave 
residents in the dark about such a significant impact of the proposal for a Civil and Tunnel 
Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt. With its existing and current experience of 
operating similar sites for Stages 1 and 2 of the project the proponent should present its 
proposed Construction Traffic and Access Management Plan (CTAMP) as part of the EIS. 
I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because there is 
no plan for worker parking and as a result the residents of Charles St, Hubert St, Darley Rd 
and Francis St will not be able to park on their streets and will be adversely impacted by 
worker parking. 
The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site 
Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which provide adequate worker parking and 
the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why these alternatives have not 
been included in the EIS. 

Signed: 	  



Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 
Address:  
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your 

Yes / No website 
Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Signed: 	...._...._____\(-- 	
....... 
	 Date: 12 October 2017 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 
Traffic and transport — new right hand turning lane on the City West Link to James St 
I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the 
proponent is planning to create a right hand turning lane on the City West Link to allow 
construction vehicles to turn right into James Street. 
This is a dangerous proposal given that it involves turning into a steep blind corner which 
carries a high degree of risk of collision with oncoming vehicles and with pedestrians - 
including the many school children who cross James St at this point. 

It is reckless beyond belief to plan for large number of truck and dogs to make a right -hand 
turn into James St from the City West Link. Even vehicles crossing the City West Link from 
the Lilyfield Rd side of the City West Link have a higher risk of collision or error due to the 
steep blind turn. This would be even higher when making a right hand turn into James St 
from the City West Link. 

This intersection is reported as being the third most dangerous for accidents in the Inner 
West. 

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because a right 
hand turning lane on the City West Link to allow construction vehicles to turn right into 
James Street creates an unacceptable risk of death and bodily injury due to collision. 

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site 
Leichhardt. Safer alternatives have been identified which will allow spoil haulage directly 
onto the City West Link and the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to 
why these alternatives have not been included in the EIS. 

Signed: 	  
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 
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Address: 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 
Traffic and transport — hours of operation for spoil removal 
I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the 
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS which require that the Proponent must 
assess construction transport and traffic (vehicle, pedestrian and cyclists) impacts in 
relation to access constraints and impacts on public transport, pedestrians and cyclists. 
The proponent's failure stems from its contradictory and inconsistent assessment of the 
impacts of spoil removal from the site. In 8.3.1 of the EIS the proponent states that 'Where 
practical, spoil would be removed during the day, outside of peak periods.' 

This is completely at odds with the proponents own figures for heavy vehicle movements in 
peak hour. In Table 8-42 Indicative daily and peak period construction traffic volumes it is 
indicated that there will be 14 heavy vehicle movements in the AM and PM peak. This is a 
spoil truck movement every 4 minutes. If the EIS is approved as is then the proponent's 
contractor will be permitted to remove spoil during peak periods and would have no 
constraints on the number of truck movements per hour. 

No doubt in order to complete the project on time the contractor will have the maximum 
number of truck movements possible regardless of the impact on residents. I object to the 
Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because spoil trucks on 
Darley Rd will create traffic congestion during peak times (which are in actual fact longer 
than the peak hours on which the proponent bases its analysis). 

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because spoil 
trucks on Darley Rd will create traffic queues and will increase traffic through local streets. 
The proponent is the guardian of the road network and knows that this will be the result. 

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site 
Leichhardt. Alternatives have been identified which will allow spoil haulage directly onto the 
City West Link and the proponent has not given an adequate explanation as to why these 
alternatives have not been included in the EIS. 
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

• Contaminated site (1) 
I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the 

• proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, 
that the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air 
quality impacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health 
and the environment to the greatest extent practicable. 
7 Darley Road is a site which has been reported to the NSW EPA under section 60 of 
the CLM Act. Although NSW EPA assessed the site as not requiring regulation under 
the CLM Act in 16.2.14 of the EIS the proponent sets out in Table 16-15 the 
contaminants of potential concern that are present at Darley Rd. These are metals, 
polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, total recoverable hydrocarbons, asbestos and Volatile 
Organic Hydrocarbons (SVOCs). 
The proponent's plan for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at 
Leichhardt involves demolition, earthworks, construction and track-out (the transport of 
dust and dirt from the construction/demolition site onto the public road network on 
construction vehicles). 
I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of 
the impact that disturbance of contaminants will have on health and on property. The 
community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary. 

• Contaminated site (2) 
I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the 
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, 
that the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air 
quality impacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health 
and the environment to the greatest extent practicable. The proponent rates 
contamination at this site as a medium risk yet the proponent's track record in managing 
these risks suggests otherwise. 
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- In April 2016 Marrickville Council voted to release confidential legal advice which 
suggested that WestConnex had been operating for months without any legal 
approval, including in the handling of toxic waste and asbestos. 
(http://www.southernthunderer.com.au/westconnex-acts-illegally-in-handling-of-toxic-
waste-and-asbestos/)  
In September 2016 it was reported by the ABC that a former employee of Sydney 
excavation company Moits, Daniel McIntyre, has claimed the company supplied 
asbestos-laden road base to the WestConnex project. 
(http://www.abc.net.au/news/2016-09-01/asbestos-westconnex-allegations-labor-
calls-for-works-to-stop/7803378)  
In August 2017 it was reported by the Parramatta advertiser that Granville and Harris 
Park residents living in a hotspot asbestos dumping ground, who have been warned 
not to mow their lawns too short or dig in their back yards for fear of deadly 
contamination, say they are inhaling dust kicked up by WestConnex trucks. 
(http://www.dailytelegraph.com.au/newslocal/parramatta/granville-and-harris-park-
residents-fear-contamination-from-asbestos-from-dust-created-by-westconnex-
trucks/news-story/853d43d153da6c5edeb64d1043b00c68)  
In August 2017 the NSW Environment Protection Authority (EPA) has fined 
WestConnex contractors CPB Contractors $8,000 following an investigation into the 
emission of offensive odours at the St Peters Interchange worksite in March this 
year. 
http://www.epa.nsw.gov.au/epamedia/EPAMedia030817.htm  
On numerous occasions in Campbell Street St Peters residents have observed 
inadequate and dangerous risk asbestos management practices by WestConnex 
contractors such as using hoses to damp down dust and material containing 
asbestos without wearing protective clothing. 
I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because 
of the impact that disturbance of asbestos and other contaminants will have on 
health and on property. The community should not be put at risk when a dive site is 
not necessary. 

• Asbestos contaminated site (1) 
I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the 
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, 
that the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air 
quality impacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health 
and the environment to the greatest extent practicable. 
Appendix R, 4.7.8 Areas and contaminants of concern the proponent states that 'There 
is also potential for asbestos to be present in the fill from potential uncontrolled filling 
and demolition of former buildings.' 
The proponent's assessment is defective as it fails to identify the risk to local residents 
and anyone else in the neighbourhood of excavated soil containing contaminants and 
asbestos being blown into nearby streets and into homes and gardens of adjoining 
properties. The proponent's assessment is defective because having identified the 
presence of asbestos on the site it fails to specifically identify the potential for inhalation 
of asbestos either by workers or residents. 



I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of 
the impact that disturbance of asbestos will have on health and on property. The 
community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary. 

• Asbestos contaminated site (2) 
I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the 
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, 
that the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air 
quality impacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health 
and the environment to the greatest extent practicable. 
The proponent in identifying the potential contamination impacts at Darley Road states 
that: 
'Previous soil investigations identified fill material with slightly elevated metals and 
PAHs, although the site is still suitable for ongoing commercial/industrial land use. A 
UST has also been decommissioned. If present and not appropriately controlled, there 
is potential for: 

Direct contact, inhalation and ingestion risk to site workers from contaminated soil 
or hazardous building materials via dust 
Discharge of contaminated surface water to the stormwater system and ultimately 
Hawthorne Canal and Iron Cove 
Incorrect handling or disposal of spoil 
Disturbance of actual or potential acid sulphate soils at the western end of the 
site which could impact local soil and water quality. 

The proponent's assessment is defective as it fails to identify the risk to local residents 
and anyone else in the neighbourhood of excavated soil containing contaminants and 
asbestos being blown into nearby streets and into homes and gardens of adjoining 
properties. The proponent's assessment is defective because having identified the 
presence of asbestos on the site it fails to specifically identify the potential for inhalation 
of asbestos either by workers or residents. 

I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of 
the impact that disturbance of asbestos and other contaminants will have on health and 
on property. The community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary. 

Signed: 	  



Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

• Dust emission from construction activities 
I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the 
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, 
that the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air 
quality impacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health 
and the environment to the greatest extent practicable. 
The proponent appears to downplay the impact of dust emission from construction 
activities by stating that 'It is difficult to reliably quantify dust emissions from 
construction activities. Due to the variability of the weather it is impossible to 
predict what the weather conditions would be when specific construction 
activities are undertaken'. 
This is an astonishing statement given the fact that the proponent is undertaking 
identical construction activities at numerous other sites as part of Stages 1 and 2 of the 
project. The proponent should by now be able to reduce any risks and impacts to zero 
in all-weather circumstances. The proponent has failed to demonstrate that it is capable 
of managing risks that are capable of being managed and its proposals for the Darley 
Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt should be rejected on this basis. 
The proponent appears to downplay the impact of dust emission from construction 
activities further by stating that 'Any effects of construction on airborne particle 
concentrations would also generally be temporary and relatively short-lived.' This is also 
an astonishing statement given that a consequence of even one exposure to asbestos is 
fatal lung disease, not to mention the risk to children and adults with asthma. One 
asthma attack can result in death. 
I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because it 
creates an unacceptable risk to the health of workers and residents due to the dust 
impacts from demolition and construction and in addition will cause loss of amenity to 
residents. 

Signed: 

 

003822-M00008



Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 
Address: 
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your 

Yes/No website 
Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Signed: 	 Date: 12 October 2017 fr-------zs.----  

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 
Noise and disruption from construction 
I object to the proposal for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt 
because of the noise and vibration impact it will have on residents during periods of 
extended construction. 
The proponent has a very poor track record of managing the impacts of Stages 1 and 2 of 
this project. In addition, the conditions of approval are so broad as to make enforcing 
compliance with Council or EPA regulations impossible. The protections for residents are 
ineffectual and the abuse of the Critical State Significant Infrastructure powers is 
continuous. 
The reality for residents living with the Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex is night after night of 
disruption and disturbance with no respite and no way of enforcing compliance. In addition, 
the policy for mitigation entitlements such as noise protection or respite accommodation is 
not transparent and is discretionary. Many residents especially the most vulnerable such 
as those in rental properties or in public housing are unwilling to complain about their 
situation. 
In St Peters in mid-September 2017 the Stage 2 Joint venture's contractors were digging up 
pipes all one weekend, resulting in two burst water mains. They worked through Saturday 
night until after lam on Sunday morning when they should have finished at 6pm on 
Saturday. Many of the residents were without water for much of the weekend. On Monday 
night at 8.30pm RMS turned up unannounced with concrete saws and jackhammers. On 
Tuesday night, RMS were supposed to stop at 6pm but again the work until after midnight. 
A resident whose bedroom was right next door to the work, posted a video of the deafening 
concrete saws in use after midnight with the caption "It's impossible to live here at the 
moment". 
The Department of Planning and Environment should require the proponent to adopt 
the approach taken by the Crossrail project in the UK which is to publish the noise 
mitigation policy before the project begins and to identify who will be entitled to mitigation. It 
is unacceptable that all of these negative impacts have been identified, inadequate 
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mitigation proposed and little effort made to plan as to how these impacts will be managed 
throughout the project. 

Signed: 	  



Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 
Address: 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website 	Yes/No 
Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 
Signed: 	

 
	Date: 12 October 2017 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 
Noise and disruption from construction 
I object to the proposal for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt 
because of the noise and disruption impact it will have on residents during periods of 
extended construction. The proponent has a very poor track record of managing the 
impacts of Stages 1 and 2 of this project. In addition, the conditions of approval are so 
broad as to make enforcing compliance with Council or EPA regulations impossible. The 
protections for residents are ineffectual and the abuse of the Critical State Significant 
Infrastructure powers is continuous. 
The reality for residents living with the Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex is night after night of 
disruption and disturbance with no respite and no way of enforcing compliance. In addition, 
the policy for mitigation entitlements such as noise protection or respite accommodation is 
not transparent and is discretionary. Many residents especially the most vulnerable such 
as those in rental properties or in public housing are unwilling to complain about their 
situation. 
In St Peters in mid-September 2017 the Stage 2 Joint venture's contractors were digging up 
pipes all one weekend, resulting in two burst water mains. They worked through Saturday 
night until after lam on Sunday morning when they should have finished at 6pm on 
Saturday. Many of the residents were without water for much of the weekend. On Monday 
night at 8.30pm RMS turned up unannounced with concrete saws and jackhammers. On 
Tuesday night, RMS were supposed to stop at 6pm but again the work until after midnight. 
A resident whose bedroom was right next door to the work, posted a video of the deafening 
concrete saws in use after midnight with the caption "It's impossible to live here at the 
moment". Many local residents are unaware of the construction impacts and that there will 
be months of construction work which will have to take place out of hours. The EIS does not 
specify which works to establish the site will take place during standard construction hours. 
The Department of Planning and Environment should oppose the approval of the 
Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because alternatives are 
available which will have less impact on residents or which will impact fewer residents 
during the construction phase. These alternatives should be assessed. If not suitable then 
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the proponent must do without a dive site. It is not acceptable to treat communities like this. 
The mistakes of Stages 1 and 2 should not be repeated. 

Signed: 



Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name:
Address: 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website 	Yes / No 
Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 
Signed: 	 Date: 12 October 2017 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 
• Air quality — exhaust emissions (1) 

I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the 
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, 
that the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air 
quality impacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health 
and the environment to the greatest extent practicable. In particular I object to the 
Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site because of the impact it will have on 
health. 
In 9.3 'Construction assessment methodology' of the EIS the proponent states that one 
of the main air pollution and amenity considerations at demolition/construction sites is 
increased concentrations of airborne particles and NO2 due to exhaust emissions from 
on-site diesel-powered vehicles and construction equipment. In 9.3 the proponent also 
states that 'Exhaust emissions from on-site plant and site traffic are unlikely to 
have a significant impact on local air quality, and in the majority of cases they 
would not need to be quantitatively assessed.' 
This assessment is incorrect in the case of the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel 
Construction site in Leichhardt and the Department of Planning must require the 
proponent to submit an assessment. 
The proponent sets out elsewhere in the EIS its plan to run spoil trucks in and out of the 
site via Darley Rd/James St. 
A full laden truck and dog driving up the steep blind section of Darley Rd/James St will 
have to use high gears and high revs to get up the hill. This will take longer than for 
other vehicles because of the size of a truck and dog and the extensive traffic queuing 
that takes place at the intersection. The proponent anticipates there being a truck every 
4 minutes in peak hour which coincides with the peak of foot traffic near the intersection. 
This means a truck every traffic light cycle. This will create unacceptable concentrations 
of diesel exhaust in an area used by a lot of pedestrians to get to and from the North 
Leichhardt light rail stop. 
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The Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site in Leichhardt should not be allowed 
to proceed because of the health impacts from diesel exhaust. 

• Air quality — exhaust emissions (2) 
I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the 
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, 
that the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air 
quality impacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health 
and the environment to the greatest extent practicable. In particular I object to the 
Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site because of the impact it will have on 
health. 
Many school children alight from the light rail at this stop to get to Sydney Secondary 
College Leichhardt Campus. Many school children board the light rail at this stop to get 
to the Blackwattle Bay campus, St Scholastica's and other schools along the light rail. 
Many school children who attend Orange Grove Public School, Lilyfield cross the City 
West Link here. 
These pedestrians and school children will be forced to inhale diesel fumes containing 
dangerous fine particulate matter day in, day out, for years. No other WestConnex Civil 
and Tunnel Construction site brings pedestrians and school children directly into daily 
contact spoil trucks and their dangerous diesel emissions. The Darley Road Civil and 
Tunnel Construction site in Leichhardt should not be allowed to proceed because of the 
health impacts from diesel exhaust. 

• Air quality — exhaust emissions (3) 
I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the 
proponent has failed to minimise the risks to human health and the environment to the 
greatest extent practicable. The proponent has the option of doing without a tunnel 
construction site at this location either by not having a mid-point dive site or by selecting 
one of the alternative locations which have been identified and which allow for trucks to 
enter directly from the City West Link and which are well away from pedestrians and 
school children. 
I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of 
the risk it will create of inhalation of fine particulate matter from diesel exhaust. The 
Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt should not be allowed to 
proceed because of the risk caused by diesel fumes from spoil trucks at the intersection 
of James St with the City West Link. 

Signed:  



Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name:
Address:

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website 	Yes/No 
Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 
Signed: Date: 12 October 2017 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 
Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction - Traffic 
I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of the 
impact it will have on traffic, parking and local residences. The grounds on which I am 
objecting were also the grounds for rejecting a previous development on this site, which was only 
approved by the Land and Environment Court with strict conditions. 
On 5 December 2006 the Building & Development Council of Leichhardt Council refused 
Development Application D/2006/311 in relation to 7 Darley Road, which was an application 
for alterations and additions to existing building and change of use of existing building for 
use as a liquor store, cafe/deli and commercial office space, new landscaping and signage. 
Hundreds of local residents had lodged objections to the DA. One of the grounds on which 
the application was refused was that the RTA did not support the access arrangements and 
would not allow right hand turns into the site, which is precisely what the proponent is now 
proposing. The following extract from the decision sets out why the RTA objected to the DA: 

"The application has proposed a number of traffic management measures along Darley 
Road, included painted median islands. 
The RTA does not support the access arrangements as proposed and has advised that 
it is likely to create conflicts at the shared entry/exit near Hubert Street. It has been 
recommended that there be separate entry and exit driveways, with the entry nearest to 
Charles Street, and the exit at the driveway crossing near Hubert Street. 
The RTA has advised that these driveways must be physically restricted with left-in/left-
out movements through the provision of 900mm wide concrete median islands, 
covering the width of each driveway and extend to a distance of 10 metres either side 
of each driveway crossing. The parking area along the eastern section of the site must 
also be restricted to left-in/left-out movements. 
On the advice the of the RTA, no right-turn into the site is then possible, potentially 
encouraging west-bound traffic on Darley Road to conduct 'U-turns' at the Charles 
Street intersection to access the carpark, creating a conflict at that point. 
Council's engineers have advised that the proposed traffic management works on the 
Darley Street frontage have a number of deficiencies including: 
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• Traffic lanes on the southern side of Darley Street would be relocated onto the 
existing parking lane which is geometrically unsuitable and unsafe for vehicular 
traffic. 

• The proposed kerbside traffic lane on the southern side of Darley Street would 
conflict with existing stormwater drainage inlet structures. Significant drainage 
works would be required to address this issue without exacerbating existing 
flooding problems in this area. 

Advice from the RTA has also noted the unsuitability of the existing kerbside parking 
and bicycle lanes for a through lane due to its cross-fall. The RTA have further advised 
that the bicycle lane along Darley Road must be retained, and that no objections are 
raise to the proposed pedestrian refuge, subject to compliance with the relevant 
Australian standards. "The RTA also raised objections in relation to traffic that the bottle 
shop development would generate: 

"It is expected that the peak traffic generation periods for the development would be 
Friday evenings and Saturdays, with Thursday evening also busy. Conflict with the 
morning peak hour is therefore expected to be limited. It is noted that the traffic 
surveys were conducted prior to the closure of Moore Street West, Leichhardt. 
Anecdotal evidence has suggested that traffic flow has increased on east-west 
thoroughfares such as Darley Road and Marion Street since the closure. 
Traffic generation figures supplied in the traffic report initially submitted to Council 
were derived strictly from the amount of carparking provided on the site. 
The revised traffic generation figures provided as a result of the additional parking 
provided on the site. It has factored that 35% of traffic to the site are passing trips. It 
has not accounted for spill-over traffic that cannot be accommodated on the site. 
These figures would appear to conflict with statement within the Social Impact 
Assessment (SIA) that was submitted to the LAB for approval. This document 
indicates that the 'catchment' for the proposed liquor outlet is considerably larger and 
it states "In contrast Dan Murphy's OLR's are larger format destination stores 
designed to appeal to a regional market. 

It has also been noted that the proposed liquor store alone would expect up to sixty 
(60) deliveries a week. 

The study derives that the likely additional traffic on the local network would be: 
Thursday evening — some 150 vehicles/hour (in + out) 

• 	Friday evening - some 156 vehicles/hour (in + out) 
midday - some 228 vehicles/hour (in + out) 

Of particular concern in this regard is that the 'No stopping' restriction required by the 
RTA for the northern side of Darley Road during the Thursday and Friday evening 
peaks, which may funnel overflow parking into the surrounding residential streets. 
Furthermore, the substantial increase in traffic flow at the Saturday peak may result 
in significant queuing at the City-West intersection as all vehicles are forced to left-
turn exiting the site. 

On the basis of the above, the proposal is considered unsatisfactory when having 
regard to traffic and parking impacts." 



It is clear that the same traffic impacts raised by the RTA will be a consequence of the 
Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt yet the proponent has failed to 
provide any detail about these impacts or how the proponent will manage these. The 
proponent's plan to bring 100 trucks a day into the site will result in significant queuing at 
the City-West intersection yet the proponent has failed to provide any detail about these 
impacts or how the proponent will manage these. 
The removal of 20 parking spaces Darley Rd and the absence of a worker parking plan will 
funnel overflow parking into the surrounding residential streets which are already at parking 
capacity yet the proponent has failed to provide any detail about these impacts or how the 
proponent will manage these. 
The following points of concern were also raised in the Council's rejection of the bottle shop 
DA: 

"Traffic and parking impact on Darley Road and the surrounding residential street 
network/ vehicular — pedestrian conflict, especially with school children/ increase noise 
from traffic movements and truck loading and unloading. 
The increase in traffic movements to the site are likely to have an undue acoustic 
impact on the dwellings located opposite site, particularly as a result of late-night 
movements. 

The proponent has failed to adequately address the fact that the Darley Road Civil and 
Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt will have the same impacts of: 

Traffic and parking impact on Darley Road and the surrounding residential street 
network 
vehicular — pedestrian conflict, especially with school children/ 
increase noise from traffic movements and truck loading and unloading. 

The proponent has failed to address the fact that the increase in traffic movements to the 
site are likely to have an undue acoustic impact on the dwellings located opposite site, 
particularly as a result of late-night movements. The proponent plans to have workers on 
site 24 / 7. Late night and out of hours comings and goings by vehicle are to be expected 
yet the proponent has failed to address the impact of these vehicle movements on local 
residents. 
The site should not be permitted to operate outside of standard constructions hours 
because of the noise impacts from construction vehicles, delivery vehicles and 
worker transportation vehicles. The following Traffic Management deficiencies were also 
raised in the Council's rejection of the bottle shop DA: 

"The proposed Traffic Management works on the Darley Road frontage have a 
number of deficiencies including: 
(a) Traffic lanes on the southern side of Darley Road would be relocated onto the 

existing parking lane which is geometrically unsuitable and unsafe for 
vehicular traffic. 

(b) The proposed kerbside traffic lane on the southern side of Darley Road would 
conflict with existing stormwater drainage inlet structures. Significant drainage 
works would be required to address this issue without exacerbating existing 
flooding problems in this area. 



" 

(c) The access arrangement for the parking area on the western side of the site 
will create traffic conflict at the shared entry/exit driveway near Hubert Street. 

(d) The application would result in the loss of on-street parking spaces on the 
southern side of Darley Road. 

(e) The applicant has not sufficiently demonstrated that the traffic management 
proposal complies with the RTA requirements for works on a State Road. 

(f) The site plans do not adequately address internal vehicle manoeuvring for 
large trucks accessing the 2 loading docks. 

(g) The application has failed to demonstrate how the existing bicycle lane would 
be maintained. 

The application has failed to demonstrate that the proposal would not have an undue 
increase in traffic generation along Darley Road and the surrounding residential street 
network. 
(a) The applicant has not sufficiently demonstrated assumptions made in their 

report regarding parking demand and traffic generation. 
(b) The traffic generation assumption for passing or redistributed trips is not 
validated. 
(c) The design does not adequately address the impacts from vehicle queuing in 

Darley Road." 
The same deficiencies are present in the proponent's EIS and the Darley Road Civil and 
Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt should be rejected on the same grounds: 

• construction trucks travelling on the southern side of Darley Road will force traffic onto 
the existing parking lane which is geometrically unsuitable and unsafe for vehicular 
traffic. 

• the construction works will conflict with existing stormwater drainage inlet structures 
which will exacerbating existing flooding problems in this area. 

• The access arrangement for the site will create traffic conflict at the shared entry/exit 
driveway near Hubert Street. 

• The application would result in the loss of on-street parking spaces on the southern side 
of Darley Road. 

• There is no traffic management proposal. 

• The proponent has failed to demonstrate how the existing bicycle lane would be 
maintained. 

• The proponent has failed to demonstrate that the proposal would not have an undue 
increase in traffic generation along Darley Road and the surrounding residential street 
network. 

• The proponent has failed to adequately address the impacts from vehicle queuing in 
Darley Road." 

Signed: 



Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 
Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 

Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
Name: 
Address: 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website 	Yes / No 
Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 
Signed: Date: 12 October 2017 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 
Impact of MOC1 on local area 
I oppose the plan for a water treatment plant and an electrical substation to remain on the 
site of 7 Darley Rd Leichhardt after tunnel construction is complete. 
This Motorway Operations Centre 1 (MOC1) is a completely inappropriate use of a site in a 
residential area with particular characteristics. 
The character of Leichhardt is heavily influenced by the street pattern (predominantly 
north/south extending from Parramatta Road) and built form. The wide carriageways and 
regular street pattern combined with the topography and a predominance of single storey 
detached housing gives Leichhardt a more open character than that of Glebe or Annandale. 
The suburb is made up of several distinctive residential neighbourhoods including Excelsior 
Estate, Helsarmel, Piperston and West Leichhardt. The subject site is within the Helsarmel 
Distinctive Neighbourhood that is located on the northwest slope of the Leichhardt/Balmain 
ridge. The Helsarmel Distinctive Neighbourhood is predominated by low scale detached 
and semi-detached cottages that demonstrated a variety of architectural styles and building 
materials. Many of these dwellings are Federation or post-war styles, with scattered 
examples of Californian bungalows and workers cottages. 
The desired future character as set out by Council is to maintain the character of the 
neighbourhood by keeping development complementary in architectural style, form and 
materials and preserve the low scale cottage character. The suburb profile allows for 
contemporary development that is complementary to the streetscape. 
The MOC1 proposal for a tunnel water treatment plant and an electrical substation is 
inconsistent with the character of the neighbourhood. This is a residential neighbourhood 
and what is proposed will permanently degrade our neighbourhood. MOC1 will be a 
prominent and unwelcome eyesore. 
The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site 
Leichhardt and the proposed Motorway Operations Centre 1. The proponent should 
identify alternatives locations for water treatment and a substation including at the 
alternative dive site locations. The proponent has not given an adequate explanation 
as to why these alternatives have not been included in the EIS. 
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 
Address: 
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website 	Yes / No 
Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Signed: Date: 12 October 2017 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 
Noise and disruption from construction 
I object to the proposal for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt 
because of the noise and disruption impact it will have on residents during periods of 
extended construction. 
The proponent has a very poor track record of managing the impacts of Stages 1 and 2 of 
this project. In addition, the conditions of approval are so broad as to make enforcing 
compliance with Council or EPA regulations impossible. The protections for residents are 
ineffectual and the abuse of the Critical State Significant Infrastructure powers is 
continuous. 
The reality for residents living with the Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex is night after night of 
disruption and disturbance with no respite and no way of enforcing compliance. In addition, 
the policy for mitigation entitlements such as noise protection or respite accommodation is 
not transparent and is discretionary. Many residents especially the most vulnerable such 
as those in rental properties or in public housing are unwilling to complain about their 
situation. 
In St Peters in mid-September 2017 the Stage 2 Joint venture's contractors were digging up 
pipes all one weekend, resulting in two burst water mains. They worked through Saturday 
night until after lam on Sunday morning when they should have finished at 6pm on 
Saturday. Many of the residents were without water for much of the weekend. On Monday 
night at 8.30pm RMS turned up unannounced with concrete saws and jackhammers. On 
Tuesday night, RMS were supposed to stop at 6pm but again the work until after midnight. 
A resident whose bedroom was right next door to the work, posted a video of the deafening 
concrete saws in use after midnight with the caption "It's impossible to live here at the 
moment". 
Many local residents are unaware of the construction impacts and that there will be months 
of construction work which will have to take place out of hours. The EIS does not specify 
which works to establish the site will take place during standard construction hours. 
The Department of Planning and Environment should ensure that the conditions of any 
approval are stringent and should require the proponent to pay a pre-determined amount of 
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Submission from: 

Name. 	  

	R. 	 

Please Include / exclude (circle) my personal information when publishing this 
submission to your website Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political 
donations in the last 2 years. 

Address:  '0":1  

Suburb: (---tc---t--(4-4e\r41:7C-  /SW  Postcode 	 

Submission to: 

Planning Services, 
Department of Pianning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 ApOcation 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Signature. 	 

I submit my objection  to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, for 
the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application and require preparation of a  
genuine, not indicative, EIS  

Jobs created: 
(1) The EIS is misieading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during 

construction. It omits the fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of 
businesses, many of which were long-standing and employed hundreds of workers. 
(Executive Summary xviii) 

Heritage impacts: 
(2) The project directly affects five listed heritage items, including demolition of the stormwater 

canal at Rozelle. Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or local heritage 
significant would be subject to indirect impacts through vibration, settlement and visual 
setting. And directly affected nine individual buildings as assessed as being potential local 
heritage items. It is unacceptable that heritage items are removed or potentially damaged 
and the approval should prohibit such destruction.(Executive Summary xviii) 

Property acquisition support service: 
(3) The EIS states that 'Impacts associated with property acquisition would be managed through 

a property acquisition support service.' There is no reference as to how this support service 
will be more effective than that currently offered. There were many upset residents and 
businesses who did not believe they were treated in a respectful and fair manner in earlier 
stages. The EIS needs to include details as to lessons learned from earlier projects and how 
this will be improved for the M4-M5 impacted residents and businesses. (Executive 
Summary xviii) 

Biodiversity: 
(4) The EIS states that investigation would be undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road 

bridge is a potential roost site for microbats. There will be attempts to 'manage potential 
impacts' if confirmed. This is inadequate. The project should not be permitted to impact on 
vulnerable species. 

Visual amenity: 
(5) The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will occur during construction. However it does 

not propose to address these negative impacts in the design of the project. This is 
unacceptable and the EIS needs to propose walls, plant and perimeter treatments and other 
measures at appropriate locations to lessen the impact on visual amenity. (Executive 
Summary xviii) 
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Submission from: 

Name.  

Signature. 
	 D. 

Please‘cludk exclude (circle) my personal information when publishing this 
submissiorrto your website Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political 
donations in the last 2 years. 

Address: 
	HLLL, 	  

Suburb.  (--- 1C-4-4---k 44"-t-tfr- 1̀1,\P4 Postcode 	 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

I submit my objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, for 
the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application and require preparation of a  
genuine, not indicative, EIS  

•• • • The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any 

certainty for residents as to what is proposed and does not 

provide a basis on which the project can be approved. This 

is because the EIS states 'the detail of the design and 

construction approach is indicative only' and is subject to 

'detailed design and construction planning to be 

undertaken by the successful contractors.' 

The EIS does not provide any opportunity to comment on 

the urban design and landscape component of the project. 

It states that 'a detailed review and finalisation of the 

architectural treatment of the project operational 

infrastructure would be undertaken during detailed 

design'. The Community should be given an opportunity 

to comment upon and influence the design and we object 

to the approval of the EIS on the basis that this detail is 

not provided, nor is the community (or other 

stakeholders) given an opportunity to comment or 

influence the final design. 

There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the 

ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states that 

'the ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively 

disperse the emissions from the tunnel and are predicted 

to have negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, 

Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of 

the impacts on air quality need to be provided so that the 

residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the 

impact 

•:* The EIS indiCates that residents will be subjected to  

severe noise impacts for up to 4 months, caused by the 

long-term construction work proposed for this site 

which includes 8 weeks to demolish buildings, followed 

by 6 weeks to establish construction facilities, with 

pavement and infrastructure works required (EIS, 10-

112) The EIS contains limited mitigation proposed to 

manage such impacts. 

Despite setting out the noise impacts of construction at 

this site, the lowest grade acoustic shed is proposed as 

mitigation. The EIS states that the Acoustic shed 

performance should be 'upgraded' and the site hoarding 

increased to 4 metres 'in select areas.' (EIS, 10-119). No 

detail is provided as to how effectively these 

enhancements will manage the noise and vibration 

impacts of construction. 

•:* Up to 14 `receivers' at this site are predicted to have 

impacts from high noise impacts during out of hours 

work for construction and pavement works for 

approximately 2 weeks caused by the use of a rock-

breaker. Again, no plans to relocate or compensate 

residents affected is provided in the EIS (EIS, XV) The 

only mitigation contained in the EIS is that the use of the 

road profiler is to be limited during out of hours works 

'where feasible.' (Table 5-120) In other words, there is no 

mitigation whatsoever for residents affected by daytime 

noise and a possibility that they will be similarly affected 

out of hours where the contractor considers that it isn't 

possible to limit the use of the road profiler. This 

represents an inadequate response to managing these 

severe noise impacts for residents. 

•• • • 
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW,, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	„A-oz.-  
Address: 	ro 	 p prk-_-:.-----P yi_.‘ v\--- 	c--vr 	Suburb k I p-, 	I E.  (f-- 	, 

Post Code 	--2Joi_44) 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website 	Yes / No 
Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 
Signed: 	----. 	Wq 	 Date 	'2-4= 	() ? /'>- 9 

Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction - Traffic 
I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of the 
impact it will have on traffic, parking and local residences. The grounds on which I am 
objecting were also the grounds for rejecting a previous development on this site, which was only 
approved by the Land and Environment Court with strict conditions. 
On 5 December 2006 the Building & Development Council of Leichhardt Council refused 
Development Application 0/2006/311 in relation to 7 Darley Road, which was an application 
for alterations and additions to existing building and change of use of existing building for 
use as a liquor store, cafe/deli and commercial office space, new landscaping and signage. 
Hundreds of local residents had lodged objections to the DA. One of the grounds on which 
the application was refused was that the RTA did not support the access arrangements and 
would not allow right hand turns into the site, which is precisely what the proponent is now 
proposing. The following extract from the decision sets out why the RTA objected to the DA: 

"The application has proposed a number of traffic management measures along Darley 
Road, included painted median islands. 
The RTA does not support the access arrangements as proposed and has advised that 
it is likely to create conflicts at the shared entry/exit near Hubert Street. It has been 
recommended that there be separate entry and exit driveways, with the entry nearest to 
Charles Street, and the exit at the driveway crossing near Hubert Street. 
The RTA has advised that these driveways must be physically restricted with left-in/left-
out movements through the provision of 900mm wide concrete median islands, 
covering the width of each driveway and extend to a distance of 10 metres either side 
of each driveway crossing. The parking area along the eastern section of the site must 
also be restricted to left-in/left-out movements. 

• On the advice the of the RTA, no right-turn into the site is then possible, potentially 
encouraging west-bound traffic on Darley Road to conduct `U-turns' at the Charles 
Street intersection to access the carpark, creating a conflict at that point. 
Council's engineers have advised thatthe proposed traffic management works on the 
Darley Street frontage have a number of deficiencies including: 
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• Traffic .lanes on the southern side of Darley Street would be relocated onto the 
existing parking lane which is geometrically unsuitable and unsafe for vehicular 
traffic. 

• The proposed kerbside traffic lane on the southern Side of Darley Street would 
conflict with existing stormwater drainage inlet structures. Significant drainage 
works would be required to address this issue without exacerbating existing ' 
flooding problems in this area. 

Advice from the RTA has also noted the unsuitability of the existing kerbside parking 
and bicycle lanes for a through lane due to its cross-fall. The RTA have further advised 
that the bicycle lane along Darley Road must be retained, and that no objections are 
raise to the proposed pedestrian refuge, subject to compliance with the relevant 
Australian standards. "The RTA also raised objections in relation to traffic that the bottle 
shop development would generate: 

"It is expected that the peak traffic generation periods for the development would be 
Friday evenings and Saturdays, with Thursday evening also busy. Conflict with the 
morning peak hour is therefore expected to be limited. It is noted that the traffic 
surveys were conducted prior to the closure of Moore Street West, Leichhardt. 
Anecdotal evidence has suggested that traffic flow has increased on east-west 
thoroughfares such as Darley Road and Marion Street since the closure. 
Traffic generation figures supplied in the traffic report initially submitted to Council 
were derived strictly from the amount of carparking provided on the site. 
The revised traffic generation figures provided as a result of the additional parking 
provided on the site. It has factored that 35% of traffic to the site are passing trips. It 
has not accounted for spill-over traffic that cannot be accommodated on the site. 
These figures would appear to conflict with statement within the Social Impact 
Assessment (SIA) that was submitted to the LAB for approval. This document 
indicates that the 'catchment' for the proposed liquor outlet is considerably larger and 
it states "In contrast Dan Murphy's OLR's are larger format destination stores 
designed to appeal to a regional market ..." 
It has also been noted that the proposed liquor store alone would expect up to sixty 
(60) deliveries a week. 
The study derives that the likely additional traffic on the local network would be: 

Thursday evening — some 150 vehicles/hour (in + out) 
• Friday evening - some 156 vehicles/hour (in + out) 
• midday - some 228 vehicles/hour (in + out) 
Of particular concern in this regard is that the `No stopping' restriction required by the 
RTA for the northern side of Darley Road during the Thursday and Friday evening 
peaks, which may funnel overflow parking into the surrounding residential streets. 
Furthermore, the substantial increase in traffic flow at the Saturday peak may result 
in significant queuing at the City-West intersection as all, vehicles are forced to left-
turn exiting the site. 
On the basis of the above, the proposal is considered unsatisfactory when having 
regard to traffic and parking impacts." 



It is clear that the same traffic impacts raised by the RTA will be a consequence of the 
Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt yet the proponent has failed to 
provide any detail about these impacts or how the proponent will manage these. The 
proponent's plan to bring 100 trucks a day into the site will result in significant queuing at 
the City-West intersection yet the proponent has failed to provide any detail about these 
impacts or how the proponent will manage these. 
The removal of 20 parking spaces Darley Rd and the absence of a worker parking plan will 
funnel overflow parking into the surrounding residential streets which are already at parking 
capacity yet the proponent has failed to provide any detail about these impacts or how the 
proponent will manage these. 
The following points of concern were also raised in the Council's rejection of the bottle shop 
DA: 

"Traffic and parking impact on Darley Road and the surrounding residential street 
network/ vehicular — pedestrian conflict, especially with school children/ increase noise 
from traffic movements and truck loading and unloading. 
The increase in traffic movements to the site are likely to have an undue acoustic 
impact on the dwellings located opposite site, particularly as a result of late-night 
movements. 

The proponent has failed to adequately address the fact that the Darley Road Civil and 
Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt will have the same impacts of: 
- Traffic and parking impact on Darley Road and the surrounding residential street 

• network 
- vehicular — pedestrian conflict, especially with school children/ 

increase noise from traffic movements and truck loading and unloading. 
The proponent has failed to address the fact that the increase in traffic movements to the 
site are likely to have an undue acoustic impact on the dwellings located opposite site, 
particularly as a result of late-night movements. The proponent plans to have workers on, 
site 24 / 7. Late night and out of hours comings and goings by vehicle are to be expected 
yet the proponent has failed to address the impact of these vehicle movements on ,local 
residents. 
The site should not be permitted to operate outside of standard constructions hours 
because of the noise impacts from construction vehicles, delivery vehicles and 

' worker transportation vehicles. The following Traffic Management deficiencies were also 
raised in the Council's rejection Of the bottle shop DA: 

"The proposed Traffic Management works on the Darley Road frontage have a 
number of deficiencies including: 
(a) Traffic lanes on the southern side of Darley Road would be relocated onto the 

existing parking lane which is geometrically unsuitable and unsafe for 
vehicular traffic. 

(b) The proposed kerbside traffic lane on the southern side of Darley Road would 
conflict with existing stormwater drainage inlet structures. Significant drainage 
works would be required to address this issue without exacerbating existing 
flooding problems in this area. 



tAi 

(c) The access arrangement for the parking area on the western side of the site 
will create traffic conflict at the shared entry/exit driveway near Hubert Street. 

(d) The application would result in the loss of on-street parking spaces on the 
southern side of Darley Road. 

(e) The applicant has not sufficiently demonstrated that the traffic management 
proposal complies with the RTA requirements for works on a State Road. 

(0 
	

The site plans do not adequately address internal vehicle manoeuvring for 
large trucks accessing the 2 loading docks. 

(g) 	The application has failed to demonstrate how the existing bicycle lane would 
be maintained. 

The application has failed to demonstrate that the proposal would not have 
an undue increase in traffic 

generation along Darley Road and the surrounding residential street 
network. 
(a) The applicant has not sufficiently demonstrated assumptions made in their 

report regarding parking demand and traffic generation. 
(b) The traffic generation assumption for passing or redistributed trips is not 
validated. 
(c) The design does not adequately address the impacts from vehicle queuing in 

Darley Road." 
The same deficiencies are present .in  the proponent's EIS and the Darley Road Civil and 
Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt should be rejected on the same grounds: 
• construction trucks travelling on the southern side of Darley Road will force traffic onto 

the existing parking lane which is geometrically unsuitable and Unsafe for vehicular 
traffic. 

• the construction works will conflict with existing stormwater drainage inlet structures . 
which will exacerbating existing flooding problems in this area. 

• The access arrangement for the site will create traffic conflict at the shared entry/exit 
driveway near Hubert Street. 

• The application would result in the loss of on-street parking spaces on the southern side 
of Darley Road. 

• There is no traffic management proposal. 
• The proponent has failed to demonstrate how the existing bicycle lane would be 

maintained. 
• The proponent has failed to demonstrate that the proposal would not have an undue 

increase in traffic generation along Darley Road and the surrounding residential street 
network. 

• The proponent has failed to adequately address the impacts from vehicle queuing in 
Darley Road." 
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• Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 
Address: 	i 0 	Q i),---Fl)c)--i 4. 	- 1- 	 Suburb 	, N. 1 1,-{,/ F-  / k 0 Post Code 

Please include My personal information when publishing this submission to your • 
website 	Yes / No 	, 
Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 
Signed: 	2i'.. 	 Date 	L.4. /  

I object to the WestC nnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

• Contaminated site 
I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the 
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, that 
the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air quality 
impacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health and the 
environment to the greatest extent practicable. 
7 Darley Road is a site which has been reported to the NSW EPA under section 60 Of the 
CLM Act. Although NSW EPA assessed the site as not requiring regulation under the CLM 
Act in 16.2.14 of the EIS the proponent sets out in Table 16-15 the contaminants of 
potential concern that are present at Dailey Rd. These are metals, polycyclic aromatic 
hydrocarbons, total recoverable hydrocarbons, asbestos and Volatile Organic 
Hydrocarbons (SVOCs). 
The proponent's plan for the Dailey Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt 
involves demolition, earthworks, construction and track-out (the transport of dust and dirt 
from the construction/demolition site onto the public road network on construction 
vehicles). 
I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of 
the impact that disturbance of contaminants will have on health and on property. The 
community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary. 

• Asbestos contaminated site 
I object to the Dailey Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the 
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, that 
the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air quality 
impacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health and the 
environment to the greatest extent practicable. 
Appendix R, 4.7.8 Areas and contaminants of concern the proponent states that 'There is 
also potential for asbestos to be present in the fill from potential uncontrolled filling and 
demolition of former buildings.' 
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The proponent's assessment is defective as it fails to identify the risk to local residents and 
anyone else in the neighbourhood of excavated soil containing contaminants and asbestos 
being blown into nearby streets and into homes and gardens of adjoining properties. The 
proponent's assessment is defective because having identified the presence of asbestos on 
the site it fails to specifically identify the potential for inhalation of asbestos either by 
workers or residents. 

I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of 
the impact that disturbance of asbestos will have on health and on property. The 
community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary. 



Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: 	?'4\\J L  0 	0 AJi a 
Address

.
-
k4 	\c( 	G-kc,=-E-,,) K 00,ie' 	P.\\-) 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: 	
% 

	 Postcode r  \ 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 	A  

....poe",6iiiielude4.deleie4trog,Ciutori dirdeiTivipOsOlii4.'in'fdilreiation When publishing this :SUbrriisSicn 	our website 
any reportable ;political donatipnslh:the teSt 2;years::  ' 	-';pecla.ratipi,1::::t.HAVEINOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained 
in the EIS M4/M5 application, for the following reasons: 

1. The EIS at 7-21 states that Community Update Newsletters were distributed to residents 'near the project footprint' in many 
suburbs. This statement is simply not correct. No such newsletters were received by residents in central and northern 
Newtown. SMC was made aware of this fact, but has not responded to verbal and written requests for audited confirmation of 
the addresses 'Ietterboxed'. This statement of community engagement should be rejected by the Department. 

2. The EIS at 7-25 refers to 876 comments (limited to 140 characters) made via the collaborative map on the Concept Design 'up 
to July' that were considered in the preparation of the EIS. It does not mention the many hundreds of extended written 
submissions that were lodged in late July and early August. These critical 'community engagement' feedback submissions have 
clearly not been considered in the preparation of the EIS. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process. 

3. The EIS at 7-51 refers to concerns that were raised by the community that the alignment of tunnels in Newtown appeared to go 
to the east of King Street, an area that had had no geotech drilling or testing. SMC staff indicated at Community information 
sessions that the maps included in the Concept Design were broad and indicative only, and that further details would be 
available in the EIS. No further details have been provided. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process. 

4. The EIS at 7-41 acknowledges that there is great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will be made a 24-hour 
clearway, stating "Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street". This statement is 
deliberately misleading, inferring SMC has authority over regional roads. Roads and Maritime have the unfettered right to 
declare Clearways wherever/whenever and RMS has NEVER  stated publicly that King St will not be subject to clearways. 

5. SMC have made it all but impossible for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business 
hours. The Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. Monday and Wednesday: 
10am to 7pm. Tuesday: 10am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am to 5pm. Saturday and Sunday: 11am to 4pm. This restricted 
access does NOT constitute open and fair community engagement. 

6. EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncertainties. "The EIS is based on the concept design 
developed for the project. As such, it is to be expected that some uncertainties exist that will need to be resolved during detailed 
design and construction and operational planning. As described in Chapter 1, construction contractors (for each stage of the 
project) would be engaged during detailed design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of temporary and 
permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction methodology to be adopted. This may result in changes to 
both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to the project would 
be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant mitigation measures, environmental 
performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval". The EIS should not be approved till the bulk of these 
'uncertainties' have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public comment. 

7. The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is clear from more detailed reading deep into the EIS (ie 12-
57 Sydney Water Tunnels) that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may vary very significantly, after further survey work 
has been done and construction methodology determined by the construction contractor. The maps provided in the EIS are 
nothing more than 'indicative' and are misleading the community. The EIS should be withdrawn, corrected and updated, and 
reissued for genuine public comment based on 'definitive' information. 

I call on the Minister for Planning to reject this project and demand that the government re-think the transport planning for the 
whole metropolitan area taking into account long term sustainability over short-term private profit. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name: 	 : Email: 	 : Mobile 	  
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Please include/delete (cross out or circle) my personal 
information when publishing this submission to your 
website. Declaration: I have not made any reportable 
donations in the last two years. 

Date: 22 	1 -7 	• 
Address: 1,0 <6" Haw/1'17,0,v 	PoL 

Name: 

Signature: Submission to: Planning Services, Departmen 
of Planning and Environment.' GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW,2001 

Attention: Director, Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Suburb: Y-P&K LAO  Pcistcod.e: 

I OBJECT TO THIS Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). My reasons are as follows. 

There is a lack of strategic justification for the project. No feasible alternatives have been developed or 
assessed. 

This EIS is a strategy-only document. It does not commit to any design and it therefore does not address any 
local impacts created by the proposed M4-M5 Link Instead, it prepares the pathway for the sale of the 
Sydney Motorway Corporation (SMC) to the private sector, which would remove from the Government the 
responsibility, oversight and control of the final design, cost and implementation of the M4-M5 Link. 

Importantly, the M4-M5 Link fails to meet the primary objectives of providing a direct motorway connection 
between Western Sydney and Sydney Airport and Port Botany. 

While the Rozellq Interchange is supposed to be opened in December 2023, the design is so preliminary and 
so complex (and would be incredibly expensive if it were to proceed) that it should be treated as a separate 
stage of the project to ensure that potential private sector funders are willing to invest in it. 

There will be major impacts on the Anzac Bridge (projected 60% increase in daily traffic) and the CBD. The 
EIS forecasts major impacts on bus travel times and reliability. 

The EIS does not adequately account for impacts on health and air quality. Very concerningly, it identifies 
an additional five (5) unfiltered ventilation stacks to be constructed in Rozelle/Lilyfield. Additionally, local 
surface roads will be widened and traffic volumes Will increase - with associated increased air quality risks. 

In summary, the EIS treats the public - our communities - with contempt. It offers no final design, no 
commitment to improved transport and only vague and unreliable traffic modelling. 

If the M4-M5 Link proceeds, the people of the affected inner west suburbs - and indeed in wider Sydney - 
will have a highly destructive, intrusive motorway that escalating tolls will make extremely unpopular, and 
therefore avoided wherever possible. In turn, this will inevitably create traffic congestion in smaller, local 
streets. 

I believe the real purpose of this EIS is to get NSW Government approval so that the opportunity to design, 
build, operate, maintain and put a toll on the road can be sold to private investors - a process completely 
outside of the scrutiny of the public (taxpayers) who will bear the ill-effects on their various communities for 
decades to come. 

I call on the Secretary of NSW Planning to advise the Minister to reject this entire EIS and re-write it 
prior to any further work on the other sections of WestConnex continuing. 
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Name: 	 Re(712-J1 

Signature: 

Please include/delete (cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing this 
submission to your website. Declaration:! have not made any reportable donations in the last 
two years. 

Address: 1 62  

Suburb: 
	

Postcode: 2-62 LiC 

Submission to: Planning Services, Department of Planning and Environment. 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW,2001 

Attention Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex ff14-115 Link this process! 

I have tried to make sense of this confused unclear document and am still puzzled. Here are my objections: 

1. The introduction of the EIS clearly states that the information in the EIS is" indicative of the final design'only. The reality of this statement means that tic project may be 
completely different to stated plans in the EIS. Furthermore (though the EIS indicates what is to be expected when construction begins, it also states that that only after 
Construction Contractors have been engaged would project designs and methodologies be finally worked out and agreed upon. This may result in major changes to 
the project design and construction methodologies. The community would have no say inthis process. 

2. . It is clear that Annandale, Glebe, Rozelle and Lilyfield will be exposed to unacceptable health risks. With massive number of extra truck four unfiltered emissions 
stacks in the area plus a huge number of exit portals, the residents of this area will suffer greatly from poisonous diesel particulates. This is negligent 
when you consider that, the World Health Organisation in 2012 declared diesel particulates carcinogenic.' 

3. As you are no doubt aware there are at least 5 schools that will be in the orbit of these poisonous fumes and children and the elderly are most at risk to lung ailments and 
surrounds will experience increased traffic with associated noise and air pollution— most particularly at the Crescent, Johnson St and Catherine St, 
Annandale/Lilyfield/Leichhardt and Ross Street, Glebe. These streets are already highly congested at peak times'and with a massive number of extra truck 
movements and traffic associated with construction, these streets will become gridlocked during peak times. 

4. Also, the widening of the Crescent between the city West Link and Johnston street with an extra lane being constructed will lead to heavy traffic congestion on a 
road that has 3 Primary/Infants schools. 

5. The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement "may occur, further stating thaesettlement induced by tunnel excavation and groundwater drawdown may 
occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment". The risk of ground movement and subsidence is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 metres 
underground. (Vol 2B Appendix E p 1) The planned Inner West Interchange proposes tunnels which are astonishingly shallow eg John St at '22metres Hill St 
at 28metres Moore St 27 metres.(Vol 2B Appendix E Part 2) Catherine St at 28metres(Vol 2B Appendix E Part 1). At these shallow 
depths, the homes above would indisputably sustain serious structural damage and cracking. 

6.Rozelle Rail Yards will have 400 car parking spaces provided for workers(EIS). The daily workforce for these sites is stated to be approximately 550. This means 
that 150 vehicles will need to park in nearby local streets which are already over-subscribed during weekdays by commuters taking the light rail. 
7.The removal of spoil from the Rozelle Rail Yards will lead to the largest number of spoil truck movements on the entire Stage 3 project 517 Heavy truck 
movements a day, of which 46 are stated to take place during peak hours. This will lead to extra noise and air pollution in this area. 
There will also be disturbance of soil in the old Rozelle Goods Yard which may be thick with toxic contaminants such as lead and asbestos(as was the case in St Peters.) 
You made no provision for the safe removal of these toxic substances in St Peters and I do not see any provision in the EIS for their safe removal in this area. 

8. The removal of Buruwan Park between The Crescent and Bayview Crescent/Railway Parade, Annandale to accommodate the widening realignment of the 
Crescent Would be a direct loss of much-needed parkland in this innercity area. Further, Buruwan Park lies on a major cycle route from Railway Parade through to 
Anzac Bridge, HIS and the CBD. 
9. The proposed building of a park in the area of the Goods Yard right in the middle of a large number of exit portals and poisonous smoke stacks borders on being 
criminally negligent. This new "recreational area' will be subject to the dangerous invisible particulates of 2.5 microns and smaller so many residents and children will 
be unaware that they are being poisoned. All evidence shows that these particulates are linked with increased cases of asthma, lung disease, 
cancer and stroke placing further pressure on our already overloaded health system. 
10. If stage 3 of the Westconnex project is completed, it is predicted that by 2033, reductions in peak travel times from Western Sydney to the airport and to the Botany 
Port area will be miniscule. Parramatta to Sydney airport will save 10 minutes, between Burwood and Sydney Airport the time saved will be 5 minutes and between 
Silvenvater and Port Botany the time saved will be 10 minutes. These are only the best predictions put forward and time savings may in fad be much less. The whole 
rationale for building this wasteful 18 billion dollar polluting project was precisely for that reason... to reduce travel times.. 
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Name: 

Signature. 
Please include/delete (cross out or circle) my ersonal 
information when publishing this submission to your 
website. Declaration: I have not made any reportable 
donations in the last two years. 

Address: r 0 S '11AVV/M62(Al\--Q-edi-' 

suburbAol euP Postcode: 

Submission to: Planning Services, Department 
of Planning and Environment. GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW,2001 

Attention Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

This document is vague, lacking in detail confusing and confused. Here are my objections: 
1. . It is clear that Annandale, Glebe, Rozelle and Lilyfield will be exposed to =acceptable health risks. With 

massive number of extra truck four unfiltered emissions stacks in the area plus a large number of exit 
portals, the residents of this area will suffer greatly from poisonous diesel particulates. This is negligent 
when you consider that, the World Health Organisation in 2012 declared diesel particulates carcinogenic. 
As you are no doubt aware there are at least 5 schools that will be in the orbit of these poisonous fumes 
and children and the elderly are most at risk to lung ailments and surrounds will experience increased 
traffic with associated noise and air pollution— most particularly at the Crescent, Johnson St and 
Catherine St, Annandale/Lilyfield/Leichhardt and Ross Street, Glebe. 

2. Also, the widening of the Crescent between the city West Link and Johnston street with an extra lane 
being constructed will lead to heavy traffic congestion on a road that has 3 Primary/Infants schools. 

3. The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement "may occur, further stating that 
"settlement induced by tunnel excavation and groundwater drawdown may occur in some areas along the 
tunnel alignment". The risk of ground movement and subsidence is lessened where tunnelling is more 
than 35 metres underground. (Vol 2B Appendix E p 1) The planned Inner West Interchange proposes 
tunnels which are astonishingly shallow eg John St at 22metres Hill St at 28metres Moore St 27 
metres.(VoI 2B Appendix E Part 2) Catherine St at 28metre5(Vo1 2B Appendix E Part 1). At these shallow 
depths, the homes above would sustain serious structural damage and cracking. 

5. Rozelle Rail Yards will have 400 car parking spaces provided for workers(EIS). The daily workforce for 
these sites is stated to be approximately 550. This means that 150 vehicles will need to park in nearby local 
streets which are already over-subscribed during weekdays by commuters taking the light rail. 
6.The removal of spoil from the Rozelle Rail Yards will lead to the largest number of spoil truck 
movements on the entire Stage 3 project: 517 Heavy truck movements a day, of which 46 are stated to take 
place during peak hours. 
7. The removal of Buruwan Park between The Crescent and Bayview Crescent/Railway Parade, Annandale 
to accommodate the widening realignment of the Crescent would be a direct loss of much-needed parkland 
in this inner city area. 
8. The propqsed building of a park in the area of the Goods Yard right in the middle of a large number of 
exit portals and poisonous smoke stacks borders on being criminally negligent. This new "recreational 
area' children will be unaware that they are being poisoned. 
9.The introduction of the EIS clearly states that the information in the EIS is" indicative of the final design 
'only. The reality of this statement means that the project may be completely different to stated plans in the 
EIS. Furthermore although the EIS indicates what is to be expected when construction begins, it also states 
that that only after Construction Contractors have been engaged would project designs and methodologies 
be finally worked out and agreed upon. This may result in major changes to the project design and 
construction methodologies. The community would have no say in this process. 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 	 Submission to: 
application # 5517485, for the reasons set out below. 

Name• 	 

Signature• 	 

Please include / delete (cross out or circle)  my personal information when 
publishing this submission to your webs ite Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any 
reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 

Address: i3/97 	04,LIP-A- 	126 
	

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Suburb: 	400UA1( 1-r- 
	

Postcode 	,J)3 

• The EIS at 12-57 describes potentially serious problems where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key Sydney Water utility services that service 
Sydney's eastern and southern suburbs. Why is SMC proposing tunnelling within metres of these critical services when no accurate surveying 
has been done? And when there is only limited information available about the strength of these water tunnels ? The community can have no 
confidence in the EIS proposals that are incomplete and possibly negligent. The EIS proposals and application should not be approved till these 
issues are definitively resolved and publicly published. 

• Why the so called 'King Street Gateway' been excluded in the analysis of cumulative impacts of other projects? 
• There has been no independent consideration of alternatives, in particular of a major expansion of commuter rail transport. The Department 

should reject this inadequate EIS and have a review of the flawed processes that have already led to massive expenditure on the inadequate 
option of privatised toll roads. This proposal is out of step with contemporary urban planning. 

• I object to the fact that the WestConnex Traffic Model has not been released to Councils and the community. 
• SMC have made it all but impossible for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The 

Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. Monday and Wednesday: 10am to 7pm. Tuesday: 
10am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am to 5pm. Saturday and Sunday: llam to 4pm. This restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair 
community engagement. 

• Given the high cost of the tolls and their anticipated annual increase it is also expected that there will be an increase on traffic generally on local 
roads as motorists avoid the tollways. This can already be seen on Parramatta Rd immediately the new M4 tolls were activated. We expect 
exactly the same effect in the roads around the interchange, including the Princes Highway, King St, Edgeware and Enmore Roads and through 
the streets of Erskineville and Alexandria. 

• EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncertainties. "The EIS is based on the concept design developed for the 
project. As such, it is to be expected that some uncertainties exist that will need to be resolved during detailed design and construction and 
operational planning. As described in Chapter 1, construction contractors (for each stage of the project) would be engaged during detailed 
design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction 
methodology to be adopted. This may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in 
this EIS. Any changes to the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant mitigation 
measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval". The EIS should not be approved till the bulk of these 
'uncertainties' have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public comment. 

• I object to the publication of this EIS only 14 days after the final date for submission of comments on the concept design. At the time this EIS 
was approved for publication, there had been no public response to the public submissions on the design. It Was not possible that the 
community's feedback was considered let alone assessed before the EIS model was finalised. The rushed process exposes the fundamental lack 
of integrity in the feedback process and treats the community with contempt. 

• Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex, yet there are no detailed construction plans. It is not enough to say there will 
be mitigation if negative impacts unfold. An EIS should assess risks and be able to predict whether they are worth risking and if so, what 
mitigation should be necessary. 

• The assessment and solution to potentially serious problems described in the EIS at 12-57 (where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key 
Sydney Water utility services that service Sydney's eastern and southern suburbs) is "based on assumptions about the strength and stiffness of 
the water tunnels given that limited information about the design and condition of these assets was available. Detailed surveys should be 
undertaken to verify the levels and condition of these Sydney Water assets. A detailed assessment would be carried out in consultation with 

Sydney Water to demonstrate that construction of the M4-M5 Link tunnels would have negligible adverse settlement or vibration impacts on 
these tunnels. A settlement monitoring program would also be implemented during construction to validate or reassess the predictions should it 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 
	 Email 	 Mobile 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: oNi09--  epolo, 
Address: 

1D 
-21 	
i764Y-  i 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: (C(// 	eV 	 Postcode 21-7 61  

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 	667-1,-- — 

t  Please tinclude!,kdelete'I(cross out,orcircletirnyiipersonalvinformation„when 'publishing this submission to your:website 
any reportable political donations in the '1.ai 2 Oar's. 

' 
Y 	'OeClaratiorl HAVE NOT made, , 	, 	, 	, 	. 	. 	. 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained 
in the EIS M4/M5 application, for the following reasons: 

1. The EIS at 7-21 states that Community Update Newsletters were distributed to residents 'near the project footprint' in many 
suburbs. This statement is simply not correct. No such newsletters were received by residents in central and northern 
Newtown. SMC was made aware of this fact, but has not responded to verbal and written requests for audited confirmation of 
the addresses letterboxed'. This statement of community engagement should be rejected by the Department. 

2. The EIS at 7-25 refers to 876 comments (limited to 140 characters) made via the collaborative map on the Concept Design 'up 
to July' that were considered in the preparation of the EIS. It does not mention the many hundreds of extended written 
submissions that were lodged in late July and early August. These critical 'community engagement' feedback submissions have 
clearly not been considered in the preparation of the EIS. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process. 

3. The EIS at 7-51 refers to concerns that were raised by the community that the alignment of tunnels in Newtown appeared to go 
to the east of King Street, an area that had had no geotech drilling or testing. SMC staff indicated at Community information 
sessions that the maps included in the Concept Design were broad and indicative only, and that further details would be 
available in the EIS. No further details have been provided. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process. 

4. The EIS at 7-41 acknowledges that there is great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will be made a 24-hour 
clearway, stating "Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street". This statement is 
deliberately misleading, inferring SMC has authority over regional roads. Roads and Maritime have the unfettered right to 
declare Clearways wherever/whenever and RMS has NEVER stated publicly that King St will not be subject to clearways. 

5. SMC have made it all but impossible for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business 
hours. The Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. Monday and Wednesday: 
10am to 7pm. Tuesday: 10am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am to 5pm. Saturday and Sunday: 11am to 4pm. This restricted 
access does NOT constitute open and fair community engagement. 

6. EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncertainties. "The EIS is based on the concept design 
developed for the project. As such, it is to be expected that some uncertainties exist that will need to be resolved during detailed 
design and construction and operational planning. As described in Chapter 1, construction contractors (for each stage of the 
project)would be engaged during detailed design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of temporary and 
permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction methodology to be adopted. This may result in changes to 
both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to the project would 
be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant mitigation measures, environmental 
performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval". The EIS should not be approved till the bulk of these 
'uncertainties' have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public comment. 

7. The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is clear from more detailed reading deep into the EIS (ie 12-
57 Sydney Water Tunnels) that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may vary very significantly, after further survey work 
has been done and construction methodology determined by the construction contractor. The maps provided in the EIS are 
nothing more than 'indicative' and are misleading the community. The EIS should be withdrawn, corrected and updated, and 
reissued for genuine public comment based on 'definitive' information. 

I call on the Minister for Planning to reject this project and demand that the government re-think the transport planning for the 
whole metropolitan area taking into account long term sustainability over short-term private profit. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name: 	 Email: 	 : Mobile 	  
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Submission to: 
Planning Services 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW 2001 

Attention: Director — Transport 
Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 
Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 

Signature:  
Please include / delete (cross out or circle)  my personal 
information when publishing this submission to your website. 
Declaration: I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political 
donations in the late 2 years.  
Address: 

Suburb: LeN 	-vs-v \i..c8ostcode: 

I object to the Westconnex M4-M5 link proposals as contained in the EIS for the following reasons: 

1. The EIS is a strategy document only. It does not commit to any design, and therefore it doesn't address any 
local issues which are created by the construction of the M4-M5 link. Its whole purpose is to prepare a legal 
and bureaucratic pathway for the sale of Sydney Motor Corporation to the private sector thereby removing the 
Government from the oversight and responsibility for the design and construction. It also endeavours to lock 
out the public from being able to have any say in what is built, how it is built and where it is built. 

2.The EIS shows that traffic on the City West Link, Johnston St, the Crescent, Catherine St and Ross street will 
greatly increase during the construction period and also be greatly increased by the time Stage 3 is completed. 
It states that Stage 3 will do nothing to improve traffic congestion in the area in fact it will add to the problem. 
Many of these areas are already congested at Peak times. This will be highly negative for the local area as more 
and more people try to avoid the congestion by using rat runs through the local areas on local streets. 

3. The proposed work hours for the Rozelle Rail Yards Site are tunnelling and spoil handling 24 hours a day 
seven days a week. On ground construction Mon-Fri 7.00am — 6.00pm, Sat 8.00am- 1.00pm. However as has 
been experienced by those at Haberfield and St Peters these hours and especially late and night work have been 
extended and implemented when the schedules have fallen behind and this has lead to great physical and 
mental stress for many residents through interrupted sleep and loss of sleep especially for those with children. 
The roads and sites at night in the area will see a marked increase in noise from truck movements, truck 
reversing alarms and running machinery. It will also see a marked increase in light during the night hours with 
site illumination and vehicle head lights as has been experienced in other areas. These problems have not been 
addressed in the EIS. 

4. The Rozelle Rail Yards site is the location of 3 Unfiltered Pollution Stacks. There is a fourth stack on Victoria 
Rd close to Darling St almost opposite Rozelle Primary School. If the Western Harbour Tunnel is built there will 
also be a total of 7 Tunnel Portals. Tunnel Portals are also areas of high levels of pollution. It is totally 
unacceptable that the Pollution Stacks are unfiltered. Recently built tunnels in Tokyo successfully filter 98% of 
all pollutants. There are at least 5 schools and childcare centres in close proximity to these pollution stacks. 

5. Heart disease will skyrocket due to air pollution caused by Westconnex bringing more cars into the Inner 
West says Paul Torzillo, Head of Respiratory medicine at Royal Prince Albert Hospital. Inner West Courier 23rd 
May 2017 

6. Motor vehicles account for 14% of Particulate Pollution of 2.5 microns and less in Australia. There is no safe 
level to exposure to particulate matter of 2.5 microns and less. Fine particulate matter is linked with Asthma, 
Lung Disease, Cancer, Stroke and poor lung development in children. Those most at risk are the old, the young 
and the unborn of pregnant women. 

7. The Rozelle Rail Yard stacks are stated to be 38m high and are situated in a valley area. The majority of 
Balmain Road is 39m above sea level and Annandale St is at 29m above sea level. Both are considerably less 
than 1 kilometre from the Rail Yard stacks so pollution will be blown directly into many homes in these areas. 
This will expose the residents of Annandale, Lilyfield, Rozelle and Balmain to highly increased health risks. 

8. There will be major impacts on the Anzac Bridge with a projected increase of 60% in daily traffic. There will 
also be major impacts to the Sydney City Centre. The EIS states that this will lead to major impacts on bus 
travel time and reliability. The E1S's suggests that people will have to adjust their travel times to starting for 
work earlier and finishing later. This is unacceptable and underlines Westconnex's waste and total failure. 
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I submit my strongest objections to the M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS  
application # SSI 7485, and request the Minister to reject the application and require SMC / 
RMS to issue a true, not an 'indicative' and fundamentally flawed EIS  

Name- 
 GCc 'A 1,t jtom  

Signature 	 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

1  

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport 
Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: 
WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Postcode  "ik? 4-0  
Address 	- 

Suburb: 

  

The EIS needs to provide specific detail as to what will be provided by way of alternative 
accommodation to the 36 residents identified as suffering extreme noise interference. There is no 
plan to temporarily relocate such residents, not to offer them financial compensation to enable them 
to move out during the worst period. There is an estimated 10 weeks of extreme noise during 
demolition of the commercial building and preparatory road works. Once this work is finished the 
residents will also be forced to endure a truck every 304 minutes for a period of five years. It is 
clearly not possible for such residents to continue to live in these houses and the EIS needs to detail 
what will be provided in terms of alternative living arrangements for part, or all of the construction 
work period. 

> For example, the AECOM EIS for the New M5 failed to deal with how the massively contaminated 
land fill at Alexandria would be managed during construction. After months of sickening odours, the 
NSW EPA admits that despite fining SMC and requiring contractors to take measures to control 
odours, they have not stopped. It acknowledges that it does not have the power to stop work until 
WestConnex contractors comply with environmental regulations. 

> Hundreds of risks associated with this project have not been assessed but have instead been deferred 
to a detailed design stage into which the public will have no input. I call on the Department of 
Planning to reject this inadequate EIS that has been prepared by AECOM that has multiple 
commercial interests in WestConnex. 

> Table 6.1 in Appendix Q ( Social and Economic impact) is not an accurate report on the concerns of 
residents. It downgrades the concerns of Newtown, St Peters and Haberfield residents. It does not 
even mention concerns about additional years of construction in Haberfield and St Peters. It also 
does not mention concerns about heritage impacts in Newtown. I can only assume that this is 
because there was almost no consultation in Newtown and a failure to notify impacted residents 
including those on the Eastern Side of King Street and St Peters. 

> Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for 
three years. The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact 
for residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised. 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name7-1-71--1 k r\L=7 Cv-%-. 	5 	C-,?....... 

Address: Z.,.  „1 /4  —17,.......___ 

Application Number: Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: P\  Q_Ae_,., _tc›. (A0 4. 	Postcode zscsy 
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 

Please include/ deleteqcroSs out or circle i my personal information when publishing this submission tayodr'WebOe • 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years:. 	 '  , , Declaration: I HAVE NOT made . 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained 
in the EIS M4/M5 application, for the following reasons: 

1. There is great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will become a 24-hour clearway. The EIS at 7-41 
acknowledges that, and states "Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street". This 
statement is deliberately misleading as it infers that SMC has the authority to establish Clearways on regional roads. Roads and 
Maritime have the unfettered right to declare Clearways wherever and whenever they wish, and RMS has NEVER  stated 
publicly that King Street will not be subject to extended clearways. 

2. The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is only when you get to EIS 12-57 (Sydney Water Tunnels) 
that is becomes clear that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may vary very significantly, after further survey work has 
been done and construction methodology determined by the construction contractor. The maps provided in the EIS are only 
'indicative' and are misleading the community. The EIS should be withdrawn, corrected and updated, and reissued for genuine 
public comment based on 'definitive' information. 

3. The EIS refers to concerns that were raised by the community that the route'of tunnels in Newtown appeared to go to the east 
of King Street, an area that had had no geotech testing (see at 7-51) SMC staff indicated at. Community information sessions 
that the maps included in the Concept Design were broad and indicative only, and that further details would be available in the 
EIS. The details in the just released EIS indicate both sides of King St but as it is only indicative how is it possible to comment on 
the likely impacts. This seriously casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process. 

4. I strongly object to the way the EIS treats "uncertainties". EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the process re project 
uncertainties. "The EIS is based on the concept design developed for the project. ... it is to be expected that some uncertainties 
exist that will need to be resolved during detailed design and construction and operational planning. As described in Chapter 1, 
construction contractors ... would be engaged during detailed design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of 
temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction methodology to be adopted. This may result 
in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to 
the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant mitigation measures, 
environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval". Given this I strongly object to the approval of this 
EIS until critical 'uncertainties' have been fully researched and the results (and any changes) published for public comment. 

5. At 7-25 the EIS does not mention the many hundreds of extended written submissions that were lodged in late July and early 
August. These critical 'community engagement' feedback submissions have clearly not been considered in the preparation of 
the EIS. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process. 

6. It all very difficult for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The Newtown 
Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. This restricted access does NOT constitute open 
and fair community engagement. 

7. This EIS contains no meaningful design and construction details and no parameters as to how broad changes and therefore 
impacts could be. It therefore fails to allow the community to be informed about and comment on the project impacts in a 
meaningful way. 

I call on the Minister for Planning to reject this project and demand that the government re-think the transport planning for the 
whole metropolitan area taking into account long term sustainability over short-term private profit. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name: 	 ; Email: 	 ; Mobile 	  
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Submission to : Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: 
fX. 	30-LC fcl 

Signature: \ 

Please include / dklete (cro  $ oukr circle  my personal information when 
publishing this submission to your website Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any 
reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address: r3)5 C s v s- 

Suburb: 	 Postcode 2-69(-("L  

Attention: Director - Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 
Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application 

• This EIS provides no basis on which to approve such a complex project including the building of interchanges underneath Sydney suburbs 

Rozelle and Leichhardt. It would be absurd to approve the building of up to three tunnels under people's homes on the basis of such flimsy 

information. 

• Hundreds of risks associated with this project have not been assessed but have instead been deferred to a detailed design stage into which 

the public will have no input. I call on the Department of Planning to reject this inadequate EIS that has been prepared by AECOM that has 

multiple commercial interests in WestConnex. 

• The EIS at 7-25 refers to 876 comments (limited to 140 characters) made via the collaborative map on the Concept Design 'up to July' that 

were considered in the preparation of the EIS. It does not mention the many hundreds of extended written submissions that were lodged in 

late July and early August. These critical 'community engagement' feedback submissions have clearly not been considered in the preparation 
of the EIS. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process. 

• Increased traffic congestion in areas around portals will increase pollution along roadsides, with predicted adverse impacts on breathing and 

through long-term carcinogenic effects. The maps and analysis of the pollution effects in the EIS should be presented in a way that enables 

them to be understood by ordinary citizens. Instead information is presented in a way that is deliberately obscure and hard to interpret. 

• This EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a wish list not based on actual effects. Everything is 

indicative, 'would' not 	telling me nothing is actually 'known' for certain — and is certainly not included here. 

• EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) states. ...... this may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described 

and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including 

relevant mitigation measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval". It is unstated just who would 

have responsibility for such a "review(ed) for consistency", and how these changes would be communicated to the community. The EIS should 

not be approved till significant 'uncertainties' have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public 

comment (ie : the Sydney Water Tunnels issues at 12-57) 

• The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. Neither Stage 2 or 3 

provides such access. Both the new M5 and the new M4-M5 Link will dump 1,000s more per day onto the roads to the Airport which are 

already at capacity. 

• There has been no 'meaningful' consultation with the community. Some areas affected by M3/M5 have not even been letterboxed by SMC. 

These include St Peters and sections of Erskineville. The SMC received hundreds of submissions on its concept design and failed to respond to 

any of these before lodging this EIS. 

• Unfiltered stacks anywhere in Sydney are not unacceptable. There must be a review of the NSW government's unacceptable policy on this 

issue. I am appalled that the ex Minister for Planning Rob Stokes who approved the New M5 and unfiltered stacks in St Peters and Haberfield 

would declare that he would not have them in his own area. How can residents have any trust in a process that is underpinned by such 

hypocrisy. 

• The EIS at 7-51 refers to concerns that were raised by the community that the alignment of tunnels in Newtown appeared to go to the east of 

King Street, an area that had had no geotech drilling or testing. SMC staff indicated at Community information sessions that the maps 

included in the Concept Design were broad and indicative only, and that further details would be available in the EIS. No further details have 

been provided. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process. 

• Other Comments I would like to make: 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Submission to: Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Attention: Director — transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 	• 
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	gri 	,,c0YY•ghh 14_ 

Signature: 	.. 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the 
last 2 years. 

Address: rgCX) 	6-7s 	ci,- _  4--- 	A 
Suburb: Lek/ (,\ 	 Postcode ...2,04.6 

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application 

• Current noise measures — Leichhardt: The EIS states that 'reasonable and feasible work practices and 
mitigation measures would be implemented to minimise potential noise impacts due to activities occurring 
at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site.' 96-52) This is not good enough. The EIS does not contain any 
detail whatsoever of these proposal on which they can comment. In addition, there is no requirement that 
measures will in fact be introduced to address noise impacts. The approval conditions need to contain 
detail of specific noise mitigation measures that are mandated and can be enforced. 

• Acoustic shed — Leichhardt: The EIS does not require an acoustic shed and states that 'Acoustic barriers 
and devices at the access tunnel entrances would be considered and implemented where reasonable and 
feasible to minimise potential noise impacts associated with out-of-hours works within the tunnels.' (6-51) 
The EIS needs to mandate that these measures are in place. Where mentioned, the acoustic shed that is 
considered offers the lower grade noise protection. This is despite the fact that 36 'sensitive receivers' are 
identified in the EIS, who will have extreme noise disturbance through much of the -5-year construction 
period. In addition, the acoustic shed covers only the spoil and spoil handling area and not the tunnel 
entrances and exits. The highest level of noise protection, which is only suggested in the EIS, needs to be 
mandated in the EIS. In addition, the shed needs to cover both the entrance and exit to the site and not 
simply the spoil handling areas. The independent engineer's report (commissioned by the Inner West 
council) states that it is likely, because of the elevated position of the site, that it is likely an acoustic shed 
will not contain the noise to an acceptable level. In addition, a temporary access tunnel will be built from 
the top of the site and run directly under homes in James Street. These homes will be unacceptably 
impacted by the construction noise and truck movements without these additional measures. 

• Return of the site after construction — Leichhardt: The Darley Road site will not be returned after the 
project, with a substantial portion permanently housing a Motorways Operations facility which involves a 
substation and water treatment plant. This means that the residents will not be able to directly access the 
North Light rail Station from Darley Road but will have to traverse Canal Road and use the narrow path 
from the side. In addition the presence of this facility reduces the utility of this vital land which could be 
turned into a community facility. Over the past 12 months community representatives were repeatedly told 
that the land would be returned and this has not occurred. We also object to the location of this type of 
infrastructure in a neighbourhood setting. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My 
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not 
.be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 
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Suburb: Postcode 0,Z6-4,0 

Name: (3 r 
Signature: 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website. Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the 
last 2 years. 

Address: 
00 	g6-- iVL - 

Submission to : Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Attention: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application 

• The project will worsen traffic near the Darley Road civil and tunnel site during and after construction — 
Leichhardt: The EIS states that after the M4-m5 opens, that traffic on Darley Road will increase by 4%. 
There is no benefit in the overall project for residents. During construction westbound traffic will increase 
on Darley Road by 37%. This increase in traffic for a period of up to five years will make it hazardous to 
cross the road and access the light rail and travel to Blackmore oval, the bat run, the dog park and the 
Leichhardt pool. In addition, iot will drastically increase both local traffic and outer area traffic at peak 
commute times. We therefore object to the location of this site based on the unacceptable traffic impacts it 
will have on road users and on pedestrians. 

• Impact on traffic once project opens — Leichhardt: The EIS provides that Darley Road traffic will increase 
by 4% following the completion of the project in 2022. There is no benefit for residents flowing from this 
project. It is unacceptable that Leichhardt residents, particularly those close to Darley Road, will be forced 
to endure years of highly intrusive construction impacts and then derive no benefit from the project.The 
EIS states that the road network will improve once the Western Harbour Tunnel and Beaches Link opens, 
which means that residents will have to endure worsened traffic conditions for up to 10 years. While the 
traffic on the City West Link is forecast to decrease by up to 40 per cent once the project is completed, this 
is based on commuters electing to use the tollways. There is limited evidence to support these statistics 
and it is likely that many people will choose to use local roads to avoid the toll which will result in significant 
rat-running. There is no plan in the EIS to manage this issue. 

• Constant out of hours work expected and permitted — Leichhardt: The EIS states that 'some surface works' 
would need to be carried out out-of-hours to minimise traffic disruptions or for safety or operational 
reasons'. Given that Darley Road is a known accident black spot and is highly congested, particularly at 
peak periods, it is likely that there will be frequent out-of-hours work. This will create an unacceptable 
impact on those living close to the site. There are an estimated 36 homes that will suffer severe noise 
impacts and out of hours work will adversely affect their amenity of life. In addition, it is likely to lead to 
additional road closures and diversions, placing pressure on the local traffic network. No out-of-hours work 
should be permitted except in the case of a true emergency. The EIS as drafted effectively permits out of 
hours to be undertaken whenever this is convenient to the contractor (Executive Summary xiv). 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My 
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not 
be divulged to other parties 

Name 	Email 	 -  Mobile 	  
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Address: 20o 	1.stoic.1 
Suburb: Le  d 

Submission to: Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Attention: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: eri 	gan-W__.44 

Signature: 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website. Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the 
last 2 years. 

Postcode 4to 

NA, 

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application 

• Environmental issues — contamination — Leichhardt: The EIS states that Darley Road is a contaminated 
site; likely including asbestos. There is a risk to the community associated with spoil removal, transfer and 
handling. We object to the selection of the site based on the environmental risks that this creates, along 
with risks to health of residents. 

Location of permanent Motorway operations complex on Darley Road — Leichhardt: We strongly object to 
the proposed location of this permanent operational facility on Darley Road. The presence of this site 
contradicts repeated assurances to the community that the site would be returned after construction was 
completed. The ongoing presence of this site will limit future uses of the darley Road site which could 
serve community purposes, particularly.given its location directly next to public transport. Its presence 
removes the ability to provide more accessible, safer and direct pedestrian access to the North Leichhardt 
Light Rail Station. The plant location, in a neighbourhood setting is not appropriate. It Will reduce property 
values and have an unacceptable impacts on the visual amenity of the area. The streets adjacent to Darley 
Road are comprised of low-rise residential homes and small businesses and infrastructure such as this 
should not be permitted in such a location. 

• Alternative housing for residents — Leichhardt: The EIS needs to provide specific detail as to what will be 
provided by way of alternative accommodation to the 36 residents identified as suffering extreme noise 
interference. There is no plan to temporarily relocate such residents, not to offer them financial 
compensation to enable them to move out during the worst period. There is an estimated 10 weeks of 
extreme noise during demolition of the commercial building and preparatory road works. Once this work is 
finished the residents will also be forced to endure a truck every 304 minutes for a period of five years. It is 
clearly not possible for such residents to continue to live in these houses and the EIS needs to detail what 
will be provided in terms of alternative living arrangements for part, or all of the construction work period. 

• Access tunnel from Darley Road — Leichhardt: The EIS contains no detail of the access tunnel from the 
Darley Road site to the mainline tunnel other than depicting the route. The approval conditions need to 
ensure that tunnelling is occurring at sufficient depth so as to not jeopardise the integrity of the homes and 
not create unacceptable vibration and noise impacts for James Street residents and those at adjacent 
streets. The approval conditions need to make clear the period of time for which the 'temporary' tunnel is to 
be used. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My 
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not 
be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Address: SOO 

Suburb: cLei  Postcode 

Submission to: Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Attention: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Please include  my personal info/mat/on when publishing this submission to your 
website. Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the 
last 2 years. 

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application 

• Unacceptable construction noise levels — Leichhardt: The EIS states that construction noise levels would 
exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation. Activities identified include earthworks, demolition 
of existing structures and site establishment and utility adjustments. The Darley Road site will suffer 
unacceptable construction impacts due to the need to demolish the large Dan Murphys building and the 
EIS notes that 10 weeks of demolition and road adjustment works will be needed. There are no additional 
mitigation meapures proposed for residents during this period such as temporary relocation, noise walls or 
treatments for individual homes. The approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact 
will be managed and minimised during the construction period and, in particular, during site establishment. 
(Executive Summary, xiv) We object to the selection of this site on the basis that the works required 
(demolition and surface works) will create unbearable noise and vibration impacts and make over 30 
homes unlivable and there are NO additional mitigation plans for these residents. 

• Risk of settlement (ground movement) — Leichhardt: The EIS states that 'settlement, induced by tunnel 
excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment). The risk of 
ground movement is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 metres. However, it is proposed to tunnel 
at 29 metres under hawthorne Parade Haberfield and only 35 metres at Elswick Street North. This 
proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable risk of ground movement. (Executive Summary, xvii). 
The EIS states that damage will be rectified at no cost to residents with no detail as to how this will occur 
or the likely extent of property damage. The project should not be approved on the basis that it creates a 
risk of property damage that cannot be mitigated against so as to bring the risk to an acceptable level. 

• Impact on Dobroyd Canal and Hawthorne Canal — Leichhardt: The Hawthorne canal, which is the closest 
waterway to the Darley Road site, is described in the EIS as a 'sensitive receiving environment'. (Executive 
Summary, xix). Darley Road is a contaminated site with asbestos and the water treatment plant to be 
established during construction proposes running water from the treatment plant directly into the 
waterways. The permanent water treatment plant will involve water from the tunnel discharged to local 
stormwater systems and waterways, therefore this is a permanent impact. This proposal will further 
compromise the quality of the waterway and impact on the four rowing clubs in close vicinity. 

• Noise barriers: No noise barriers have been proposed. This is unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers 
should be included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary xvii) 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My 
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not 
be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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From: 	
Sent: 	 Mon, 16 Oct 2017 07:30:11 +0000 
To: 	
Subject: 	 FW: Submission Details for Rachael Davern of Mrs (object) 
Attachments: 	228066_Westconnex EIS Submission _2 20170ct16_132.5.pdf 

From: systenn@accelo.comOn Behalf OfRachael Davern 
Sent: Monday, 16 October 2017 1:26:16 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney 
To: 
Subject: Submission Details for Rachael Davern of Mrs (object) 

Confidentiality Requested: no 

Submitted by a Planner: no 

Disclosable Political Donation: no 

Name: Rachael Davern 
Organisation: Mrs (2039) 
Email: rach.davern@gmail.com  

Address: 
81 Denison St 

Rozelle, NSW 
2039 

Content: 
Please see my attached letter outlining my objection to the project, the EIS process and several aspects 
of the EIS 

IP Address: 124-171-21-118.dyn.iinet.net.au  - 124.171.21.118 
Submission: Online Submission from Rachael Davern of Mrs (object) 
https://nnajorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  activity&id=228066  

Submission for Job: #7485 WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_job&id=7485  

Site: #3247 M4-M5 Link 
https://majorprojects.accelo.comnaction=view site&id=3247 
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16th October 2017 

Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, 
NSW 2001 

To Whom it May Concern, 

RE: Application number SSI 16-7485, WestConnex M4/M5 Link, EIS Submission 

I strongly object to the Westconnex M4-M5 Link (the "Project") proposal in its entirety 
and urge the Secretary of Planning to advise the Minister to refuse the application on the 
grounds below. NSW Planning must require the Proponent to properly and adequately address 
the impacts set out below which are not adequately addressed in the Environmental Impact 
Statement ("EIS"). NSW Planning should reject this EIS and instead recommend to the NSW 
government that there should be an independent review of WestConnex before more billions 
are spent and more residents' lives are damaged. I am absolutely flabbergasted that for a 
project of this costs, the public has been shown no meaningful analysis of alternatives. The 
benefit ratios presented in the EIS are based on flawed assumptions and it seems this project 
requires approval of other future projects such as the Sydney Gateway and the Western 
Harbour Tunnel to avoid traffic chaos on the Anzac Bridge and in Botany / Mascot and to make 
any economic sense. 

I also object to the EIS on the grounds that it fails the Secretary's requirement for 
"meaningful" consultation. Hundreds of submissions on the concept design, including a major 
one from my own Inner West Council, were ignored. Consultation is not the provision of glossy 
brochures which minimise the negative aspects of a project and state that every impact will be 
managed by a 'plan'. Nor is it bombarding the public with thousands of pages in an EIS which 
many of them cannot even understand where the details of shallow tunnels, ground settlement 
and night time noise are almost impossible to decipher. My Rozelle neighbours were completely 
unaware of the shallow tunnels beneath them and their impact until I felt the need to act and 
educate them by starting a neighbourhood petition. This is completely unfair and unacceptable 
given the impact on the value of our properties and the next 5 years of our lives. 

This Project personally impacts me in several ways: 
1. I live at 81 Denison St, Rozelle, in very close proximity to the proposed Rozelle Rail 

Yards construction site, tunnelling and exhaust ventilation facilities. 
2. My eldest son attends Rozelle Public Primary School, in close proximity to the proposed 

Victoria Rd ventilation stacks; and 
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3. My youngest son attends Billy Kids Early Learning Centre, in close proximity to the 
proposed Darley Rd construction site. 

Should the project proceed, I particularly object to the following points which have not been 
adequately addressed by the EIS document or the Project design: 

1. The Western Harbour Tunnel ("WHT") connections in the Rozelle Interchange 
must be redesigned to reduce the negative impact on residents above them due to 
shallow (-10m) tunnelling 

The proposed 10m deep tunnels beneath my property at 81 Denison St, Rozelle are particularly 
concerning given they are from the surface at the City West Link to the future WHT and I was 
told at the Balmain Town Hall community consultation that they are part of this project because 
"we want to get all tunnelling under your properties done now so you don't suffer the 
inconvenience of tunnelling as part of that project too". I strongly object to this rationale on the 
basis that they are proposed to be at a disturbingly shallow depth of less than 10m (EIS pg 
6-25) underneath my property at 81 Denison St, Rozelle which is otherwise only proposed at 
tunnel entry and exit points. The EIS also states that a portion of the Rozelle Rail Yards will be 
maintained as a WHT construction site after this Project so tunnelling beneath our properties will 
continue beyond this Project. 

The EIS states that the above tunnels will result in the following impacts to my neighbourhood: 
• Higher ground borne noise than recommended night time levels of 35dB for periods of 

up to 19 days (EIS pg 10-128 and 10-129) and "Due to the number of tunnels being 
constructed in this area (consecutive construction works) the duration of impacts may 
extend at these locations". This is highly likely to impact our sleep, mental health and 
comfort and is absolutely unacceptable. 

• Ground movement above the preferred criteria of 20mm and up to 35mm for some 
properties (EIS pg 12-39, 12-44). This is highly likely to cause significant, irreversible 
and avoidable structural damage to our properties. 

The EIS notes that steps can be taken to mitigate the above impacts but these steps provide me 
with no comfort whatsoever given they could be avoided completely by delaying the tunnels until 
the WHT is approved in its entirety (which may never happen), particularly given they are not 
even connecting to the M4-M5 link that is the point of this Project, or by increasing their depth to 
a depth of 20-35m like all other tunnels throughout Rozelle to meet your own criteria of 
<20mm settlement and <35dB noise. If the tunnels must be shallow, consideration must be 
given to moving them beneath Easton Park to avoid property damage. I am also insulted that 
responses to my concern from the Project community engagement team have confirmed the 
tunnels are at 10m below my property but provided no reason for them being 10m below which 
was my question. They have only provided assurances that there will be an independent panel 
to assess damage and it will be fixed. This will not account for the considerable anxiety, 
financial stress and inconvenience to my family which will not be compensated for. 
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The EIS also provides no discussion of what residents above these 10m shallow tunnels will 
suffer in ongoing noise and vibration and I find it hard to believe that there will be no impact. Nor 
does it mention the depth or ongoing operational impact of exhaust ventilation tunnels under our 
properties and whether the settlement analysis above included these tunnels. I was fortunate to 
become aware of their existence given diagrams of these ventilation tunnels were hidden in an 
unrelated section of the EIS. These issues must be addressed and mitigated from the 
perspective of residents as they are likely to have a large impact on the value of my property 
which will not be compensated for. I am told by Cindy Kennedy of McGrath that residents in 
Haberfield with shallow tunnels underneath them have suffered a 10% decline in the value of 
their houses since the M4 Project. That is a loss of $250-300k on our house alone. 

The EIS also fails to address the fact that the main stormwater drainage pipe for our 
neighbourhood is underneath Denison St and Easton Park and could be damaged by shallow 
tunnelling. Damage to this pipe could cause catastrophic damage to property in times of heavy 
rainfall with our property and our neighbours properties identified as flood lots by the Inner West 
Council. Residents would be forced to take legal action to remedy these losses. 

I am therefore outraged by the current Rozelle Interchange design and demand that: 
• No tunnelling of the WHT connections proceed in Rozelle until that project is 

approved in its entirety, particularly the Western Harbour Tunnel connections to 
the City West link which are entirely unnecessary to include in this Project. 

• Any shallow (<20m) WHT connections be moved entirely beneath Easton Park 
where property damage will not be an issue. 

• The ongoing operational noise impact of exhaust ventilation tunnels, their 
substations and shallow 10m tunnels underneath my property at 81 Denison St 
and the surrounding properties be properly assessed and mitigated. 

• Proper consideration be given to the potential damage that shallow tunnelling in 
this area may cause to the main stormwater pipe under Denison St and Easton 
Park. 

• The depth of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections be increased to at a 
minimum, reduce ground movement settlement in my neighbourhood to below the 
20mm EIS criteria. There are three storey buildings and masonry buildings in this 
neighbourhood which will suffer damage even at 20mm, including my own. 

• Conditions of approval of the Project include clear mitigation strategies to ensure 
ground borne noise does not exceed the recommended night time NML of 35dB 
for extended periods on repeat occasions in my neighbourhood. 

2. Proposed Rozelle Rail Yards green space must be committed to and funded 

I have major concerns about this Project impacting my property and family for years. I and many 
neighbours I have spoken to are willing to accept some of these impacts given the Project 
design includes conversion of the Rozelle Rail Yards into community green space upon 
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completion. I am extremely concerned that this green space will be neither committed to nor 
funded and residents will not receive the carrot at the end of the construction hell that we were 
promised. 

This green space must be committed to and fully funded with the Inner West Council 
responsible for its design based on community feedback. The Project contractors must also be 
responsible for handing over the site to the Inner West Council in a non-contaminated state that 
is safe for surrounding communities to enjoy for many years to come. 

3. Wetlands and above ground drainage proposed in the Rozelle Rail Yards must be 
reconsidered due to mosquitoes, flood risk and children's safety 

The current design of the Rozelle Rail Yards operational facilities includes a wetland and 
considerable amounts of surface drainage (EIS pg 5-92). I am concerned that this design will: 

1. Alter the flood risk of the surrounding areas, which are recognised flood lots in the Inner 
West Council's Flood Plan, and this impact must be properly assessed. 

2. Result in stagnant water and a corresponding increase the mosquito population in the 
area and the risk of mosquito borne diseases. 

3. Cause potential water safety issues due to the proximity of a wetland near a children's 
playground and oval. 

4. Result in contaminated water given the EIS states that the wetland is to treat and "polish 
phosphorus and nitrogen" (EIS Pg 5-98) from the exhaust fumes and the soil beneath it 
is already contaminated. 

5. Be unsightly when this drainage could be moved underground. 

This design should be reconsidered to mitigate the above issues. 

4. Construction impacts on our Rozelle neighbourhood must be properly addressed, 
including dust, contaminants, noise, traffic and public transport access 

I have considerable concern that the removal of Swadlings and neighbouring buildings across 
from Easton Park will increase the strength of winds which blow across Easton Park into our 
properties facing the park on Denison St. These winds will now bring dust and noise and may 
not have been accounted for in studies on noise and pollutants to residents. I am particularly 
concerned about dust and its impact on the respiratory health of my family. Residents must be 
informed of steps that will be taken to reduce dust and a complaints hotline provided to allow 
residents to report unacceptable dust such that it can be immediately remediated. 

I understand the Rozelle Rail Yards are contaminated with asbestos and am very concerned the 
above noted winds will bring asbestos with them during remediation and construction. A full plan 
of how these Rail Yards will be remediated and the contaminants removed must be presented 
to local residents before this remediation begins. I understand from mail drops that this 
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remediation is being handled separately and imminently (ie. before the Project approval) which 
is very concerning. 

The EIS indicates the Rozelle Rail Yards will be the workplace for up to 100-350 cars coming 
and going every day. These vehicle movements will place significant pressure on Lilyfield Rd, 
Gordon St and intersections where vehicles turn off Lilyfield Rd to access the City West Link. 
These intersections are already congested during peak hours and the EIS fails to provide a plan 
as to how this increase in traffic will impact local residents trying to use Lilyfield Rd for local 
school / child care drop offs and to access the City West Link. 

The EIS states that the Victoria Rd pedestrian bridge will be closed and the nearby bus stops 
closed / moved for significant periods of time. These are critical access points for residents in 
this area to cycle to / from work in the CBD or catch buses to / from work in the CBD and must 
not be closed. Alternative plans must be assessed to avoid this. 

I note that the EIS states there will be no operational noise impact after construction for my 
address. I expect this to be proven post construction or mitigated. 

I also note that the EIS states there will be no heavy haulage on Lilyfield Rd or Denison St. This 
must be committed to. 

5. Ventilation / Exhaust Stacks in Rozelle Rail Yards must be reduced to two stacks in 
keeping with surrounding landscape and be filtered 

The proposed 35m high exhaust stacks (EIS pg 5-36) are unsightly and their impact to 
resident's views must be minimised. Firstly, there should only be two stacks for this project and 
the exhaust stack for the WHT should be moved elsewhere such that residents here do not 
suffer the pollution from the M4-M5 link and the WHT. Secondly, they should be in keeping with 
surrounding landscape and not look gleaming stainless steel like a nuclear power plant as 
shown in the artist impression in the EIS (EIS Figure 13-26). Their size and height should also 
be reduced. 

Exhaust stacks in the Rozelle Rail Yards must be filtered. Any increase to pollution, even is 
minimal to what is already expected on surface roads, is not acceptable. Even if you are relying 
on the modelling, consideration must be given to the fact that the pollution modelling is linked to 
the traffic modelling which I believe is flawed so the stacks must be filtered until the Project can 
prove to surrounding residents that the modelling of minimal pollution impact was indeed 
correct. I am not willing to take the gamble with my family's health during this time. 

6. Ventilation / Exhaust Stacks near Rozelle Primary School must be Filtered 

Exhaust stacks near Rozelle Primary School should be moved to an alternative site or at a 
minimum, filtered. Any increase to pollution, even is minimal to what is already expected on 
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surface roads, is not acceptable. Even if you are relying on the modelling, consideration must be 
given to the fact that the pollution modelling is linked to the traffic modelling which I believe is 
flawed so the stacks must be filtered until the Project can prove to surrounding residents that 
the modelling of minimal pollution impact was indeed correct. I am not willing to take the gamble 
with my family's health during this time. 

7. The Darley Road construction site must be reassessed and moved elsewhere 

Tunnelling from a site next to a known black spot intersection and one tied up in so much 
corruption is unacceptable. The EIS also states that dust, noise and other construction impacts 
are also likely to affect children at the nearby Billy Kids Early Learning centre. My son attends 
Billy Kids and I completely object to the use of this site as the main M4-M5 Link tunnelling site. 

Kind Regards, 
Rachael Davern 
81 Denison St 
Rozelle NSW 2039 
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From: 	
Sent: 	 Mon, 16 Oct 2017 04:10:38 +0000 
To: 	
Subject: 	 FW: Submission Details for Rachael Davern of Mrs (comments) 
Attachments: 	228121_Petition_20170ct16_1503.pdf, 228121_Westconnex EIS Petition 
Sumbission_20170ct16_1503.pdf 

From: systenn@accelo.comOn Behalf OfRachael Davern 
Sent: Monday, 16 October 2017 3:04:21 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney 
To: 
Subject: Submission Details for Rachael Davern of Mrs (comments) 

Confidentiality Requested: no 

Submitted by a Planner: no 

Disclosable Political Donation: no 

Name: Rachael Davern 
Organisation: Mrs (2039) 
Email: rach.davern@gnnail.com  

Address: 
81 Denison St 

Rozelle, NSW 
2039 

Content: 
Please see attached a letter submission and a second attachment containing 128 signatures pas part of a 
petition referred to in the letter. We object to shallow tunnelling in the Rozelle Neighbourhood. 

IP Address: 124-171-21-118.dyn.iinet.net.au  - 124.171.21.118 
Submission: Online Submission from Rachael Davern of Mrs (comments) 
https://nnajorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  activity&id=228121  

Submission for Job: #7485 WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_job&id=7485  

Site: #3247 M4-M5 Link 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  site&id=3247 
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10/11/2017 	 Westconnex petition - Google Docs 

Petition to Stop the Unnecessary Western Harbour Tunnel Connections 
In response to the Westconnex M4-M5 Link EIS 

October 2017 

We are outraged itpd demand that: 
No tunnelling of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections proceed in our 
Neighbourhood until that project is approved in its entirety. 
The depth of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections be increased to at a 
minimum, reduce ground movement settlement in this Neighbourhood to below 
the 20mm EIS criteria. 
Conditions of approval of the Project include clear mitigation strategies to ensure 
ground borne noise does not exceed the recommended night time NML of 35dB 
for extended periods on repeat occasions in our Neighbourhood. 

Name Address Signature 
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10/11/2017 	 Westconnex petition - Google Docs 

Petition to Stop the Unnecessary Western Harbour Tunnel Connections 
In response to the Westconnex M4-M5 Link EIS 

October 2017 

We are outraged and demand that: 
No tunnelling of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections proceed in our 
Neighbourhood until that project is approved in its entirety. 
The depth of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections be increased to at a 
minimum, reduce ground movement settlement in this Neighbourhood to below 
the 20mm EIS criteria. 
Conditions of approval of the Project include clear mitigation strategies to ensure 
ground borne noise does not exceed the recommended night time NML of 35dB 
for extended periods on repeat occasions in our Neighbourhood. 

Name Address 
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10/9/2017 	 Westconnex petition - Google Docs 

Petition to Stop the Unnecessary Western Harbour Tunnel Connections 
In response to the Westconnex M4-M5 Link EIS 

October 2017 

We are outraged and demand that: 
No tunnelling of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections proceed in our 
Neighbourhood until that project is approved in its entirety. 
The depth of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections be increased to at a 
minimum, reduce ground movement settlement in this Neighbourhood to below 
the 20mm EIS criteria. 
Conditions of approval of the Project include clear mitigation strategies to ensure 
ground borne noise does not exceed the recommended night time NML of 35dB 
for extended periods on repeat occasions in our Neighbourhood. 
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10/9/2017 	 Westconnex petition - Google Docs 

Petition to Stop the Unnecessary Western Harbour Tunnel Connections 
In response to the Westconnex M4-M5 Link EIS 

October 2017 

We are outraged and demand that: 
o No tunnelling of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections proceed in our 

Neighbourhood until that project is approved in its entirety. 
o The depth of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections be increased to at a 

minimum, reduce ground movement settlement in this Neighbourhood to below 
the 20mm EIS criteria. 

O Conditions of approval of the Project include clear mitigation strategies to ensure 
ground borne noise does not exceed the recommended night time NML of 35dB 
for extended periods on repeat occasions in our Neighbourhood. 

Name Address Signature 

ie aux\ i.0 3 	cO-c(N et 1  Razac_  Wr t\r`d 

I hii€6010  3 WI-014 St Fortu,G Att 
$47. 

 
cv, gates k Pe4,, (C6V\ C.1-f23?-1 /fie 
.) A 	Sit( cri, 8 	kee.t_i  
p'EV .1111 11512-1  
WC (t)U$ -2-6 Will (57 CO U IA rge y) e  
GI-92-kkWe-bsz_r icue_thIALcuu Woad 

lukokik043 tA;Miu,s1 S.-exAicocieV-Si-. Cek-to\o:,,,  k-tk,i2 
Nick.. P690v(c go Su cr-  Si-  e03 e at _PP 10 
G ,,(,i 	ip.n (CA Ck-11.1r.1 t I 	12,4( q-e-e(-ks- 	Vozocc• 	 ..;•••416  

,0*'- ' • 	- dire, 
A4 	c  4/0--,4_.1,i.J 34- 5 Pa, 446- 

0 	A 

01 mil t's ov. St exrzea 
1;." 1 

414ka 41L-Ck0 Cawytam 
k&44-wivrit 8-  , 4---ci-r-td f7L-  /‹-etc. bei 

090‘5=:•(-1si- Roze_,(6 c  t  

(161-(4-t_ 
4 

https://docs.google.com/document/d/16Sk-U4X13QxpitACATdLAGEieyWayob8XUWa8PRZ.Jhgvg/eilit 	 4/4 



Petition to Stop the Unnecessary Western Harbour Tunnel Connections 
In response to the Westconnex M4-M5 Link EIS 

October 2017 

We are outraged and demand that: 
• No tunnelling of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections proceed in our 

Neighbourhood until that project is approved in its entirety. 
• The depth of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections be increased to at a 

minimum, reduce ground movement settlement in this Neighbourhood to below 
the 20mm EIS criteria. 

• Conditions of approval of the Project include clear mitigation strategies to ensure 
ground borne noise does not exceed the recommended night time NML of 35dB 
for extended periods on repeat occasions in our Neighbourhood. 

Name Address Signature 
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Petition to Stop the Unnecessary Western Harbour Tunnel Connections 
In response to the Westconnex M4-M5 Link EIS 

October 2017 

We are outraged and demand that: 
• No tunnelling of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections proceed in our 

Neighbourhood until that project is approved in its entirety. 
• The depth of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections be increased to at a 

minimum, reduce ground movement settlement in this Neighbourhood to below 
the 20mai EIS criteria. 

• Conditions of approval of the Project include clear mitigation strategies to ensure 
ground borne noise does not exceed the recommended night time NML of 35dB 
for extended periods on repeat occasions in our Neighbourhood. 

Name Address Signature 
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Petition to Stop the Unnecessary Western Harbour Tunnel Connections 
In response to the Westconnex M4-M5 Link EIS 

October 2017 

We are outraged and demand that: 
• No tunnelling of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections proceed in our 

Neighbourhood until that project is approved in its entirety. 
• The depth of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections be increased to at a 

minimum, reduce ground movement settlement in this Neighbourhood to below 
the 20m EIS criteria. 

• Conditions of approval of the Project include clear mitigation strategies to ensure 
ground borne noise does not exceed the recommended night time NML of 35dB 
for extended periods on repeat occasions in our Neighbourhood. 

Name Address Signature 
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Petition to Stop the Unnecessary Western Harbour Tunnel Connections 
In response to the Westconnex M4-M5 Link EIS 

October 2017 

We are outraged and demand that: 
• No tunnelling of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections proceed in our 

Neighbourhood until that project is approved in its entirety. 
• The depth of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections be increased to at a 

minimum, reduce ground movement settlement in this Neighbourhood to below 
the 20mm EIS criteria. 

• Conditions of approval of the Project include clear mitigation strategies to ensure 
ground borne noise does not exceed the recommended night time NML of 35dB 
for extended periods on repeat occasions in our Neighbourhood. 

Name Address Signature 
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Petition to Stop the Unnecessary Western Harbour Tunnel Connections 
In response to the Westconnex M4-M5 Link EIS 

October 2017 

We are outraged and demand that: 
• No tunnelling of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections proceed in our 

Neighbourhood until that project is approved in its entirety. 
• The depth of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections be increased to at a 

minimum, reduce ground movement settlement in this Neighbourhood to below 
the 20mm EIS criteria. 

• Conditions of approval of the Project include clear mitigation strategies to ensure 
ground borne noise does not exceed the recommended night time NML of 35dB 
for extended periods on repeat occasions in our Neighbourhood. 
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16th October 2017 

Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39 
Sydney 
NSW, 2001 

RE: Application number SSI 16-7485, Westconnex M4-M5 Link, EIS Submission 

To Whom It May Concern, 

I write on behalf of my neighbours living in the area roughly bounded by Albert St, Foucart St, 
Cheltenham St and Denison St, Rozelle (the "Neighbourhood"). This submission includes the 
attached petition with 128 signatures of people who either live in this Neighbourhood or 
visit Easton Park. It should be treated as submissions from 128 individuals, not just one 
submission. I request that the names and addresses of the individuals not be published. 

I note that 120+ signatures were gathered from only a few days of door knocking this 
Neighbourhood and approaching people in Easton Park so it may not seem like a large number 
for a petition, but it is significant when you consider that 93% of the addresses in the above 
Neighbourhood where someone was home are represented. Only three residents declined, two 
of which were conflicted by their occupations. 

Firstly, we object to the lack of proper community consultation as part of the Westconnex 
M4-M5 Link (the "Project") Environmental Impact Statement ("EIS"). Consultation is not a 
few meetings in a town hall and the provision of glossy brochures which minimise the negative 
aspects of a project and state that every impact will be managed by a 'plan'. Nor is it 
bombarding the public with thousands of pages in an EIS which many of them cannot even 
understand where the details of shallow tunnels, ground settlement and night time noise are 
almost impossible to decipher. Nearly all of my neighbours were completely unaware of the 
shallow tunnels proposed beneath their properties or their impact until they heard about them 
through my petition. As I door knocked I was met with faces of despair, anger, shock, 
frustration, confusion and helplessness with many of them asking numerous questions they 
were unable to find answers to in the EIS. This is completely unfair and unacceptable. 

Despite the above, this Neighbourhood is deeply concerned by findings outlined in the EIS. In 
particular, the current Project design results in multiple tunnels beneath our Neighbourhood for 
the Iron Cove Link, Western Harbour Tunnel ("WHT") links and for exhaust ventilation tunnels. 
The Western Harbour Tunnel connections are particularly concerning given they are proposed 
to be at an unnecessarily shallow depth of less than 1Orn at the Burt St / Denison St corner of 



Easton Park (EIS pg 6-25) which is otherwise only proposed at tunnel entry and exit points. 
They are also for a project which is years away from approval and may never proceed. 

The EIS states that the above tunnels will result in the following impacts to our Neighbourhood: 
• Higher ground borne noise than recommended night time levels of 35dB for periods of 

up to 19 days (EIS pg 10-128 and 10-129) and "Due to the number of tunnels being 
constructed in this area (consecutive construction works) the duration of impacts may 
extend at these locations". This is highly likely to impact our sleep, mental health and 
comfort on multiple occasions and is absolutely unacceptable in a neighbourhood with 
so many young families and children. 

• Ground movement above the preferred criteria of 20mm and up to 35mm for some 
properties (EIS pg 12-39, 12-44). This is highly likely to cause significant, irreversible 
and avoidable structural damage to our properties. 

The EIS notes that steps can be taken to mitigate the above impacts but these steps provide us 
with no comfort whatsoever given there is currently no commitment to these measures. We also 
believe they could be avoided completely by delaying the tunnels until the WHT is approved in 
its entirety (which may never happen) or by increasing these tunnel depths to 20-35m like all 
other tunnels throughout Rozelle to meet your own criteria of <20mm settlement and <35dB 
noise. 

We are aware that an independent panel will be established to assess properties before and 
after tunneling and that the Project will be liable for fixing property damage. We would expect 
nothing less. These measures provide us with little comfort given the stories we are hearing 
from residents above the M4 tunnels in Haberfield and the lack of accountability of the 
construction contractor for damage caused to their properties. We also note that this does not 
account for the considerable anxiety, financial stress and inconvenience to our families to repair 
damage which will not be compensated for. 

The EIS also provides no information on what residents above these 10m shallow tunnels will 
suffer in ongoing noise and vibration and we find it hard to believe that there will be no impact. 
Nor does it mention the depth or ongoing operational impact of exhaust ventilation tunnels 
under our properties, and whether these tunnels were included in the above settlement analysis. 
The existence of these tunnels were hidden in an unrelated section of the EIS. These issues 
must be addressed and mitigated from the perspective of residents as they are likely to have a 
large impact on the value of our properties which will not be compensated for. I am told by 
Cindy Kennedy of McGrath that residents in Haberfield with shallow tunnels underneath them 
have suffered a —10% decline in the value of their houses due to the M4 Project. Those types of 
losses would soon start to justify a legal class action from residents in this Neighbourhood. 

The EIS also fails to address the fact that the main stormwater drainage pipes for our 
Neighbourhood flow beneath our properties and beneath Easton Park. These pipes could be 
accidentally damaged by shallow tunnelling, resulting in unintended catastrophic flood damage 



given many properties in this Neighbourhood are identified as flood lots by the Inner West 
Council. Residents would be forced to take legal action to remedy these losses. 

Put simply, the current design is unjust. We are outraged and demand that: 
• No tunnelling of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections proceed in our 

Neighbourhood until that project is approved in its entirety. 
• The depth of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections be increased to at a 

minimum, reduce ground movement settlement in this Neighbourhood to below 
the 20mm EIS criteria. 

• Conditions of approval of the Project include clear mitigation strategies to ensure 
ground borne noise does not exceed the recommended night time NML of 35dB 
for extended periods on repeat occasions in our Neighbourhood. 

Our voices must be heard as part of this EIS process. 

Kind Regards, 
Rachael Davern 
81 Denison St 
Rozelle, NSW, 2039 

Note: Petition pages are attached separately 



From: 	
Sent: 	 Mon, 16 Oct 2017 04:12:24 +0000 
To: 	
Subject: 	 FW: Submission Details for Rachael Davern of Mrs (comments) 
Attachments: 	228123_Petition_20170ct16_1506.pdf, 228123_Westconnex EIS Petition 
Sumbission_20170ct16_1506.pdf 

From: systenn@accelo.comOn Behalf OfRachael Davern 
Sent: Monday, 16 October 2017 3:07:12 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney 
To: 
Subject: Submission Details for Rachael Davern of Mrs (comments) 

Confidentiality Requested: no 

Submitted by a Planner: no 

Disclosable Political Donation: no 

Name: Rachael Davern 
Organisation: Mrs (2039) 
Email: rach.davern@gnnail.com  

Address: 
81 Denison St 

Rozelle, NSW 
2039 

Content: 
I object to the design of the Rozelle Interchange tunnels and so does my neighbourhood- see attached 
petition with 128 signatures. 

IP Address: 124-171-21-118.dyn.iinet.net.au  - 124.171.21.118 
Submission: Online Submission from Rachael Davern of Mrs (comments) 
https://nnajorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  activity&id=228123  

Submission for Job: #7485 WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_job&id=7485  

Site: #3247 M4-M5 Link 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  site&id=3247 

003834-M00002
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10/11/2017 	 Westconnex petition - Google Docs 

Petition to Stop the Unnecessary Western Harbour Tunnel Connections 
In response to the Westconnex M4-M5 Link EIS 

October 2017 

We are outraged itpd demand that: 
No tunnelling of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections proceed in our 
Neighbourhood until that project is approved in its entirety. 
The depth of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections be increased to at a 
minimum, reduce ground movement settlement in this Neighbourhood to below 
the 20mm EIS criteria. 
Conditions of approval of the Project include clear mitigation strategies to ensure 
ground borne noise does not exceed the recommended night time NML of 35dB 
for extended periods on repeat occasions in our Neighbourhood. 

Name Address Signature 
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10/11/2017 	 Westconnex petition - Google Docs 

Petition to Stop the Unnecessary Western Harbour Tunnel Connections 
In response to the Westconnex M4-M5 Link EIS 

October 2017 

We are outraged and demand that: 
No tunnelling of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections proceed in our 
Neighbourhood until that project is approved in its entirety. 
The depth of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections be increased to at a 
minimum, reduce ground movement settlement in this Neighbourhood to below 
the 20mm EIS criteria. 
Conditions of approval of the Project include clear mitigation strategies to ensure 
ground borne noise does not exceed the recommended night time NML of 35dB 
for extended periods on repeat occasions in our Neighbourhood. 
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10/9/2017 	 Westconnex petition - Google Docs 

Petition to Stop the Unnecessary Western Harbour Tunnel Connections 
In response to the Westconnex M4-M5 Link EIS 

October 2017 

We are outraged and demand that: 
No tunnelling of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections proceed in our 
Neighbourhood until that project is approved in its entirety. 
The depth of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections be increased to at a 
minimum, reduce ground movement settlement in this Neighbourhood to below 
the 20mm EIS criteria. 
Conditions of approval of the Project include clear mitigation strategies to ensure 
ground borne noise does not exceed the recommended night time NML of 35dB 
for extended periods on repeat occasions in our Neighbourhood. 
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10/9/2017 	 Westconnex petition - Google Docs 

Petition to Stop the Unnecessary Western Harbour Tunnel Connections 
In response to the Westconnex M4-M5 Link EIS 

October 2017 

We are outraged and demand that: 
o No tunnelling of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections proceed in our 

Neighbourhood until that project is approved in its entirety. 
o The depth of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections be increased to at a 

minimum, reduce ground movement settlement in this Neighbourhood to below 
the 20mm EIS criteria. 

O Conditions of approval of the Project include clear mitigation strategies to ensure 
ground borne noise does not exceed the recommended night time NML of 35dB 
for extended periods on repeat occasions in our Neighbourhood. 

Name Address Signature 
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Petition to Stop the Unnecessary Western Harbour Tunnel Connections 
In response to the Westconnex M4-M5 Link EIS 

October 2017 

We are outraged and demand that: 
• No tunnelling of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections proceed in our 

Neighbourhood until that project is approved in its entirety. 
• The depth of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections be increased to at a 

minimum, reduce ground movement settlement in this Neighbourhood to below 
the 20mm EIS criteria. 

• Conditions of approval of the Project include clear mitigation strategies to ensure 
ground borne noise does not exceed the recommended night time NML of 35dB 
for extended periods on repeat occasions in our Neighbourhood. 

Name Address Signature 
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Petition to Stop the Unnecessary Western Harbour Tunnel Connections 
In response to the Westconnex M4-M5 Link EIS 

October 2017 

We are outraged and demand that: 
• No tunnelling of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections proceed in our 

Neighbourhood until that project is approved in its entirety. 
• The depth of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections be increased to at a 

minimum, reduce ground movement settlement in this Neighbourhood to below 
the 20mai EIS criteria. 

• Conditions of approval of the Project include clear mitigation strategies to ensure 
ground borne noise does not exceed the recommended night time NML of 35dB 
for extended periods on repeat occasions in our Neighbourhood. 

Name Address Signature 
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Petition to Stop the Unnecessary Western Harbour Tunnel Connections 
In response to the Westconnex M4-M5 Link EIS 

October 2017 

We are outraged and demand that: 
• No tunnelling of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections proceed in our 

Neighbourhood until that project is approved in its entirety. 
• The depth of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections be increased to at a 

minimum, reduce ground movement settlement in this Neighbourhood to below 
the 20m EIS criteria. 

• Conditions of approval of the Project include clear mitigation strategies to ensure 
ground borne noise does not exceed the recommended night time NML of 35dB 
for extended periods on repeat occasions in our Neighbourhood. 

Name Address Signature 
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Petition to Stop the Unnecessary Western Harbour Tunnel Connections 
In response to the Westconnex M4-M5 Link EIS 

October 2017 

We are outraged and demand that: 
• No tunnelling of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections proceed in our 

Neighbourhood until that project is approved in its entirety. 
• The depth of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections be increased to at a 

minimum, reduce ground movement settlement in this Neighbourhood to below 
the 20mm EIS criteria. 

• Conditions of approval of the Project include clear mitigation strategies to ensure 
ground borne noise does not exceed the recommended night time NML of 35dB 
for extended periods on repeat occasions in our Neighbourhood. 

Name Address Signature 
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Petition to Stop the Unnecessary Western Harbour Tunnel Connections 
In response to the Westconnex M4-M5 Link EIS 

October 2017 

We are outraged and demand that: 
• No tunnelling of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections proceed in our 

Neighbourhood until that project is approved in its entirety. 
• The depth of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections be increased to at a 

minimum, reduce ground movement settlement in this Neighbourhood to below 
the 20mm EIS criteria. 

• Conditions of approval of the Project include clear mitigation strategies to ensure 
ground borne noise does not exceed the recommended night time NML of 35dB 
for extended periods on repeat occasions in our Neighbourhood. 

Name Address Sign 	re 
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16th October 2017 

Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39 
Sydney 
NSW, 2001 

RE: Application number SSI 16-7485, Westconnex M4-M5 Link, EIS Submission 

To Whom It May Concern, 

I write on behalf of my neighbours living in the area roughly bounded by Albert St, Foucart St, 
Cheltenham St and Denison St, Rozelle (the "Neighbourhood"). This submission includes the 
attached petition with 128 signatures of people who either live in this Neighbourhood or 
visit Easton Park. It should be treated as submissions from 128 individuals, not just one 
submission. I request that the names and addresses of the individuals not be published. 

I note that 120+ signatures were gathered from only a few days of door knocking this 
Neighbourhood and approaching people in Easton Park so it may not seem like a large number 
for a petition, but it is significant when you consider that 93% of the addresses in the above 
Neighbourhood where someone was home are represented. Only three residents declined, two 
of which were conflicted by their occupations. 

Firstly, we object to the lack of proper community consultation as part of the Westconnex 
M4-M5 Link (the "Project") Environmental Impact Statement ("EIS"). Consultation is not a 
few meetings in a town hall and the provision of glossy brochures which minimise the negative 
aspects of a project and state that every impact will be managed by a 'plan'. Nor is it 
bombarding the public with thousands of pages in an EIS which many of them cannot even 
understand where the details of shallow tunnels, ground settlement and night time noise are 
almost impossible to decipher. Nearly all of my neighbours were completely unaware of the 
shallow tunnels proposed beneath their properties or their impact until they heard about them 
through my petition. As I door knocked I was met with faces of despair, anger, shock, 
frustration, confusion and helplessness with many of them asking numerous questions they 
were unable to find answers to in the EIS. This is completely unfair and unacceptable. 

Despite the above, this Neighbourhood is deeply concerned by findings outlined in the EIS. In 
particular, the current Project design results in multiple tunnels beneath our Neighbourhood for 
the Iron Cove Link, Western Harbour Tunnel ("WHT") links and for exhaust ventilation tunnels. 
The Western Harbour Tunnel connections are particularly concerning given they are proposed 
to be at an unnecessarily shallow depth of less than 1Orn at the Burt St / Denison St corner of 



Easton Park (EIS pg 6-25) which is otherwise only proposed at tunnel entry and exit points. 
They are also for a project which is years away from approval and may never proceed. 

The EIS states that the above tunnels will result in the following impacts to our Neighbourhood: 
• Higher ground borne noise than recommended night time levels of 35dB for periods of 

up to 19 days (EIS pg 10-128 and 10-129) and "Due to the number of tunnels being 
constructed in this area (consecutive construction works) the duration of impacts may 
extend at these locations". This is highly likely to impact our sleep, mental health and 
comfort on multiple occasions and is absolutely unacceptable in a neighbourhood with 
so many young families and children. 

• Ground movement above the preferred criteria of 20mm and up to 35mm for some 
properties (EIS pg 12-39, 12-44). This is highly likely to cause significant, irreversible 
and avoidable structural damage to our properties. 

The EIS notes that steps can be taken to mitigate the above impacts but these steps provide us 
with no comfort whatsoever given there is currently no commitment to these measures. We also 
believe they could be avoided completely by delaying the tunnels until the WHT is approved in 
its entirety (which may never happen) or by increasing these tunnel depths to 20-35m like all 
other tunnels throughout Rozelle to meet your own criteria of <20mm settlement and <35dB 
noise. 

We are aware that an independent panel will be established to assess properties before and 
after tunneling and that the Project will be liable for fixing property damage. We would expect 
nothing less. These measures provide us with little comfort given the stories we are hearing 
from residents above the M4 tunnels in Haberfield and the lack of accountability of the 
construction contractor for damage caused to their properties. We also note that this does not 
account for the considerable anxiety, financial stress and inconvenience to our families to repair 
damage which will not be compensated for. 

The EIS also provides no information on what residents above these 10m shallow tunnels will 
suffer in ongoing noise and vibration and we find it hard to believe that there will be no impact. 
Nor does it mention the depth or ongoing operational impact of exhaust ventilation tunnels 
under our properties, and whether these tunnels were included in the above settlement analysis. 
The existence of these tunnels were hidden in an unrelated section of the EIS. These issues 
must be addressed and mitigated from the perspective of residents as they are likely to have a 
large impact on the value of our properties which will not be compensated for. I am told by 
Cindy Kennedy of McGrath that residents in Haberfield with shallow tunnels underneath them 
have suffered a —10% decline in the value of their houses due to the M4 Project. Those types of 
losses would soon start to justify a legal class action from residents in this Neighbourhood. 

The EIS also fails to address the fact that the main stormwater drainage pipes for our 
Neighbourhood flow beneath our properties and beneath Easton Park. These pipes could be 
accidentally damaged by shallow tunnelling, resulting in unintended catastrophic flood damage 



given many properties in this Neighbourhood are identified as flood lots by the Inner West 
Council. Residents would be forced to take legal action to remedy these losses. 

Put simply, the current design is unjust. We are outraged and demand that: 
• No tunnelling of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections proceed in our 

Neighbourhood until that project is approved in its entirety. 
• The depth of the Western Harbour Tunnel connections be increased to at a 

minimum, reduce ground movement settlement in this Neighbourhood to below 
the 20mm EIS criteria. 

• Conditions of approval of the Project include clear mitigation strategies to ensure 
ground borne noise does not exceed the recommended night time NML of 35dB 
for extended periods on repeat occasions in our Neighbourhood. 

Our voices must be heard as part of this EIS process. 

Kind Regards, 
Rachael Davern 
81 Denison St 
Rozelle, NSW, 2039 

Note: Petition pages are attached separately 



From: 	
Sent: 	 Mon, 16 Oct 2017 07:47:24 +0000 
To: 	
Subject: 	 FW: Submission Details for Jack Kelly (object) 

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf °flack Kelly 
Sent: Monday, 16 October 2017 6:45:05 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney 
To: 
Subject: Submission Details for Jack Kelly (object) 

Confidentiality Requested: no 

Submitted by a Planner: no 

Disclosable Political Donation: no 

Name: Jack Kelly 
Email: jackkelly_balmain@hotmail.com  

Address: 
133 Lyons Road 

Drumnnoyne, NSW 
2047 

Content: 
I oppose the Rozelle interchange. Please refuse it 

IP Address: - 101.191.40.247 
Submission: Online Submission from Jack Kelly (object) 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  activity&id=228269 

Submission for Job: #7485 WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
https://nnajorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_job&id=7485  

Site: #3247 M4-M5 Link 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  site&id=3247 
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From: 	
Sent: 	 Mon, 16 Oct 2017 09:19:47 +0000 
To: 	
Subject: 	 FW: Submission Details for Kimberley Schoonens (object) 

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfKimberley Schoonens 
Sent: Monday, 16 October 2017 8:19:03 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney 
To: 
Subject: Submission Details for Kimberley Schoonens (object) 

Confidentiality Requested: no 

Submitted by a Planner: no 

Disclosable Political Donation: no 

Name: Kimberley Schoonens 
Email: kachurch@gmail.cm  

Address: 
21 Mackenzie Street 

Rozelle, NSW 
2039 

Content: 
Dear Sir! Madam, 
I understand that the WestConnex M4-M5 Link willing be proceeding and the benefits the infrastructure 
will have on the broader State of NSW. However, given the location of my family's home and our travel 
requirements it will be of no benefit to my family or many other residents in Rozelle and the Inner West. 
Given this infrastructure is being forced upon local residents for the benefit of others, it would only seem 
appropriate that the State seek to reduce its impact on local families. Given my family lives in Rozelle and 
my children will in future years be attending Rozelle Primary School, I ask that the ventilation stacks be 
fitted filtration systems. Such systems exist and are surely worth the investment to protect the health of 
my family and other local residents. 
Kind regards 
Kimberley Schoonens 

IP Address: d49-191-1-38.mas1.nsw.optusnet.com.au  - 49.191.1.38 
Submission: Online Submission from Kimberley Schoonens (object) 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  activity&id=228297  

Submission for Job: #7485 WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_job&id=7485  

Site: #3247 M4-M5 Link 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  site&id=3247 
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From: 	
Sent: 	 Mon, 16 Oct 2017 09:59:27 +0000 
To: 	
Subject: 	 FW: Submission Details for Owen Fitzgerald (object) 

From: systenn@accelo.comOn Behalf OfOwen Fitzgerald 
Sent: Monday, 16 October 2017 8:56:03 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney 
To: 
Subject: Submission Details for Owen Fitzgerald (object) 

Confidentiality Requested: no 

Submitted by a Planner: no 

Disclosable Political Donation: no 

Name: Owen Fitzgerald 
Email: ofitzgerald@live.conn.au  

Address: 
106 Hayberry Street 

Crows Nest, NSW 
2065 

Content: 
I strongly object to the M4M5 Link. Modern cities throughout the world are not building inner city freeways 
- it is recognised that these do not fix congestion or journey time. Any relief is temporary and traffic 
returns to its congested state as more people choose to drive. Many cities are removing freeways or 
roads to create more livable cities. 

The M4M5 includes the start of the tunnels for the Western Harbour Tunnel and Beaches Link (WHT & 
BL). This project should not be started via an EIS for another project. Including these tunnels is advancing 
the project by stealth and the WHT & BL has had no environmental assessment and has not been 
designed yet. There has been no meaningful community involvement in the WHT & BL. tunnels 

One of the objectives of the M4-M5 is to facilitate the Western Harbour Tunnel and Beaches Link - this is 
unacceptable when it is still in the developmental phase. 

This EIS identifies the Western Harbour Tunnel as mitigation for the impacts of the M4-M5 Link. This 
creates the need for the unapproved WHT &BL. The M4-M5 Link will overload the Anzac Bridge with 
traffic- this then leads to the another means of moving traffic. 

The M4-M5 Link will encourage additional traffic on to the road network, creating further congestion. It will 
lead to increased traffic on local roads - as either feeder roads or exits form the freeway. 

Additional traffic on local roads will also occur though drivers seeking to avoid paying tolls. 

Building tolled roads puts further financial pressure on people and families. It is likely that the tolls will rise 
faster than wages growth. 
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IP Address: cpe-60-227-247-112.nsw.bigpond.net.au  - 60.227.247.112 
Submission: Online Submission from Owen Fitzgerald (object) 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  activity&id=228309  

Submission for Job: #7485 WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=viewjob&id=7485  

Site: #3247 M4-M5 Link 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  site&id=3247 



From: 	
Sent: 	
To: 	
Subject: 	 FW: Submission Details 

From: systern@accelo.comOn Behalf Of
Sent: Monday, 16 October 2017 9:23:06 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney 
To: 
Subject: Submission Details 

Confidentiality Requested: yes 

Submitted by a Planner: no 

Disclosable Political Donation: no 

Name:
Email:

Address: 

Content: 
Attn: Secretary, re: WestConnex M4/M5 EIS, Project Number SSI 16_7485. 

SUBMISSION OF OBJECTION TO WESTCONNEX M4/M5 LINK EIS. 

I write to wholly reject the proposed Westconnex m4/m5 link as detailed in the EIS, as well as earlier 
stages upon which this stage relies. We urge the Department to reject the proposal and offer the following 
justifications: 

1 CONTENT OF THE EIS 

EIS Is effectively a 7,000+ page lie. It makes significant assertions on cost, time savings, urban design 
outcomes and delivery which are unsubstantiated and wildly variable. 
As has been the case with many so-called State Significant Development, this EIS is Obfuscation 
masquerading as information, unable to provide the necessary long term benefits and assurances to 
benefit Sydney - and should be rejected. 

Traffic growth in Sydney has been largely static since 2006, so why build any new motorways, let alone 
the orgy of motorways currently proposed, when we know that the addition of motorways are themselves 
the major inducement to increased car use? 

Yet, dubious traffic modelling suggests that many urban roadways, namely the Anzac Bridge are already 
at 100% capacity. This assertion is a clear contradiction to the justifications offered for building 
Westconnex in the first place. Any rational proposal surely should have to prove that it does NOT add to 
the severity of current congestion, but reduces ACTUAL numbers, offering alternatives which relieve 
congestion in a socially, environmentally and financially responsible way. 
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Following on from this, current deformation of multiple intersection within 3km of St Peters interchange 
which will be beyond capacity demonstrate that Westconnex is to have detrimental impacts well beyond 
its immediate boundaries, at great cost. On basic assessment, this is wholly unacceptable. 

The EIS is based on built in numbers / assumptions for northern beaches extension, but ignores actual 
committed actions such as Euston Rd / McEvoy St widening and merge, King St gateway, Anzac Pde / 
Alison Rd atrocity, widening of Gardeners Rd and other road upgrades, which are to be publicly funded 
by RMS, further increasing the direct and indirect costs and physical damage to the city. 

2 TRANSPARENCY AND ACCOUNTABILITY 

Stage 3 does not make financial sense, doesn't post validate Stages 1 and 2. Justification is inadequate, 
and appears to run against the public interest, favouring that of the private. 

The project appears to be driven by private profit not public interest, already indicated by the potential 
partial or whole sale before stage 3 is even underway. Private profiteering at the expense of good city 
planning, transport and environment is anti-democratic and risks long term damage to the urban 
environment, health, mobility and trust in government. 

The delivery of private toll roads such as Westconnex guarantees profit for private operators, at expense 
of future NSW Governments and its citizens. 

Does the privatisation contract or any other confidential document include a 'no competition' clause? 
What are the terms, and how will these be explicitly revealed to the public, who under representation of 
the government, appear to be bearing all of the risk? 

How will the government guarantee that the fallout and subsequent costs are not left to public purse to 
remedy the failings of the privatised motorway? 

3 URBAN DESIGN AND LIVEABILITY 

No element of the EIS justifies this project on the basis of best-practice urban design. Motorways are 
mono-functional, and exclude critical ingredients of the city which are democratic and essential for quality 
city life. They are divisive and isolating, and their noise and pollution diminish amenity well beyond their 
immediate boundaries. Motorways are inappropriate urban places, and should be progressively removed 
to benefit the long term health and liveability of our cities, with available funding redirected to public 
transport projects. 

Progressive cities around the world, including direct competitors of Sydney are doing the opposite to what 
is proposed for Westconnex: 

- Paris has closed Right Bank motorway along the Seine and converted it into a promenade, returning 
alienated public land to people and multiple modes; 
- Seoul removed its central motorway outright, and reinstated the river as public park and promenade 
providing quality environmental and recreation space; and 
- San Francisco demolished its inner-city Embarkadero motorway, greatly enhancing the ability for the city 
to connect to its waterfront. 

Increased traffic will impact directly on the ability to provide efficient and reliable bus services. The open 
wounds proposed will have dramatic effects on the ability to provide active transport opportunities, on 
street trees, on pedestrian amenity and on surrounding residential environments. Already disgraceful and 
unnecessary damage has occurred to Sydney Park, and loss of trees along Euston Road and Campbell 
Rd is an aggressive attack on the city. The direct loss of amenity, privacy, biodiversity and character are 



but a number of outcomes which leave a lasting negative effect on the city. The ability of the city to fight 
urban heat island effect is greatly reduced, risking public health and putting critical infrastructure at risk - 
resulting in cost increases in other areas - i.e health. Many 100's of trees have already been lost for the 
construction of Westconnex, and this strategy should be halted and the severity of intervention 
thoughtfully considered to maintain and enhance the city's character, not eliminate it. 

The indicative design for the Rozelle Interchange should be rejected, outright. The design is irrational and 
profligate, and completely inappropriate. The fact that Sydney Motorway Corporation has not been able to 
identify any other similar underground interchange project anywhere in the world or find a construction 
company to build it is an indictment. The EIS should be rejected because it would be absurd to approve 
such a design concept without evidence that it could be constructed. It would also be absurd to place 
conditions on a project for which even the most basic details are not known. 

The EIS suggest a number of other profligate and inappropriate motorway extensions which are also un-
detailed: 

- F6 - through much needed urban parklands, significant wetlands and residential neighbourhoods. This 
corridor is highly suited to public transport alternatives, such as metro, which can be much better 
integrated into the urban fabric and reduce ACTUAL traffic numbers; 
- Western Harbour tunnel - which will draw increased numbers of trucks and vehicles to areas currently 
already feeling the pressure of congestion. This increased traffic will require significant numbers of 
unfiltered exhaust stacks - greatly diminishing local amenity and risking the health of tens of thousands of 
residents through its concentrated output; and 
- Expressway to Northern Beaches - would introduce a motorway in place of a rapid public transport 
service to an area traditionally poorly serviced by public transport. It is imperative that the construction of 
a rail line providing frequent rail services be put well above that of a motorway for this region of Sydney. 

4 LACK OF ALTERNATIVES 

SMC was required to consider alternatives. This section in the EIS is superficial at best and fails to 
provide for best practice, world class transport planning. A scant analysis of alternatives depicts a 
charade that treats the people of NSW, and future generations, as mugs. Sham assessment of other 
options, especially public transport alternatives, appears disingenuous and against best-practice. 

The City of Sydney has recently generated a well thought out alternative plan which has been ignored in 
the EIS. This indicates the outcome has been decided, with the EIS offering no meaningful consultation or 
alternative to improve the proposal. 

The SMC should be required to engage with the City of Sydney plan and to respond to it. Any responsible 
system of planning governance would require this. A number of further alternatives exist and should be 
fully explored before any motorway project is built: 

- Demand management / reduction scenarios such as Congestion Charges, rather than tollways, have 
been ignored as alternatives. These systems exist worldwide and have been successful for decades; 

- Metro rail. At the same NSW govt is building a metro line under the most traffic-affected areas of 
Alexandria, St Peters, Waterloo, but the there are no stops. No other city in the world is is building 8km of 
metro line under densely populated areas without stations. There should be at minimum 3 additional 
stations between the proposed Waterloo stop and Sydenham. The lack of stations demonstrate a 
deliberate failure to increase coverage of the public transport system, which may in fact be holding up the 
dubious traffic numbers of Westconnex in this EIS; 

Were stations appropriately built at the correct (world's best practice) distances, how many vehicles 
underpinning the justification of Westconnex would disappear?; 



At a minimum, stations should be provided at St Peters serving also Sydney Park, Euston Rd in 
Alexandria and an Interchange with Green Square; 

Why was Waterloo Station placed so close to the existing Redfern Station - where catchments overlap 
and recent and future renewal sites in East Redfern and Victoria Park are out of reach?; 

- Duplication of Port Botany Freight rail line and inter-modals to substantially reduce truck movements. 
This is decades overdue, and a significant upgrade to freight services which are of a 3rd-world quality; 

- Light rail lines - to serve the intensive increased density in East Redfern, Green square, Rosebery and 
linking anticipated uplift in the eastern suburbs currently lacking any structural rail options; and 
- An integrated network of separated on street Cycle ways. 

All of these real alternatives should be done in preference to any motorway construction, and this EIS 
rejected until all alternatives explored thoroughly. Each of these have the ability to REDUCE the mode-
share of private vehicles and trucks, and return streets to manageable conditions where they function for 
multiple modes, the environment, and public life. 

I urge the Secretary of NSW Planning to advise the Minister to reject this EIS, and publish my name and 
submission in accordance with the undertaking on your website, and provide a written response to each 
of the objections I have raised. 

IF Address: 
Submission: Online Submission from  (object) 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  activity&id=228323  

Submission for Job: #7485 WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=viewjob&id=7485  

Site: #3247 M4-M5 Link 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  site&id=3247 



From: 	
Sent: 	 Mon, 16 Oct 2017 10:44:31 +0000 
To: 	
Subject: 	 FW: Submission Details for Irene Stariha (object) 

From: systenn@accelo.comOn Behalf OfIrene Stariha 
Sent: Monday, 16 October 2017 9:39:03 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney 
To: 
Subject: Submission Details for Irene Stariha (object) 

Confidentiality Requested: no 

Submitted by a Planner: no 

Disclosable Political Donation: no 

Name: Irene Stariha 
Email: irene.stariha@outlook.com  

Address: 
101/29 Margaret St 

Rozelle, NSW 
2039 

Content: 
As a resident of Rozelle I'm extremely concerned about the Iron Cove tunnel and stack. The proposed 
unfiltered stack is very close to a Primart school as well as high density housing. This of course is of great 
concern for the health of hundreds of residents including young children. Where is any clear research 
showing how this will impact long term on the health of residents living directly around this polluted air? 

Victoria Road is already a very heavily trafficked arterial road. To add to this with access from 
Westconnex can only cause intensive local gridlock. It is also very hard to clearly acertain the effects of 
this on access to Terry St from Victoria Rd for both resident cars and pedestrian access crossing Victoria 
Rd to bus stops on either side. These stops are very busy and service a great number of residents. Is 
there a plan to include a pedestrian over ridge? 

Traffic noise on Iron Cove bridge already travels to the high density apartments all around it. Increasing 
the number of cars traveling on this bridge will increase even further the constant noise experienced by 
residents. Are there any plans for resurfacing the bridge with quieter surface materials and sound 
barriers? 

Creating more bottlenecks in highly populated ares and creating intense pollution output again in highly 
populated areas is no resultion to Sydney's traffic connection. It simply moves the problem from one spot 
to another. The health costs of whole communities is obviously a great social cost. It is also however a 
financial cost which no amount of toll revenue will fully cover. 

Let's find solutions which take long term effects into account rather than short term quick fixes to gain 
political points. 

IP Address: 203-7-93-55.dyn.iinet.net.au  - 203.7.93.55 
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Submission: Online Submission from Irene Stariha (object) 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  activity&id=228331  

Submission for Job: #7485 WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_job&id=7485  

Site: #3247 M4-M5 Link 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  site&id=3247 



From: 	
Sent: 	 Mon, 16 Oct 2017 12:31:17 +0000 
To: 	
Subject: 	 FW: Submission Details for Steve Clarke (object) 

From: systenn@accelo.comOn Behalf OfSteve Clarke 
Sent: Monday, 16 October 2017 11:31:05 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney 
To: 
Subject: Submission Details for Steve Clarke (object) 

Confidentiality Requested: no 

Submitted by a Planner: no 

Disclosable Political Donation: no 

Name: Steve Clarke 
Email: sc0274@gmail.com  

Address: 
3 Rosemount Ave 

Summer Hill, NSW 
2130 

Content: 
I have witnessed firsthand the devastation wrought by the first phases of Westconnex: the destruction of 
heritage housing, trees and wildlife, the lack of any credible business, social or environmental case; the 
lack of any overarching town planning involving associated public transport infrastructure and open 
spaces, the lack of appropriate due diligence and care taken. 

My eight year old child wrote: "I'm really upset. I was in Sydney Park and I saw Westconnex cutting down 
Eucalyptus and Melaleuca trees. But the main reason I'm upset is because the trees are home to birds. I 
saw the birds flying around in circles looking lost, confused and stressed. They would be very sad. Is 
there anything you can do to save the birds and the trees? 

This project is doing irreparable damage and pain to the inner west community. It needs serious and 
major modification to repair the damage already done, and to ensuire the health and wellbeing of inner 
west children and families. 

IP Address: 123-243-6-197.static.tpgi.com.au  - 123.243.6.197 
Submission: Online Submission from Steve Clarke (object) 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  activity&id=228371  

Submission for Job: #7485 WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  job&id=7485 

Site: #3247 M4-M5 Link 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  site&id=3247 
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From: 	
Sent: 	 Mon, 16 Oct 2017 12:44:05 +0000 
To: 	
Subject: 	 FW: Submission Details for Helen Rees (object) 

From: system@accelo.comOn Behalf OfHelen Rees 
Sent: Monday, 16 October 2017 11:38:07 PM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney 
To: 
Subject: Submission Details for Helen Rees (object) 

Confidentiality Requested: no 

Submitted by a Planner: no 

Disclosable Political Donation: no 

Name: Helen Rees 
Email: helenlucyrees@yahoo.com.au  

Address: 
3 Rosemount Ave 

Summer Hill, NSW 
2130 

Content: 
Westconnex is a nightmare! It is hard to imagine a project more destructive to our community. It needs 
serious remediation. 

IP Address: 123-243-6-197.static.tpgi.com.au  - 123.243.6.197 
Submission: Online Submission from Helen Rees (object) 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  activity&id=228381  

Submission for Job: #7485 WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_job&id=7485  

Site: #3247 M4-M5 Link 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  site&1d=3247 
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From: 	  
Sent: 	 Mon, 16 Oct 2017 13:21:12 +0000 
To: 	
Subject: 	 FW: Submission Details for Nathan English of EcoTransit Sydney (object) 
Attachments: 	228403_ETS submission on Stage 3 WestConnex _20170ct17_0001.pdf 

From: systenn@accelo.comOn Behalf OfNathan English 
Sent: Tuesday, 17 October 2017 12:02:15 AM (UTC+10:00) Canberra, Melbourne, Sydney 
To:  
Subject: Submission Details for Nathan English of EcoTransit Sydney (object) 

Confidentiality Requested: no 

Submitted by a Planner: no 

Disclosable Political Donation: no 

Name: Nathan English 
Organisation: EcoTransit Sydney (Co-Convener) 
Email: contact@ecotransit.org.au  

Address: 
101 Darling Street 

Ba!main East, NSW 
2041 

Content: 
Please find attached submission and send receipt - thank you! 

IF Address: ppp121-44-67-222.bras1.5yd7.internode.on.net  - 121.44.67.222 
Submission: Online Submission from Nathan English of EcoTransit Sydney (object) 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  activity&id=228403  

Submission for Job: #7485 WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view_job&id=7485  

Site: #3247 M4-M5 Link 
https://majorprojects.accelo.com/?action=view  site&id=3247 
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EcoTransit	  Sydney’s	  Submission	  for	  the	  M4-M5	  Link	  *	  	  

	  

1Introduction	  and	  Context:	  	  

 

EcoTransit Sydney is Sydney’s most outspoken public and active transport 

advocacy group. Our voluntary members led the charge for the Dulwich Hill light 

rail extension, opposed the CBD Metro and also the M5 East Tunnel, which 

would have destroyed the Wolli Creek Reserve.  

 

Our organisation prides itself on providing a voice for the community which is 

often disenfranchised when it comes to the approval of so-called ‘State 

Significant Transport Infrastructure’. The only thing which seems to qualify any 

infrastructure as ‘State-Significant’ in NSW these days, appears to be the size of 

its budget. If it’s big enough, it instantly becomes ‘State-Significant’. The EIS 

document for WestConnex Stage 3: The M4-M5 Link, details many things likely 

to be of ‘significance’ to the people it will ultimately affect, yet organisations like 

SMC, RMS and (sadly) even the Department of Planning and Infrastructure, may 

never consider such significant impacts as part of their terms of reference. To 

assess such multi-billion dollar infrastructure projects by such narrow economic 

scope is wrong – and it’s why EcoTransit Sydney (and many other community 

groups) continue to hold a strong conviction that what we do has merit.  

 

EcoTransit Sydney has never accepted the need for any part of WestConnex. By 

clear admission of its original (and rather loose) business case, it will only save a 

handful of minutes (on a good day) for those motorists who use it. In the Stage 3 

EIS – the subject of this submission - all traffic modelling has been produced 

based on an assumption that the future Rozelle Interchange, the Western 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
1	  *	  For	  the	  purposes	  of	  this	  submission,	  the	  M4-‐M5	  Link	  is	  treated	  by	  EcoTransit	  Sydney	  as	  both	  the	  
Rozelle	  Interchange	  Concept	  and	  the	  main	  Trunk	  Tunnels	  linking	  between	  Haberfield	  and	  St	  Peters.	  	  	  
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Harbour Tunnel, the Northern Beaches Link and the Sydney Ports Gateway had 

also been completed – which is ridiculous, as these will not occur for years after 

Stage 3 has been completed.  

 

This entire project seems to be more about the State Government transferring 

unprecedented amounts of hard-earned taxpayers’ money to the private sector. 

This theory now seems confirmed enough, given the Government is making 

plans to sell its controlling stake of the Sydney Motorways Corporation as soon 

as possible – and straight after this EIS is approved. The timing of this seems 

political, as the project is now highly unpopular and a long way off complete. 

 

We consider this project (from top to tail) to be a multi-billion dollar waste of 

money. It would seem the private sector agree, as they’ve left it to Government to 

get it started – absolving themselves of initial risk, until they’re convinced it will 

pay off... It is yet to do so, and may not - except through its own recycling as an 

asset, to a naïve and most likely overseas-based buyer.  

 

This was a project hatched on the back of an envelope by former disgraced NSW 

Liberal Premier Nick Greiner and his business mates. All of these people were 

unelected, but nonetheless became board members for Infrastructure NSW 

[INSW]. This spin-driven, ‘independent advisory group’, set up by yet another 

now disgraced former Liberal Premier, Barry O’Farrell (when relatively new in 

office), had been specifically tasked with delivering a State Infrastructure 

Strategy. This would be held up as an alternative collection of ‘priority’ State 

infrastructure ideas, compared to others already tested with some rigour by 

Infrastructure Australia [IA]. IA was the Commonwealth’s advisory group, set up 

to test the merit of major infrastructure proposals hoping to gain Commonwealth 

funds for their completion. Most were considered to be ‘State Significant’ 

projects, submitted by the States themselves. We believe the creation of INSW 

was pure politics, to create an illusion of scrutiny for the O’Farrell Government’s 

agenda, in an attempt to sidestep the Gillard-led Federal Labor Government’s 
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scrutiny, via the established IA process. Gillard had committed funding for the 

Parramatta to Epping Rail-Link [PERL] – which had not gone through the IA 

process and was more a spare-of-the-moment election promise announced by 

the Prime Minister herself. Julia Gillard’s commitment to the PERL was seen as 

logical for Sydney’s future by most planners – connecting Parramatta to the 

northern arm of the Global Economic Arc, however the lack of scrutiny by IA 

gave O’Farrell a rather populist argument to justify going it alone. He rejected the 

Prime Minister’s offer of $2.08 billion for PERL and created his own advisory 

board committing instead to his own election promise of the NWRL, which State 

Labor had cancelled several times over. The PERL made a hell of a lot more 

sense compared to other recommendations which would later be made by 

Infrastructure NSW. INSW supported O’Farrell’s plans to scrap the PERL, 

suggesting there were ‘far higher priorities’ - like WestConnex.  

 

WestConnex was labelled by INSW as ‘priority number one for NSW’.  

 

EcoTransit hereby condemns the O’Farrell, Baird and now Berejiklian 

Governments for ever adopting this project, particularly given the hypocrisy of 

proceeding with it despite independent scrutiny – free of conflicting interest - or 

any rigorous examination of the possible public transit alternatives which may 

well have negated its now questionable ‘need’.  

 

WestConnex will not stop congestion, it will simply entice more road users onto 

bigger roads – owned by the private sector to make them profit. Stage 3 cannot 

possibly make a difference until the Rozelle Interchange is complete, as well as 

the Western Harbour Tunnel, the Northern Beaches Link and the Sydney Ports 

Gateway. In the very week leading up to the deadline for this EIS submission, it 

has become clear that the private sector appears reluctant to get involved in 

Rozelle Junction’s construction.  
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Vital rail additions would have been much cheaper and further reaching. We 

condemn the actions of Anthony Albanese (under Prime Minister Julia Gillard) for 

not demanding that his own established IA standards be followed. We further 

condemn the blind funding of $3 billion by the Liberal Prime Minister who toppled 

the Gillard Government, Tony Abbott – well known for his fundamental view 

(published in his aspirational book) that roads are the only transport infrastructure 

the Commonwealth need fund – because ‘the common man is his car is king’… 

No Tony, not when the common man (and woman) are lumbered with ongoing 

tolls – their spare cash gone, their kids sick from pollution given how little 

opportunity they’ve been provided with for safe, active transit.  

	  

Reasons	  we	  urge	  you	  to	  reject	  this	  Stage	  3	  ‘EIS’:	  

 

Firstly, it is NOT an EIS! Surely it is not really able to be assessed as such, given 

half of the proposal is described as ‘indicative only’. That half is the Rozelle 

Interchange – which includes a complex spaghetti junction of underground 

tunnels undermining the suburbs of Rozelle and Lilyfield, the Iron Cove Link 

tunnel and some proposed stub tunnels for proposed Western Harbour Tunnel. 

The City of Sydney has suggest it is so complex the interchange alone could cost 

up to $3 billion and requires a new set of Australian road tunnelling standards to 

be written by the engineers which take it on – that could take some years. For 

such a cavalier proposal to be put forward for approval without any certain detail, 

given the understanding Rozelle Interchange would be one of the largest, 

deepest underground motorway concepts ever constructed – it seems 

Government is dipping Treasury’s toe into the unknown – we don’t traditionally 

tend to do that in NSW – and not on this scale... 

  

It is imperative that the Department of Planning now takes a moment to pause 

and consider if this truly is a responsible time to consider this EIS. Surely it would 

be better to defer the assessment of the Rozelle Interchange, at least until the 



	   6	  

detail for what’s intended has been properly established – or be better still, to 

order the proponents to rewrite the entire EIS document. This should include 

realistic traffic modelling and air quality predictions, rather than those we see 

already, based on an assumption that all future proposed branches of 

WestConnex (the Western Harbour Tunnel, the Northern Beaches Link and the 

Sydney Ports Gateway) have been completed. These projects combined will add 

at least $25 billion to the already blown out costs of WestConnex – and to make 

matters worse, we have no guarantee they will decongest Sydney! The health 

concerns, the rising cost of living (thanks to new tolls) and the continuation of 

car-dependency across the Sydney Basin will do nothing to help Sydneysider’s 

generally. What sort of logic drives a statement which suggests that a benefit of 

this project will be the transferring of 45,000 people from public transport into 

cars? Yet that’s what we witnessed in the first Business Case WestConnex 

released… 

 

If the Rozelle Interchange were approved and constructed, then the ‘indicative 

only’ concept designs suggest we would see a twenty meter high exhaust stack 

rise just 80m from Rozelle Public School. This would tower even closer to 

residents and childcare centres along the Darling Street shopping strip and on 

setbacks from Victoria Road. If there is no wind, this exhaust will fall onto 

Rozelle’s heart – causing possible respiratory disorders. There will also be three 

major exhaust stacks built in the Rozelle Goods Yards. These will sit low in a 

suburban valley but tower over playing fields and so-called ‘new green space’. 

These will operate in close proximity to residents who live on the slopes that rim 

that valley, along with day-care centres and countless workers in the future Bays 

Precinct to the immediate north-east. Stage 3 suggests the                                      

dismantling of two key regional foot and cycle bridges will take place as part of 

the re-calibration of Victoria Road and the CityWest Link  – we don’t know why 

this is necessary, but it will frustrate active transport – and could lead to people 

trying to cross these busy arterials in high traffic conditions to catch buses, etc. 

Stage 3 also suggests the total loss of an existing yet neglected rail corridor in 
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the Goods Yards which could otherwise carry a new service light rail to White 

Bay (were it reconditioned). Even if the old tracks are taken away – we advocate 

that the corridor they sit in be preserved for future light rail regardless. Finally 

SMC forecasts a 60% increase in traffic onto the Anzac Bridge heading into the 

CBD via the Western Distributor – if Stage 3 is built. This last point should prove 

striking for most Sydney motorists, as the Anzac Bridge is already at capacity in 

the peak periods, rated “F”. F is the worst rating one can give in NSW for 

congestion. Lucky for SMC, there is no technical ranking worse than “F” – so 

their modelling can’t technically be described as worse for congestion – despite 

the increase in numbers… In practical terms, however, one does not need to be 

a traffic modeller to grasp how an increase of 60% traffic on Anzac Bridge will 

feel “completely F”, once all Stages of WestConnex are built. 

 

In St Peters and Alexandria, RMS have plans for a lower exhaust stack than is 

standard – mainly because of an apparent need to keep airspace clear for 

passing passenger jets… This (like in the Rozelle Goods Yards) means 

poisonous pollutants will not disperse as far as they should given their proximity 

to residential areas… RMS also have plans to upgrade various fly-off roads such 

as Euston Road to cope with the influx of 60,000 additional vehicles per day in 

each directions. Euston Road to Dacey Ave will resembles an expressway, 

cutting a swathe across South Sydney, just a few blocks north of the Green 

Square Town Centre. It will end at Anzac Parade and Alison Road, where it 

seems expected to simply disperse via a ‘continuous flow intersection’ right 

where the new City South East Light Rail [CSELR] corridor will run, allowing 

motorists to access Moore Park directly. Is this really needed? EcoTransit 

Sydney believes not – far greater investments in quality public transport are what 

this city really needs. Any surface road plans like these we’ve just described here 

means Green Square (already Australia’s densest neighbourhood and highly car-

dependent) could be rimmed by the nation’s worst traffic snarls on all sides! 

These could prove detrimental to active transport across the growing region, with 

amplified air and noise pollution – but it will also stifle public transport expansions 
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and spend money which most Councils wouldn’t have the reserves for, on 

adaptation. 

 

Lastly, this project (to link the M4 and M5) has become highly flawed and will not 

improve access to the Port Botany Freight Terminal or alleviate congestion on 

Parramatta Road to aid its liveability for urban renewal. These were the two key 

objectives when it was first proposed. This is because the only places where 

Sydney’s M4 motorists can now get off WestConnex to access the CBD (if the 

Rozelle Interchange remains unfunded and unbuilt whilst the four lane wide trunk 

tunnels of the M4-M5 Link progress) will be Haberfield, either to run down the 

CityWest Link to reach the Anzac Bridge – or Parramatta Road. Both these 

options are exactly what city-bound M4 traffic already relies on.  

 

For those who use the current M5 to reach the CBD, or even the North Shore, 

they will still be reliant on using the M5 East and Eastern Distributor – as is 

currently the case – for WestConnex Stage 3 will only spit them out at the St 

Peters Interchange.  

 

Without the Rozelle Interchange (still only at concept design stage, given the 

details in this EIS have described it as ‘indicative only’) actually built – the M4-M5 

Link’s trunk tunnels will link nothing other than Haberfield with St Peters. 

Essentially, the trunk tunnels alone serve as nothing other than a glorified 

Sydney CBD bypass, but it’s set to take motorists who pay its tolls nowhere new. 

This means that for all the money spent, WestConnex Stage 3 adds no real 

improvements to the Port or CBD access routes, but it will still toll motorists for 

the privilege of driving on their old motorways (the M4 and M5) which have now 

been widened somewhat. It also means local councils and RMS will be 

scrambling to find the money to upgrade their local roads, which will be forced to 

accommodate SMC’s projected increases in traffic which is allegedly set to pour 

out of their motorway junctions. They may never find money to do this. At these 

points, pollution will increase around traffic portals, under exhaust stacks and 
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possibly even on some local roads, as many motorists will strive to avoid the new 

tolls – we see this already with the newly widened M4 (Stage 1 WestConnex). 

Sydney is already the most tolled city in the world, so this behaviour suggests 

SMC’s constant claims of surface traffic being greatly reduced could be false – if 

people need toll relief. If anything, because of the proven phenomenon known as 

‘induced traffic’ – and the lack of additional access to desired locations for those 

who enter the M4-M5 Link trunk tunnels, traffic on surface roads may well 

increase…  

 

In summary, it would appear there are virtually no long-term benefits that 

Sydneysiders can take away from this WestConnex Stage 3 proposal – at least 

which might benefit them. Sure, the selected construction firms which build it 

could employ lots of people for a few years, buy materials, etc… and someone in 

the private sector will be able to charge tolls once they purchase a controlling 

stake of SMC for decades to come – but it’s a long road to get one’s money back 

on that front… The question however, is whether that is ultimately the legacy 

which NSW should be striving for? This is not just a project which creates jobs. 

The pollution and disruption which will be created by WestConnex Stage 3 

(according to independent experts) across the suburbs expected to host it, will 

have genuine long-term health impacts – which far outlast the jobs. We know this 

because similar construction techniques have already affected residents and 

property alike when it comes to the two previous stages of WestConnex. Western 

Sydney – in fact much of Sydney - will pay more in tolls, but for little gain. The 

projected time savings for Stage 3 (according to SMC’s own modelling) is 

minimal. To make matters worse, this project relies on more tollways being built 

to try and alleviate the new bottlenecks it creates - and if that’s what 

Governments deem necessary - it will spend the State’s budget well before we 

can dream of any alternatives to motoring. Why then, is THIS the proposal 

Government puts forth? Why, given the price, do we get THIS compared to 

world-class public transport expansion first? Why is the Government so insistent 

on spending vast sums of money upon WestConnex? And why is it the only 
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actual commitment they’ve made to substantial public transport investment – 

aimed at two projects only – the CSELR and the Sydney Metro project. Sydney 

Metro doesn’t really expand rail capacity across Sydney Trains, it rather 

cannibalises and converts existing infrastructure and privatises its workforce. 

This is not a bang-for-buck approach when it comes to Transport Planning – and 

the implementation of the CSELR has seen it rise in cost to become one of the 

most expensive light rail developments in the world. Both Sydney Metro and 

WestConnex Stage 3 seem driven primarily by property developers wanting to 

takeover long swathes of Sydney; an economic ideology of user-pays project 

delivery; privatisation and a system which favours the needs of big party donors. 

The combinations of infrastructure we’re now getting will not take people off 

Sydney’s roads – not to the point that they flow freely for those who really have 

no choice but to use them (tradies, service delivery, freight, emergency services, 

parents making the school run, etc.).  

 

As stated in the introduction of this submission, economic performance measures 

such as revenue generation and job creation cannot be the only determinants in 

deciding what is ‘State Significant’… WestConnex has become too over-bearing 

for much of Sydney to be judged by such criteria alone – we must consider its 

long-term impacts to the city’s urban liveability, freedom of movement, air quality, 

cost of living and think seriously about whether it will ever reach its once-stated 

objectives. Approval of Stage 3 will re-enforce this city’s car-dependent nature for 

decades to come. The community has never been allowed to play a role in 

deciding if this remains the case – why? Why can’t we have the discussion first, 

examining whether a different path might provide us with truly transformative 

public transport options to get people out of their cars where possible – and 

freeing up the comprehensive road system we already have. It’s time - we urge 

the Department of Planning to weigh up the pros and cons of this project, 

possibly beyond the scope established, and remain responsible to the 

population’s long-term needs.  
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Recommendations	  Moving	  Forward:	  	  

 

As we’ve already said EcoTransit Sydney does not believe any part of ‘Stage 3’ 

WestConnex to be worthy of approval. Most certainly, it should not be approved 

without a truly thorough and transparent assessment of other competitive high-

capacity public transport proposals, much like those we ourselves have been 

advocating for years. Whilst EcoTransit Sydney is not the only think-tank which 

promotes high-capacity rail alternatives and other ideas to get Sydney moving, 

we are one of the few not-for-profit groups who do so. We therefore believe our 

suite of suggestions are worth a look as they are free of commercial conflicts and 

devised to help find value-for-money concepts which will have truly 

transformative outcomes. We’d also suggest strengthening the frameworks which 

lead to infrastructure proposals being selected. You could start with this proposal 

– Stage 3 WestConnex…  

 

IMPROVED GOVERNMENT PROCESS 

 

A hypothetical improvement when determining State Significant Transport 

Infrastructure, might be first be the issuing of a statement of intention. This could 

come from Cabinet and designed not to favour a specific mode, but rather 

highlight a specific problem which requires alleviation. This statement would then 

trigger an open critiqued by the Department of Planning and Environment 

[DoPE] to achieve adequate verification of the problem first identified. Upon 

verification of the problem, a combined Government panel would be established, 

consisting of Transport for NSW [TfNSW], Roads and Maritime Services [RMS] 
and DoPE – along with any other relevant agencies. These would openly discuss 

which concepts on offer might bring about the most benefit – and after a 

selection of three is made, a feasibility study could be produced for each. The 

conclusion as to which is best to solve the problem would need to be unanimous, 

transparent, and a summary statement justifying the decision must be delivered 

to the Greater Sydney Commission [the GSC] for review. This GSC review must 
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be conducted transparently and promoted publicly, to ensure the conclusion is in 

line with A Plan for Growing Sydney (the living Metropolitan Plan) – and has a 

chance for public comment. If the summary statement’s recommendation reflects 

the objectives of the Greater Sydney Commission and the ongoing nature of the 

Metro Plan as it expands – if public feedback is processed openly and 

addressed, then the GSC could refer the now qualified ‘State Significant’ 

infrastructure proposal for an independent assessment by Infrastructure 

Australia. This final assessment process should ensure that the highest 

functionality and greatest good is achieved – but beyond that, may achieve some 

Commonwealth funding to help get the project started. In such context, the terms 

of reference when establishing ‘the greater good’, should be a lower-cost of living 

for those using whatever transport proposals are chosen; an ability to increase 

neighbourhood liveability; increased energy efficiency and a reduction in our 

overall carbon footprint.  

 

DEMAND DRIVEN MODAL CHANGE 

 

History and habit shows Sydneysiders foster high demands for motoring 

alternatives. This has been once again illustrated by the unpredicted yet 

undeniable patronage explosion on the new Inner West light rail extension; the 

removal of Station Entry Charges at Green Square and Mascot Stations on the 

Airport Rail Link; and the recent embrace of the Opal Card system, all of which is 

now obtainable in real-time data form – but not mentioned in the Stage 3 EIS. 

 

Unfortunately, most of the transit data used to justify this EIS and the project it 

represents, date back to the 2011 Census and strategic reports which were often 

published no later than 2014. EcoTransit Sydney believes this is misleading and 

selective use of data, to define the needs of the study area across the Inner West 

and the City of Sydney. The Inner West light rail (for example), widespread Opal 

take-up and some major overhauls in the rail network’s timetabling have all 

occurred during or beyond 2014. This is yet another reason why we say this EIS 
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is inadequate, inaccurate and demands a re-writing before it can be properly 

considered by DoPE.  

 

LOW-HANGING FRUIT AND INFRASTRUCTURE OPTIONS 

 

The Glebe Island Bridge is a heritage-listed RMS asset that has not been used 

since the late 1990s. We feel it should be re-furbished and opened to separated 

cycling and pedestrian traffic – as it promises to mimic the now essential active 

transit corridor of its cousin, the Pyrmont Bridge. EcoTransit Sydney notes the 

recalibration of active transit channels designed to access the Anzac Bridge 

above, as part of the future Rozelle Interchange means a major disruption of 

active transit is nigh. The EIS suggests two key active transit bridges will be 

removed, the Victoria Road footbridge at the corner of Lilyfield Road, and the 

Beattie Bush Bridge over the CityWest Link. The loss of these corridors is 

unacceptable unless equally (if not more) accessible corridors can be created 

and opened first. From Balmain, we propose that a fenced-off stretch of the new 

James Craig Road (an extension built between White Bay and Glebe Island). 

could serve as a relatively safe public and active transport corridor to Pyrmont 

and CBD from Balmain, via the Glebe Island Bridge and its creation would 

require very little effort.  

 

The present Rozelle Rail Yards site holds remnants of a neglected surface rail 

corridor which runs from the Lilyfield light rail stop right up to the Victoria Road 

Bridge underpass. It’s true the corridor holds little value unless the tracks are 

reconditions, but the land allocation for rail is potentially priceless, as still spans 

all the way to Glebe Island - and up the full length of White Bay. This corridor is 

an ex-freight rail line which was unfairly labelled as ‘redundant infrastructure’ by 

RMS in its REF for the recent and ongoing Rozelle Goods Yards “Works”. We 

(and 1200 signatories to an online petition created by local Balmain Greens MP 

Jamie Parker), believe this old freight corridor needs to be reserved as a 

strategic land corridor, re-purposed for possible surface light rail expansion into 
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the future. In this respect it is no more ‘redundant’ than its parent line which once 

spanned to Dulwich Hill from Darling Harbour – converted to light rail only a few 

years ago - with stunning success and low cost. Its ‘redundancy’ is a matter of 

perspective – and RMS’ perspective is sadly limited to favouring roads, not rail. 

Various proposals for a light rail link to White Bay have been thrown around since 

at least 2006. In a report on the ‘future of the working harbour’ by Dr Phil 

McManus (commissioned by Leichhardt Council and ignored by Sydney Ports, 

now part of RMS) – it was stated that were this corridor not used, it would 

inevitably be lost. It is a question of equity for the residents and workers of the 

future Bays Precinct (and region surrounding) to intervene and take this 

possibility seriously. The sabotage of that rail link is highly likely – as it will be 

very hard to re-instate if WestConnex Stage 3 is approved, the Rozelle Junction 

is underway and it becomes completely erased the landscape. We feel this aging 

rail corridor deserves protection, because land in this part of town is at a 

premium and it could still provide a hardwired connection to the rest of the Inner 

West, Pyrmont and Central for the Bays Precinct and notably, White Bay. It could 

also become a much-needed and affordable compliment to any future Metro 

station in The Bays - which will likely require a much larger catchment of users to 

stay viable in its early years. The light rail to White Bay could feed passengers 

from across the broader region into this Station. Even without a Metro (which is 

still years away) a light rail extension through the Rail Yards site connecting The 

Bays with the Inner West light rail line, would be a major compliment to that 

project - and the future Victoria Road Bus Rapid Transit corridor (now in the 

planning phase). It would certainly become a crucial asset to the heavily 

populated and car-dependent Balmain Peninsula. 

 

IMPROVED LIVEABILITY, PERMEABILITY AND DEVELOPMENT APPEAL 

 

We’re told in the EIS that the Rozelle Goods Yards will be redeveloped as largely 

public open space for recreation. Artists’ impressions suggest a ten-hectare park, 

this does not mean however, that SMC or the DoPE should feel obliged to 
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remove any other open space which exists across the Inner West – and 

especially not from around the Rozelle Rail Yards site. For example, the 

WestConnex concept pictures show the removal of green space at Buduwan 

Park (next to the Rozelle Bay light rail stop) to make way for a widening of The 

Crescent. This would be a highly unsatisfactory outcome for locals. If the 

Crescent must be widened to meet SMC’s objectives, why wouldn’t they be 

required to cover (or sink) that part of The Crescent, along with the rest of the 

Rozelle Interchange? Doing so would actually allow Buduwan Park to connect 

directly with the existing shoreline at Rozelle Bay - providing an uninterrupted 

and serene link to the Harbour for the community of Annandale. You could 

actually do this with the entire stretch of the CityWest Link too, from the James 

Craig Road turn-off, to Catherine Street. If SMC plan to cover the Rozelle 

Interchange with a park, then how is it beneficial to leave the existing CityWest 

Link exposed (like it currently is) for it would only continue to act as a noisy, 

unappealing pedestrian barrier for the suburb of Rozelle – denying residents 

easy seamless access to the very bay that bears their suburb’s name. So too, 

does the lack of investment from the State to help finish the Inner West 

Greenway and a little-known project which could extend it to White Bay, called 

the CityWest Cycle-Link [CWCL]. The latter requires a very basic widening of the 

narrow rail cutting which already heads east from the Leichhardt North light rail 

stop (adjacent to Darley Road). This stretches towards Liliyfield’s light rail stop, 

off Catherine Street. It’s believed such a widening could be achieved easily with 

a basic road header for around $5 million – or perhaps less. Such a modest 

investment could allow an extension of The Inner West Greenway’s off-road 

shared pathway, right into the Bays Precinct at a level grade. This means no 

more hills or traffic interruptions from the Cooks River all the way into Pyrmont 

(potentially) with the help of a re-animated Glebe Island Bridge. Such a dramatic 

improvement in cycling and pedestrian access would greatly enhance the appeal 

and safety of active transport across the Inner West. We therefore recommend 

that SMC (as a condition of any approval for Stage 3) be forced to make the 

entire Rozelle Goods Yards and CityWest Link areas (combined) into one big 
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seamless parkland, free of surface roads. Burying all roads would create some 

real opportunities to go well beyond the initial ten hectares initially promoted by 

RMS as a ‘possibility’. It would also provide a chance for uninterrupted cycling, 

walking and light rail extensions to the Balmain Peninsula and The Bays Precinct 

(adjacent), from the rest of the Inner West.  

 

However, we feel the most important condition of approval, which really cannot 

be ignored, should be the full filtering of any proposed exhaust stacks which 

make up the WestConnex project – and that goes for all previous Stages too.  

 

HEALTH CONCERNS 

 

A highly flawed, unconstrained, free-flowing traffic model system was adopted 

with plenty of assumptions that simply won’t reflect the realities of WestConnex 

Stage 3 for many years, if ever. Disgustingly, it appears this is also what the 

SMC air quality predictions were based on. They are wrong. The length of these 

tunnels (which the proposed Stage 3 stacks are catering for) will be longer than 

any previously built in Sydney. That means a greater concentration of traffic 

pollution could be measured wherever it’s released – as it will be drawn from a 

much longer underground source. For this project, the stacks will also be bigger 

and in some cases more numerous, particularly around the proposed Rozelle 

Interchange, where heavy emissions will blanket the surrounding high density 

residential areas drawn from several kilometres away and in multiple directions. 

This holds a high probability of affecting people’s health. We know from recent 

reports that the fastest growing area in greenhouse emissions for Australia today, 

involves the exhaust from new diesel powered cars. Diesel trucks are a given in 

WestConnex tunnels – particularly given the spoil trucks, cement trucks and 

trucks working on a possible Sydney Metro West in the years ahead - but the 

widespread production of diesel cars could lead to an increase in pollutants not 

previously factored in to SMC’s assumptions.  
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Diesel fumes are known carcinogens according to the World Health Organisation 

– some believe them to be as potent as asbestos. The Balmain Peninsula, 

attached to the Rozelle Goods Yards and what will continue to be (and most 

likely escalate as) a working port – already hosts a cruise terminal, where alleged 

low-sulfur fuels are being burnt by up to 150 passenger ships a year. All produce 

the equivalent of a shocking 200,000 cars (roughly) in pollution per day. This has 

been verified by Sydney Ports at a recent briefing – and that was considered one 

of ‘the lowest likely outcomes in pollution, for each dollar spent’. Add 

WestConnex pollution to the mix, in high concentration, and the Balmain 

Peninsula is set to become one of the worst residential areas for air quality in the 

Sydney Basin. The Peninsula itself is only a few kilometres from Global Sydney 

proper (both north and south CBDs). This means there’s a very real possibility 

that unfiltered emissions from the tunnels which are expelling them (at heavy 

concentration) will affect - if not take - people’s lives. This was verified 

by Professor Paul Torzillo (Executive Clinical Director and Head of Respiratory 

Medicine at Sydney's Royal Prince Alfred hospital), who recently spoke at the 

City of Sydney’s “Fix WestConnex” CityTalk presentation (held on Wed Oct 

11, 2017). According to a high-profile parent (Sunil Badami, who also gave a 

presentation at this event) SMC recently described the likely effects on Rozelle of 

traffic pollution generated from these proposed exhaust stacks in terms of a 

“percentage of child morbidity”. Morbidity is the frequency with which a disease 

might appear within a population. Morbidity rates are used in actuarial 

professions, such as health insurance, life insurance and long-term care 

insurance, to determine the correct premiums to charge to customers. According 

to Mr Badami, SMC was suggesting air quality might be measured in terms of 

“affecting 0.20 of a child's morbidity”… This shows the heinous disregard SMC 

carries for the communities surrounding its project, when planning, investigating 

and trying to reach its objectives. For DoPE to be contemplating the approval of a 

project put forward by such an outfit, where the proponents process the world in 

this ghoulish way, says so much about what’s wrong with NSW Planning. 
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EFFECTIVE FILTRATION A NECESSITY 

 

Whilst there is much which would remain wrong with WestConnex, the filtering of 

exhaust stacks (were it to be adopted as a very serious condition of approval) 

might then allow the much lauded parkland RMS says SMC will build over the old 

Rozelle Goods Yards, to actually become a much improved, usable open space 

for the broader region – for as it stands, without effective filtration, it will not... It 

would also allow RMS and SMC to be seen as making an undeniable 

contribution to recreation for Inner Sydney residents – improving active transport 

permeability between suburbs and into The Bays Precinct. This might also 

enhance the appeal of future investors to build Mike Baird’s much hyped 

‘innovation hub’ at White Bay – if not more...  We stress however, the health 

benefits of any filtration system would need to studied first and proven. 

 

We do stress, that if it is a viable option, then all WestConnex ventilation stacks 

must be filtered – they must. It’s not a question of whether the law allows SMC to 

get away with not filtering them, it’s a question of widespread public health. 

Filtering provides a way for you DoPE (and SMC) to avoid any future liability or 

class actions. Unfiltered stacks appear to pose a very serious health hazard. 

Filtering will make redevelopment of key sites near to WestConnex more 

appealing for investors – so why would it be responsible not to? 

 

 

ACTIVE AND PUBLIC TRANSPORT IMPROVEMENTS 

 

If the DoPE can’t insist on the whole CityWest Link from Catherine Street to The 

Crescent or better still, the James Craig Road turn-off, being covered by a new 

parkland - then DoPE should at least insist on numerous new bridges or viaducts 

to improve active transport access to and from the suburban destinations on 

either side. If SMC feels it must sacrifice the rail corridor in the Goods Yards 

completely, then a new Y-Junction viaduct (built off the existing embankment 
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which hosts Rozelle Bay light rail stop) could reinstate the very valuable rail link 

which would otherwise be lost to the Balmain Peninsula forever. Whilst the 

viaduct would primarily be designed to carry light rail over the CityWest Link and 

down to the underpass which runs beneath Victoria Road, it could also be used 

by pedestrians and cyclists. Take the intersection of Lilyfield Road and Gordon 

Street in Rozelle; a multi-purpose viaduct could link ‘at grade’ and ‘as the crow 

flies’ from Lilyfield Road to Pritchard Street in Annandale, allowing fast 

pedestrian access between these two estranged suburbs (see Figure 1.0 

attached). 

 

MULTIMODAL POTENTIAL FOR TUNNELS 

 

Given the overall investment in WestConnex and the length of its underground 

tunnels, we would encourage Transport for NSW to revisit the project’s capacity 

to host trains within these tunnels, as part of a multi-model conversion. Doing this 

may help restore the uneven balance in State mode sponsorship, which has long 

favoured roads over rail. If it is possible to run trains through the WestConnex 

tunnels (either with or without the everyday traffic) then perhaps that’s what 

should be done instead. We recommend this exploration, because it may prove 

far cheaper than digging new tunnels to expand our rail network later – when 

valuable reserves are already spent. The University of NSW [UNSW]’s 

architecture studio ‘re-imagined’ WestConnex as an underground metro system, 

and demonstrated how this might function – which created much community 

interest. Even if SMC could team up with TfNSW and RMS to use mere bits of 

the dug tunnels for additional underground rail linkages, it may prove lucrative to 

do so… 

 

If SMC succeeds in gaining approval for this highly flawed EIS – which we do not 

support - everything possible should be done to mitigate pollution and the 

impacts of any induced traffic spill-overs onto local surface roads.  
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Tolls should be kept to a minimum for locals, especially those living in the Inner 

West Council area which is being forced to host WestConnex Stage 3 – as well 

as the southern suburbs surrounding the City of Sydney. This is because if you 

proceed, these areas will find the new tolls very hard to avoid. The key junctions 

(and their tolled off-shoots) are right on the doorsteps to these area’s suburbs – 

and some are likely to even interfere with local traffic movements.  

 

WestConnex should not be encouraged as a freight network – or a concrete 

distribution network. A progressive Global city should be looking to use a rail 

network for such things, and after hours truck and van movements (first and 

foremost) to deliver bulk goods across Sydney. With this in mind, it could be 

possible be repurpose the tunnels already built, to move freight underground by 

rail – or you could simply expand the Port Botany Freight Line with the help of 

Transport for NSW and IA, to obviate the ‘need’ for so many trucks (of all sizes) 

on our suburban roads and key arterials. Government should also invest in more 

surface light rail connections between our existing heavy rail branches, better 

signalling systems and higher frequencies across the rail network as a whole.  

 

DUMPING STAGE 3 AS AN OPTION 

 

Government could simply re-allocate the entire budget for Stage 3 WestConnex  

(the M4-M5 Link) to build additional double deck heavy rail passenger lines 

where suburbs are screaming out for them. We are certain WestConnex (as a 

tollroad) will prove to be a poor investment for the public over the long term, 

especially when one weighs up the amount of surface road-space which 

cheaper, alternative transport measures might honestly free up for those who 

really need to use it. WestConnex (in such context) probably wouldn’t be needed.   

 

WestConnex Stage 3, as presented in this EIS, simply won’t achieve value for 

money – so why approve it? Our organisation stands shoulder to shoulder with 

all groups opposed to WestConnex Stage 3, given (like all previous and future 
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WestConnex stages) it’s once again held up by SMC as a multibillion project that 

is accompanied by no sufficient evidence which suggest it can deliver on the 

Government’s spin as to why it is needed. Stage 3 (we feel) is really about 

securing toll revenue for Transurban – a major party donor, and the delivery of 

concrete trucks across Inner Sydney - where urban renewal apparently proves its 

most lucrative... As a public transport advocacy group, committed to improving 

the liveability of Australia’s only ‘Global City’ with its ever more compact 

population, we wish to see a decrease in motor-dependent transport – and this 

won’t deliver it. We can’t endorse WestConnex Stage 3, only offer the 

Government sensible alternatives, urge a rethink of their transport policy and 

perhaps comment on how best this abomination can be tweaked - if DoPE turns 

a blind eye to its dominant raft of flaws, and approves it.  

 

Even if approved, The Premier’s own business case for WestConnex states that 

the whole 33km network will be at capacity in just 8 years. This means 

WestConnex will leave cars snarled in traffic jams – where we are now, 

essentially. During construction, cars will face congestion on local roads from the 

sheer number of additional truck movements the project is expected to demand. 

So there will be eight years of pain and disruption, followed by eight years of 

WestConnex operating – before it reaches capacity. Is this a joke? Given the 

price of the project, how is could it possible be considered responsible for DoPE 

to approve Stage 3? For a start, Stage 3 makes absolutely no sense without the 

guarantee of a Rozelle Interchange being built at the same time as the planned 

trunk tunnels, or without the addition of a completed Western Harbour Tunnel, a 

Northern Beaches Link, a Sydney Gateway to the Port in Botany, etc., etc., etc… 

SMC’s arguments would no doubt continue until they’d also built an F6 to 

Sutherland! WestConnex started as a project which could take surface traffic off 

Parramatta Road, allowing it to be traffic calmed and turned it into a high-end 

urban boulevarde for Sydney with high density ideal living and long-term job 

creation all the way along it. WestConnex was budgeted at $10billion, now it’s 

morphed into a tollway network which will do nothing for Parramatta Road and 
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looks set to spend in excess of $45 billion for little long-term gain – and little 

urban renewal possibility. It threatens the success of The Bays Precinct, as we 

saw with the withdrawal of Google from negotiations for the White Bay Power 

Station, it will increase air pollution and demand for motoring – which benefits 

only the owner operators of WestConnex – who get to charge tolls for 43 years, 

increasing at CPI or 4% per year, whichever is higher.  

CONCLUSION 

The logic driving Sydney’s motorways seems insatiable. It’s as if Australian’s are 

being sold all the romance of the great open road, through unbridled country – 

but the reality is we’re mostly a market which lives in the city. We are being 

conned with spin-driven promises to get rid of traffic lights and bypass whole 

regions – to spend our savings on tolls to get back an hour a day or more – only 

we won’t, according to the modelling… At the cost we’re seeing, is such a project 

sustainable? The Government’s lust for tollways over all other modes of transport 

(modes which could truly decongest this city – as proven elsewhere around the 

world), seems morally more and more corrupt by the day. NSW does not have 

enough assets in reserve to keep this approach going – to take this once in a 

generation risk, so we (as a city) have to be wise with how we spend the money 

we have gained from the sale of the poles and wires… If we’re not, WestConnex 

could fail – and that will simply be wasted cash amounting to intergenerational 

theft.  

Whilst some dispute whether it was Einstein who once said: ‘Insanity is doing the 

same thing over and over again, but expecting a different result,' the wisdom of 

this statement seems assured and appropriate for Sydney. The approach of 

building big tollways to alleviate traffic is just crazy. According to Jane Jacobs 



	   23	  

(who battled Robert Moses for the preservation of New York – and won) it also 

kills what we love about our established cities… We now know about the 

phenomenon of ‘induced traffic’, we know now that more road space leads to 

more people driving, which makes the situation worse at the point of every 

bottleneck. We know WestConnex Stage 1 is already open and costing up to 

$2,200 a year for those in Sydney’s West who use it five days a week. We know 

we stare into the abyss of a massive energy disruption, and our elected leaders 

are staring back, blankly. We know right now, were we all to suddenly switch to 

electric vehicles – it would cause the collapse of base load power. Because of 

this failure to transition, we know that fossil fuels are still here for a while. When 

electric cars, still in the price range of luxury vehicles, there is a natural trend 

occurring where diesel powered vehicles are now being bought en mass and 

therefore, their emissions will be affecting our air quality for sometime too… All of 

this suggests that WestConnex will lead to more pollution, with higher 

concentrations of diesel, a higher cost of living for many and a poorer State as a 

result of its build – particularly if the private sector gets cold feet and the Premier 

can’t gain the price she’s wanting for its sale... Thus, whether the logic was 

Einstein’s or not, the quote seems entirely appropriate for this submission to urge 

Sydney planners to try something new other than further tollway expansion – and 

yes, that includes across Western Sydney too.  

Three quotes Einstein for sure said, were: 

“Concern for man and his fate must always form the chief interest of all technical 
endeavors. Never forget this in the midst of your diagrams and equations.”  

“It has become appallingly obvious that our technology has exceeded our 
humanity.” 
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“Any intelligent fool can make things bigger and more complex… It takes a touch 
of genius – and a lot of courage to move in the opposite direction.”  

We urge you apply a little of the man’s genius in your assessment of this project. 
Just because it might be possible to build a ludicrously expensive tollways 
system, hinging on an unprecedented spaghetti junction underground doesn’t 
mean it’s the right things to do. 

From EcoTransit’s perspective – but also the perspective of most we’ve met who 

have come to have an informed view of this project, it seems truly unnecessary 

to build this Stage 3 WestConnex tollway – especially when it could fund so 

much more public transport, for the same price… Now that the Government is 

fast-tracking the sale of SMC to off-load WestConnex – and the NSW Auditor 

General is running its second audit into the project, it’s almost as if this proposal 

is a dog no one wants to care for, and which needs to be put down... DoPE could 

do that by refusing to approve this EIS, that would offer taxpayers some mercy... 

If not, if DoPE insist on dancing to the Government’s WestCON tune, and it 

approves Stage 3 (however unsatisfactory and indicative its design), it will lock 

NSW into a trajectory which will not sustain its Global economy or liveability. It 

will open the gates for the private sector to waste billions more of our dollars to 

build a larger traffic bottle that only ends with much the same sized neck. There 

will be no real access improvements, yet the future owner operator will be 

allowed to charge people who use this tunnel system exorbitant amounts. Why? 

Why sanction this development which lets a private enterprise collect tolls even 

though the people had paid their taxes? Our fear is that were you to approve this, 

history will judge the Government as both unfair and ridiculous – an DoPE, as a 

department that no longer holds purpose or power.  
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We do not say this lightly – and we do not say it out of arrogance, the facts are 

Sydney finds itself at the pointy end of the deal now – no doubt - and the EIS 

(which is the subject of this submission) was never worthy of progressing this far 

in the state its currently in. We are certain that the facts speak for themselves on 

this – and our view will be back by thousands of other submissions, which will 

take the time to explain that which we have not. We feel a truly integrity-based 

department, which knows its purpose and power – its role in protecting the State 

from poor choices in development, should be able to offer frank and fearless 

advice to a Minister who frankly, should know better.  

We are confident DoPE will recognise the futility of this WestConnex Stage 3 

proposal (the M4-M5 link) and hopefully agree with our assessment as a whole…  

Until then, we can only make the recommendations we now have.  

Thank you for the ability to comment.  

 
 
 
 
Nathan English 
 
Co-Convener, 
EcoTransit Sydney 
 
Resident of Balmain,  
Member of the Bays Community Coalition.  
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Figure	  1.0	  Possible	  public	  and	  active	  transit	  links	  across	  the	  future	  Rozelle	  Rail	  Yards	  site.	  
 

 
	  
Figure	  1.1	  Possible	  EcoTransit	  Sydney	  alternatives	  to	  WestConnex	  



	   27	  

 
 
 
 
 



Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

A. I object to this stage of WestConnex which doesn't benefit western Sydney in any way 
because it doesn't even include the links to Port Botany or Sydney Airport that were the main 
justification for the original WestConnex project. 	" 

B. The money spent on this stage could have been spent on modernizing the railway signal 
system so the train service could be improved which would benefit the communities west of 
Parramatta. What commuters out west really need is an extension of the heavy .rail train 
system. I object that we were never given a choice about it. 

C. The high tolls are set to increase by the CPI or by 4% a year, whichever is higher. When 
inflation is low and wages are not even keeping up with low inflation this is outrageous. And it 
is not as if the commuters or workers of western Sydney have a real alternative in public 
transport. This is just gouging western Sydney road users to make the road attractive to a 
buyer. 

D. The KPMG and Ernst & Young studies cited by the EIS say NSVV's toll roads contributed $14 
billion in benefits over ten years but there are NO details. Of course they benefitted 
Transurban which owns most of them but that is not the same as the public interest in efficient 
transport, reduced vehicle emissions and reduced traffic. Now we are building more tollways to 
"reduce" traffic congestion, emissions etc. Why is the answer to traffic jams always another 
road, and now a private tollway? WestConnex is not a solution and I object to the use of public 
money to enrich a private corporation. 

E. The EIS has to admit that the impact of years of construction of the M4-M5 Link will worsen 
traffic on Parramatta Rd. In these circumstances it is outrageous for motorists to be asked 
already to pay up to up to $20 a day in tolls. And this fact is not even considered or factored 
into the traffic analysis. 

F. I object to this new tollway project because it will not reduce traffic, simply move it around. If 
they were serious about reducing traffic in Parramatta Rd they would put a toll on.it  and make 
the new roads free to encourage the traffic to use the new roads. They are doing the exact 
opposite, so the tolls don't seem to have anything to do with traffic management. And we have 
already see motorists abandoning the new M4 for Parramatta roads because the new tolls are 
so high. 

I demand that the Planning department refuse approval for this project. 

Campaign Mailing Lists :I would like to volunteerand/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties -; 	• 

Nam all 	 Mobile 
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Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration : I 

Address. 	 I. 	 

- 
"I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 

application # SS 7485, for the reasons set out below. 
Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

• The EIS should not be approved as it does not 
contain any certainty for residents as to what is 
proposed and does not provide a basis on 
which the project can be approved. The EIS 
states 'the detail of the design and construction 
approach is indicative only based on a concept 
design and is subject to detailed design and 
construction planning to be undertaken by the 
successful contractors.' Therefore this entire 
process is a sham as the extent to which 
concerns are taken into account is not known 
as the contractor can simply make further 
changes. As the contractor is not bound to take 
into account community impacts outside of the 
strict requirements and as the contractor will be 
trying to deliver the project as quickly and 
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the 
additional measure proposed with respect to 
construction noise mitigation for (example) will 
not be adopted. The EIS should not be 
approved on the basis that it does not provide a 
reliable basis on which to base the approval 
documents. It does not provide the community 
with a genuine opportunity to provide 
meaningful feedback in accordance with the 
legislative obligation of the Government to 
provide a consultation process because the 
designs are 'indicative' only and subject to 
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with 
caveats and lacks clear obligations and 
requirements of project delivery. The additional 
effect of this is that the community and other 
stakeholders such as the Council will be unable 
to undertake compliance activities as the 
conditions are simply too broad and lack any 
substantial detail. 

O There are overlaps in the construction periods 
of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This 
will significantly worsen .impacts for residents 
close to construction areas. No additional 
mitigation or any compensation is offered for 
residents for these periods. (Executive 
Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that 
residents should have these prolonged periods 
of exposure to more than one project. The EIS 
makes no attempt to measure or mitigate the 
cumulative impact of these prolonged periods 
of construction noise exposure. 

• The EIS states that there may be a 'small 
increase in pollutant concentrations' near 
surface roads.The EIS states that potential 
health impacts associated with changes in air 
quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and 
particulates) within the local community have 
been assessed and are considered to be 
'acceptable.' We disagree that the impacts on 
human health are acceptable and object to the 
project in its entirety because of these impacts. 
(Executive Summary xvi) 

O The EIS is misleading because it discusses the 
creation of 14,350 direct jobs during 
construction. It omits the fact that jobs have 
also been lost because of acquisition lqf 
businesses, many of which were long-standing 
and employed hundreds of workers. (Executive 
Summary xviii) 

O No noise barriers have been proposed. This is 
unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers 
should be included in the EIS for consideration. 
(Executive Summary xvii) 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  

003843



' I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
	 Submission to: 

application # SSI 7485, for the reaso 

Name. 	 

Signature. 	 

set out below. 

c"--)  
Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration : I 

Address. 
	 7)7t 

Suburb: 	 Postcode 	  ja" 

• Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

• The EIS states that property damage due to ground 

movement may occur. We object to the project in its 

entirety on this basis. The EIS states that 'settlement, 

induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater 

drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnel 

alignment'. The risk of ground movement is lessened 

where tunnelling is more than 35 metres. However, 

some tunnelling is at less than 10 metres. This 

proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable 

risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS states 

that there are a number of discrete areas to the north 

and northwest of the Rozelle Rail Yards, to the north 

of Campbell Road at St Peters and in the vicinity of 

Lord Street at Newtown where ground water 

movement above 20 milliliters is predicted 'strict 

limits on the degree of settlement permitted would 

be imposed on the project" and 'damage' would be 

rectified at no cost to the owner. would be placed 

(Executive Summary, xvii -iii). The project should not 

be permitted to be delivered in such a way that there 

is a known risk to property damage that cannot be 

mitigated to an acceptable level of risk. 

• There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the 

ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states 
that 'the ventilation outlets would be designed to 

effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel 

and are predicted to have negligible effect on local air 

quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate 

and details of the impacts on air quality need to be 

provided so that the residents and experts can 

meaningfully comment on the impact. 

• The EIS states that 'a preferred noise mitigation 
option' would be determined during 'detailed  

design'. This is unacceptable and residents have no 

opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. 

The failure to include this detail means that residents 

have no idea as to what is planned and cannot 

comment or input into those plans. (Executive 

Summary xvi) 	• 

O The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on 

the site which includes a mature tree. I object to the 

removal of the tree which creates a visual and noise 

barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the 

tree is removed it must be replaced with a mature 

tree as soon as the remediatioh of the site 

commences. 

O The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant 

and substation to the south of the site on Da rley Road 
will prevent direct pedestrian access to the light rail 

station. It will affect the future uses of the site once 

the project is completed. The facility is out of step 

with the area which is comprised of low rise homes 

and detracts from the visual amenity of the area. This 

site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for 

pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have 

direct line of sight to the facility. It should not be 

permitted on this site. 

O The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise 

and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels 

identified are misleading. I object to the selection of 

the Da rley Road site because of the unacceptable 

noise impacts it will have on surrounding homes and 

businesses. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001. 	- 

Name: (,1,41'5ev i L.Oln.v. r SOK 	
. 

Address: q'S ..ral.  cr 
Application Number: SSI 7485 

, 
Suburb: 

, 1_24 c,i,LA  0  ki- 	Postcode 	020  ...,_0 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration : I HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this 
submission. 

2. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a reliable basis on which to base the 
approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful 
feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the Government to provide a consultation process 
because the designs are 'indicative' only and subject to change. Because of this the EIS has many caveats and 
depends upon further steps (such as traffic management plans), the detail of which is not provided. The 
community has no certainty that any of the impacts from construction will be managed to an acceptable level. 

3. There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will significantly 
worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any compensation is 
offered for residents for these periods (Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents should have 
these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no attempt to measure or 
mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure. 

4. The EIS states that there may be a 'small increase in pollutant concentrations' near surface roads. The EIS 
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and 
particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be 'acceptable.' We 
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because of 
these impacts. (Executive Summary xvi) 

5. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the 
fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and 
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii) 

6. There are 36 homes identified as having severe noise impacts during construction in Leichhardt and Lilyfield. 
No noise barriers have been identified so residents are unable to comment as to whether this impact will be 
reduced. No proposal for alternative accommodation is provided. This is unacceptable and all of the proposed 
noise mitigation options should be detailed in the EIS so that residents have an opportunity to comment on 
what is proposed. (Executive Summary xvii) 

7. There is no plan to manage traffic on Darley Road proposed in the EIS. This critical arterial road is regularly 
congested at peak periods. Reference in the EIS to developing a traffic management plan in the future is not 
acceptable. The detail of what is proposed needs to be contained in the EIS so that residents can assess whether 
the impact of 170 light and heavy vehicle movements a day in and out of the site can be acceptably managed. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001  
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Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature:  
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any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

. 
Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys site on Darley Road for the creation of a civil and tunnel 

works site. 

2. The Darley Road site has many issues which make tunneling at this point an unacceptable risk, including that it is in 

a flood zone. This proposal will worsen the existing flooding risk. The mitigation suggested in the EIS is not 

adequate. 

3. The EIS states that property damage will occurdue to ground movement may occur. The EIS states that 'settlement, 

induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment'. 

The proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable risk of ground movement. We object to the project in its 

entirety on this basis. The risk of ground movement is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 metres. However, 

some tunnelling is at less than 10 metres. 

4. The EIS states that 'a preferred noise mitigation option' would be determined during 'detailed design'. This 

approach deprives residents of any ability to comment on the detailed 'designs. (Executive Summary xvi) 

The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. Therefore, noise levels identified inthe 

EISare misleading. The EIS states there will be at least 10 weeks of severe noise impacts during the time that Dan 

Murphys is demolished and the road prepared. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the 

unacceptable noise impacts it will have on surroundinghomes and businesses, with at least 36 homes identified as 

suffering extreme noise interference for this initial 10-week period. 

6. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the DarleyRoad site which includes several mature trees. I object to 

the removal of these trees which create a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the trees 

are removed they must be replaced with mature trees as soon as the'remediation of the site commences. 

7. There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be safe. The EIS simply states that 'the 

ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissionsfrom the tunnel and are predicted to have 

negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the impacts on air 

quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the impact. 

8. The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road will prevent 

direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affectthe future uses of the site once the project is completed. 

The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the 

area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct 

line of sight to the facility. It should not be permitted to be located on this site. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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Attention Director 	• 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
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GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this 
submission. 

2. The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed and does 
not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states 'the detail of the design and construction• 
approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed design and construction,planning to 
be undertaken by the successful contractors.' The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a 
reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine 
opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the Government to 
provide a consultation process because the designs are 'indicative' only and subject to change. Because of this the 
EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of project delivery. The additional effect of 
this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the Council will be unable to undertake compliance 
activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack any substantial detail. 

3. The impacts in the EIS are misleading because they do not include any detail of the cumulative impact caused by 
the overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 (of up to one year). No additional mitigation or any 
compensation is offered for residents for these periods (Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents 
should have these prolonged periods of exposure to multiple WestConnex projects. The EIS makes no attempt to.  
measure or mitigate the cumulative imp,ct of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure. Nor does the 
EIS provide for any traffic management to prevent rat running during the period of construction, when Stages 1 and 
2 have opened. The EIS should not be approved without this detail and adequate plans to manage this impact. 

4. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the fact 
that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and 
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii) 

5. The EIS states that all vegetation on the Darley Road site will be removed. This includes a mature large tree 
which provides a visual and noise barrier from the City West Link. The tree should not be permitted to be 
rem.oved. 

6. Despite the fact the EIS identifies over 30 homes with severe noise impacts, no mitigation is mandated. While the 
possibility of noise walls is flagged, along with in-home treatments, none of this is a requirement. Nor is any detail 
provided on which residents or business owners can comment. No noise barriers have been proposed. This is 
unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary 
xvii) 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds. 

2. I object to the proposal that 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day will occur at this site. This will create an 
unacceptable risk to pedestrians and bicycle users. The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley 
Road site. The alternative proposal which provides that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the 
only proposal that should be considered. The EIS does not mention that many students walk or ride to Orange Grove 
and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road. There are also a number of childcare centres very close 
to the Darley Road site. 

3. I object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the project 
on the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured . 
that the land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this 
facility will forever prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users 
required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is 
to be located then it should be moved to the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual 
impact on residents. 

4. Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of 
damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and 
less this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be repaired 
at the Government's expense. However, no details or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project 
should not be approved with such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of damage and 
how and when it will be repaired. It will lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage 
structural engineers and lawyers to prove that the damage was linked to WestConnex works, with no assurance that 
this property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed. 

5. The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory 
environmental and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable and the 
EIS does not provide the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is deprived of any 
opportunity to comment on their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be additional 
ventilation facilities that are not disclosed in the EIS. 

6. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a strict 
prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already suffering the worst 
construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and 
additional noise impacts. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker 

parking on on all of these streets. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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Attention Director 
Application Number: SSI 71185 

Infrastructure Projects, Planning 
Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Application Name: 
WestConnex MzI-M5 Link 

Name: 

Signature: 

Suburb: 

I object to the WestConnex Mg-MS Link proposals for the following reasons, and request the Minister reject the 
application, and require SMC and RMC to prepare a new EIS that is based on genuine, not indicative, design parameters, 
costings, and business case.  

(1) The Hawthorne canal, which is the closest waterway to the Barley Road site, is described in the EIS 
as a `sensitive receiving environment'. (Executive Summary, xbc). Barley Road is a contaminated site 
with asbestos and the water treatment plant to be established during construction proposes running 
water from the treatment plant directly into the waterways. The permanent water treatment plant 
will involve water from the tunnel discharged to local storm water systems and waterways, therefore 
this is a permanent impact. This proposal will further compromise the quality of the waterway and 
impact on the four rowing clubs in close vicinity. 

(2)The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on 
Barley Road will prevent direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses 
of the site once the project is completed. The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised 
of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the area. This site is a pedestrian hub and 
will be a visual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct line of sight to the 
facility. It should not be permitted on this site. 

(3) The EIS currently permits trucks to access local roads in 'exceptional circumstances', which includes 
queuing at the site. Given the constraints of the site (and based on experience with cars accessing 
the site for Dan Murphy's), queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS needs to be 
amended to rule our queuing as an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads. 

(4)The EIS states that an alternative truck movement is proposed which involves use of the City West 
Link and no need for spoil trucks to access darley Road. This proposal is supported, subject to 
further information about potential impacts being provided. The EIS should not be approved on its 
current basis which provides for 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing darley Road on a daily basis. 
This will create unacceptable safety issues and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also 
compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck 
chaos aon this critical arterial road providing access to and across the City west Link. The current 
proposal which provides for truck movements solely on Barley Road should not be approved and 
approval should only be given to the alternative proposal. I repeat however my objection to the 
selection of this site altogether, but propose the least worst impact should be chosen if this site is 
to be used. 
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Attention Director 
Application Number SSI 7485 

Infrastructure Projects, Planning 
Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2007 

Application Name: 
WestConnex P14-M5 Link 

I object to the WestConnex Mg-MS Link proposals for the following reasons, and request the Minister reject the 
application, and require SMC and RMC to prepare a new EIS that is based on genuine, not indicative, design_parameters, 
costings, and business case.  

1) The EIS states that these will occur near the Darley Road site. There is no detail provided, nor is 

there a process by which residents can influence such decisions. The Inner West Council 

documents state that Darley Road is not built to normal road requirements and safety standards, 

as it was established as an access road for the former goods line. Two fatalities have occurred 

near the site location, with many accidents. The Council has been trying to make Darley Road a 

safer route for many years. Elwick Street North for example was partially closed as a result of a 

fatality. The approval conditions need to make it clear that all road closures need to be made in 

consultation with residents affected and that the safety issues are adequately addressed. No 

arterial traffic from Darley Road should be allowed to be diverted onto narrow local roads. 

2) The EIS states that after the M4-M5 opens, that traffic on Darley Road will increase by 4%. There 

is no benefit in the overall project for residents. During construction westbound traffic will 

increase on Darley Road by 37%. This increase in traffic for a period of up to five years will make 

it hazardous to cross the road and access the light rail and travel to Blackmore oval, the bat run, 

the dog park and the Leichhardt pool. In addition, it will drastically increase both local traffic 

and outer area traffic at peak commute times. We therefore object to the location of this site 

based on the unacceptable traffic impacts it will have on road users and on pedestrians. 

3) The EIS states that 'some surface works' would need to be carried out out-of-hours to mit iirr tise 

traffic disruptions or for safety or operational reasons'. Given that Darley Road is a known 

accident black spot and is highly congested, particularly at peak periods, it is likely that there 

will be frequent out-of-hours work. This will create an unacceptable impact on those living close 

to the site. There are an estimated 36 homes that will suffer severe noise impacts and out-of--

hours work will adversely affect their amenity of life. In addition, it is likely to lead to additional 

road closures and diversions, placing pressure on the local traffic network. No out-of-hours work 

should be permitted except in the case of a true emergency. The EIS as drafted effectively 

permits out of hours to be undertaken whenever this is convenient to the contractor (Executive 

Summary xiv). 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services,  

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

,r--  
Name: 	v 5 Q..- 

1
i440 

Address: 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: Le; 1 „.„ 	. Postcode c2 0 ft....(0 G 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 	, 	0,\..„.,....______ .._,........ 

Please include my personal information when publishing this subrr 
any reportable political donations 

ission to your website 
in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

I . I object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this submission. 

2. I object because of the unacceptable risk it will create to the safety of our community. Darley Road is a known 
accident and traffic blackspot and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of 
accidents. On Transport for NSW's own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the 

third most dangerous in the inner west. 

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the site. 
Given the constraints of the Darley Road site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS needs to be amended to 
remove queuing as an exceptional circumstance. The truck movements should properly managed by the contractor 
so that there is no queuing. This exception will make it easier for contractors to neglect their obligation to monitor 
and manage truck movements in and out of the site and needs to be removed. The EIS needs to specifically provide 
that all local streets abutting Darley Road and expressly prohibited truck movements (including parking) on these 
streets. This should include all streets from the north (James St) to the south (Falls Road), which are near the 

project footprint. 
4. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three years. 

The EIS states that it will be operational for 5.years. This creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works 
on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised. 

5. The EIS states that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation. The 
additional mitigation is mentioned but not proposed or any detail provided. All possible mitigation should be 
included as a condition of approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial above ground invasive works will be 
required to demolish the Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The EIS.noise projections indicate that for 
I 0 weeks" residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS does not contain a plan to manage or mitigate 
this terrible impact. There is no detail as to which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary relocation; there are 
no details of any noise walls or what treatments will be provided to individual homes that are badly affected. The 
approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact will be managed and minimised during the 
construction period and, in particular, during site establishment. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site on 
the basis that the works required (demolition and surface works) will create unacceptable and unbearable noise and.  
vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates that at least 36 homes will basically be unlivable during this 
period. In addition, the planned 170 heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction 

noise. 
6. The EIS does not even mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels 

identified are misleading. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts 
it will have on surrounding homes and businesses. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Email 	 Mobile 	  Name 
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Attention Director 	• 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

s 
Name: 

Address: ...?'S 	
ikAt c.tl.- ' 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: 	ea „kr Postcode 	20 if—I? 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
.. 

Signature: 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys site on Darley Road for the creation of a civil and tunnel 
works site as it will create unacceptable noise impacts for the community and lead to traffic chaos, along with 
creating an increased risk of accidents to pedestrians and cycle users. 

2. The substation and water treatment plant proposed for Darley Road should be moved to the north end of the site 
,near the City West link so that it is less visible to residents. There are no homes that will have direct line of site of the 
facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access to the light rail without the need to use the 
winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and adds to the time required to access the light rail 
stop. 

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in 'exceptional circumstances', which includes queuing at the site. Given 
the acknowledged constraints of the Darley Rd site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site for Dan 
Murphy's), queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS, as pertains to the Darley Road site, needs to be 
amended to rule out queuing as an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads. 

4. At the conclusion of the construction period, the Darley Road site should be returned to the community as 
compensation for the imposition of this construction site in our neighbourhood for a 5-year period. If the substation 
and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site, then the lower half of the site (which is the most 
accessible end) could be converted into open space with mature trees planted. As this site is immediately adjacent 
to the bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that support active transport could be included. This would result 
increase the green space for residents and result in a pleasant green environment for pedestrians, rather than a 
fenced facility. The approval conditions need to mandate that the Darley Rd site is to be preserved as green space 
or other community purposes at the conclusion of the construction period. 

5. No trucks (heavy or light) should be permitted on any streets adjacent to Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James 
Street to Falls Street). A blanket prohibition should be in force with respect to any worker vehicles from the 
construction site parking on these local streets. These homes will already suffer the worst construction impacts 
and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and the additional noise impacts of additional cars 
on their street. These local streets are not designed to handle heavy vehicle movements. Therefore, any approval 
conditions need to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker parking on all local streets 
adjacent to Darley Road. 

6. Any approval conditions and the relevant construction contracts must require that all workers to the Darley Rd site 
are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail, with no parking whatsoever permitted on local roads 
adjacent to the Darley Road site. The site currently provides only 11 car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day 
on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a strict requirement on workers to use public 
transport or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in place against parking on local streets. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must nat be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

,..- ., 
Name: 	I '.e 	011  j) VA. 	SO In. 

• Address: 	--4--  3 *. 11 	-1--  -g 
Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: Li, it,,v-kt Postcode 2..0 f--0 , 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration : I HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds. 

2. The period of construction proposed is unacceptably long. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that 
the Darley Road site would be operational for three years while the EIS states that it will be operational for 5 
years. This period creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a 
three-year program as was promised. 

3. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level and the EIS should not be 
approved on this basis. The EIS states that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at 
the Darley road construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the 
Leichhardt or St Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of 
nearby residents and businesses. 

4. No truck movements should be permitted on Darley Rd or any local roads in Leichhardt or adjoining suburbs. The 
EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley 
Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also 
compromising pedestrian and bicycle acces to the light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this 
critical arterial road providing access to and across the City West Link. The EIS states that an alternative truck 
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road. 
I object to the selection of the Darley Rd site altogether, but propose this alternative, which appears to represent 
the least worst impact, should be chosen if this site is to be used. 

5. I object to the number of truck movements proposed at the Darley Road site. The EIS states that there will be daily 
movements of 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of 
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on 
Darley Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at 
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck 
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The selection 
of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, as is currently provided. 

6. No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking is at a 
premium in this area and many residents do not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five 
years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of 'kiss and ride facilities' at the 
light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account in the 
EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on local streets 
and provide a plan for enforcement (to be paid for my SMC and not by the Inner West Council). 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Name. 	 Leyc) I co lex 

Signature. 	 

Please include / exclude (circle)  my personal information when publishing this 
submission to your website Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political 
donations in the last 2 years. a  

s 1 - 	1- 
Postcode  €2() tko  

Submission to: 

Planning Services, 
Department of Pianning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
Address: 

Suburb: LLr 

I 

I submit my objection  to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, for 
the follbwing reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application and require preparation of a  
genuine, not indicative, EIS  

Ambient air quality: 	 (e- 
I. There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation OUtI et  w . II be 664e. The EIS simply 

states that 'the ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the 
tunnel and are predicted to have negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This 
is inadequate and details of the impacts on air quality need to be provided so that the residents and 
experts can meaningfully comment on the impact. 

IRON COVE AREA: 
II. The EIS states that 'a preferred noise mitigation option' would be determined during 'detailed design'. 

This is unacceptable and residents have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. The failure 
to include this detail means that residents have no idea as to what is planned and cannot comment or 
input into those plans. (Executive Summary xvi) 

Worker car parking — Leichhardt; 

The EIS does not provide appropriate parking for the estimated 100 or so workers that the EIS states 
will work every day at the site, while other equivalent sites have allocated parking for such workers 
(Northcote Civil site (150)) and Parramatta Road East Civil site (140). It is also noted that the EIS 
provides for loss of 20 residential parks on Darley Road. Local streets are at capacity already because 
of the lack of off-street parking for many residents and the Light Rail stop which means that commuters 
use local streets. The EIS states that workers 'will be encouraged to use public transport.' The 
reference to The EIS needs to mandate that no trucks or construction vehicles are to park in local 
streets. There needs to be a requirement that is enforceable that workers use the Light Rail stop which 
is adjacent to the site or a plan to bus in workers. 

Accidents: 
IV. We object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site because of the unacceptable risk it 

will create to the safety of our community. The traffic forecasts indicate that Darley Road will have 
170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day. Darley Road is a known accident and traffic blackspot 
and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of accidents. On 
Transport for NSW's own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the third 
most dangerous in the inner west. The addition of hundreds of heavy truck movements a day into that 
intersection will increase the risk of serious accidents for both pedestrians and drivers. The EIS 
states that the levels of service are expected to Darley Road is directly next to the North Leichhardt 
Light Rail stop which is a pedestrian hub. Children travelling to school walk to the stop. Active 
transport userrs such as bicycle riders will be at risk, along with pedestrians using Canal Road to 
access the Bay Run, Leichhardt pool and the dog park. 
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I submit my strongest objections to the M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS  
application # SSI 7485, and request the Minister to reject the application and require SMC / 
RMS to issue a true, not an 171'eative' and fundamentally flawed EIS  

e,v‘t 	ikoilSOP,  

I  

Please include/exclude (circle) my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

'1 	J41 it  Address. 

Suburb: 	I. 	A--tr 	Postcode  2o111- t2  

Name- 

Signature. 	 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport 
Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: 
WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

• The EIS states that the 'main risks' during 
construction would be associ ted with dust 
soiling and the effect of airtDrne particles and 
human health and amenity (.ii). This will affect 
local air quality. There is no detail asto how 
this will be managed other than covering the 
spoil under an acoustic shed (of low grade). It 
is likely the Dan Murphys building has 
asbestos which creates additional risk during 
the demolition process. 

• The EIS needs to provide specific detail 
as to what will be provided by way of 
alternative accommodation to the 36 
residents identified as suffering e treme 
noise interference.There is no plan to 
temporarily relocate such residents, nor to 
offer them financial compensation to 
ena le them to move out during the worst 
peri . There is an estimated 10 weeks 
of e treme noise during demolition of the 
commercial building and preparatory road 
works. Once this work is finished the 
residents will also be forced to endure a 
truck every 3-4 minutes for a period of 
five years. It is clearly not possible for 
such residents to continue to live in these 
houses and the EIS needs to detail what 
will be provided in terms of alternative 
living arrangements for part, or all, of the 
construction work period. 

• The EIS states that these will occur near 
the Darley Road site. There is no detail 
provided, nor is there a process by which 
residents can influence such decisions. 
The Inner West Council documents state  

that Darley Road is not built to normal 
road requirements and safety standards, as 
it was established as an access road for 
the former goods line. Two fatalities have 
occurred near the Site itiC8itiOri, with Many 

i accidents. The Council has bee trying to 
make Darley Road a safer rout for many 
years. Elwick Street North for e ample 
was partially closed as a result of a 
fatality. The approval conditions need to 
make it clear that all road closures need 
to be made in consultation with residents 
affected and that the safety issues are 
adequately addressed. No arterial traffic 
from Darley Road should be allowed to 
be diverted onto narrow local roads. 

• The EIS states that after the M4-M5 
opens, that traffic on Darley Road will 
increase by 4%. There is no benefit in 
the overall project for residents. During 
construction westbound traffic will increase 
on Darley Road by 37%. This increase in 
traffic for a period of up to five years will 
make it hazardous to cross the road and 
access the light rail and travel to 
Blackmore oval, the bat run, the dog park 
and the Leichhardt pool. In addition, it 
will drastically increase both local traffic 
and outer area traffic at peak commute 
times. We therefore object to the location 
of this site based on the unacceptable 
traffic impacts it will have on road users 
and on pedestrians. 
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I object to the WestConnex NI4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application 
# SSI 7485, forlhe i'Fasons set out below. 

Name 	- 

Signature. 	 

Please include  my per onal information when publish:9g this submission to your website 
Declaration: I 1,AVE NOT  made any reporta 	d_onations in the last 2 years. 

Address. 	  

Suburb: 	 Postcode 	  

Submission to: 

Planning Services, 	. 
Department of Planning and 
Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 
Application 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

The project directly affected five listed heritage items, including demolition of the stormwater canal at Rozelle. 
Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or local heritage significant would be subject to indirect impacts 
through vibration, settlement and visual setting. And directly affected nine individual buildings as assessed as being 
potential local heritage items. It is unacceptable that heritage items are removed or potentially dam-aged and the 
approval should prohibit such destruction.(Executive Summary xviii) 

4. The EIS states that 'Impacts associated with property acquisition would be managed through a property acquisition 
support service.' There is no reference as to how this support service will be more effective than that currently offered. 
There were' many upset residents and businesses who did not believe they were treated in a respectful and fair manner 
in earlier stages. The EIS needs to include details as to lessons learned from earlier projects and how this will be 
improved for the M4-M5 impacted residents and businesses. (Executive Summary xviii) 

4. The EIS states that investigation would be undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road bridge is a potential 
roost site for microbats. There will be attempts to 'manage potential impacts' if confirmed. This is inadequate. The 
project should not be permitted to impact on vulnerablespecies. 

4. The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will occur during construction. However it does not propose to address 
these negative impacts in the design of the project. This is unacceptable and the EIS needs to propose walls„ plant 
and perimeter treatments and other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the impact on visual amenity. 
(Executive Summary xviii) 

fF‘ 	The EIS does not provide any opportunity to comment on the urban design and landscape component of the project. It 
states that 'a detailed review and finalisation of the architectural treatment of the project operational infrastructure 
would be undertaken 'during detailed design'. The Community should be given an opportunity to comment upon and 
influence the design and we object to the approval of the EIS on the basis that this detail is not provided, nor is the 
community (or other stakeholders) given an opportunity to comment or influence the final design. 

4- 	The construction and operation of the project will result in 51 property acquisitions. We object to the project in its 
entirety because of this impact. We note that a number of long-standing businesses have been acquired and that many 
families and businesses in earlier stages have been forced to go to court to seek fair compensation. We object to the 
acquisition in particular of the Dan Murphys site. The business was substantially renovated and a new business 
opened with full knowledge of the likely acquisition. We object to it being acquired and compensated in this 
circumstances and call on the Government to investigate the circumstances which led to this occurring (Executive 
Summary xvii) 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Name.   

I object to the WestConnex,M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application Submission to: 

	i 

(  	 
. 	 / 

Please include  my per
/
sonal information when publish- fly this submission to your webs ite ; 

Declaration: I 	It NOT made any reportable, oli 'cal donations in the last 2 years. 

	  ' ( 	  

Suburb: 	 Postcode 	 

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

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments 

"Application Number: SSI 7485 
Application 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

Signature- 

Address. 	 23-ti 

4- The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement may occur. We object to the project in its entirety on 
this basis. The EIS states that 'settlement, induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in 

some areas along the tunnel alignment'. The risk of ground movement is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 

metres. However, some tunnelling is at less than 10 metres. This proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable 

risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS states that there are a number of discrete areas to the north and 

northwest of the Rozelle Rail Yards, to the north of Campbell Road at St Peters.and in the vicinity of Lord Street at 

Newtown wher,e ground water movement above 20 milliliters is predicted 'strict limits on the degree of settlement 

permitted would be imposed on the projec,t" and 'damage' would be rectified at no cost to the owner. would be placed 

(Executive Summary, xvii -iii). The project should not be permitted to be delivered in such a way that there is a known 

risk to property damage that cannot be mitigated to an acceptable level of risk. 

4- There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states that 'the 

ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel and are predicted to have 
negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the impacts on air 

quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the impact. 

4- The EIS states that 'a preferred noise mitigation option' would be determined during 'detailed design'. This is 

unacceptable and residents have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. The failure to include this detail 

means that residents have no idea as to what is planned and cannot comment or input into those plans. (Executive 

Summary xvi) 

4- 	The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the site which includes a mature tree. I object to the removal of the 

tree which creates.  a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the tree is removed it must be 

replaced with a mature tree as soon as the remediation of the site commences. 

The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road will prevent 
direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the project is colinpleted. 

The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the 

area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct 

line of sight to the facility. It should not be permitted on this site. 

4- 	The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels identified are 

misleading. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts it will have on 

surrounding homes and businesses. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the WestConnex Mi4 .5 Linkjiroposals as contained in the EIS application Submission to: 
# SSI 7485, for theTSTYsAet out below. 

Name. 	 

Signature: 

Please include  my persona information when pu lishing,this submission to you.r website 
Declaration: I HAVE NO  made any rep tifble liti ai)clonations in the last 2 years. 
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4- The EIS states that an alternative truck movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no 
need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road. This proposal is supported, subject to further information about 
potential impacts being provided. The EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170 
heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and 
noise impacts for adjacent homes while also compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and 
bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this critical arterial road providing access to and across the City west 
Link. The current proposal which provides for truck movements solely on Darley Road should not be approved 
and approval should only be 'given to the alternative proposal. I repeat however my objection to the selection 
of this site altogether, but propose the least worst impact should be chosen if this site is to be used. 

'I 	The EIS indicates that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at the Darley road 
construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the Leichhardt or St 
Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of nearby 
residents and businesses. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level 
and the EIS should not be approved on this basis. 

4- We object to the selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that it provides for daily movements of 170 
heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of pedestrians 
accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on Darley 
Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at 
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck 
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The 
selection of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, which is 
what it currently provides. 

Ak No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking is at 
a premium in this area and many residents to not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five 
years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of 'kiss and ride facilities' at 
the light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account 
in the EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on 
local streets. 

• 4 Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three 
years. The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for 
residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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• I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application # SS177 85, for the reasonsout below. 

Name. 	 

Signature:.... 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 	 Application Number: SSI 7485 
Declaration: I 

Suburb: 

Y0  
pc,viv,41J Oft L- 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

72  Postcode  b 3 ,1  
Address. 
	jLt 

o The EIS states that an alternative truck movement 
is proposed which involves use of the City West 
Link and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley 
Road. This proposal is supported, subject to further 
information about potential impacts being 
provided. The EIS should not be approved on its 
current basis which provides for 170 heavy and 
light vehicles accessing Darley Road on a daily 
basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues 
and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also 
compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the 
light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos 
on this critical arterial road providing access to and 
across the City west Link. The current proposal 
which provides for truck movements solely on 
Darley Road should not be approved and approval 
should only be given to the alternative proposal. I 
repeat however my objection to the selection ofthis 
site altogether, but propose the least worst impact 
should be chosen if this site is to be used. 

O The EIS indicates that 36 homes will have 
unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at 
the Darley road construction site. The EIS does not 
mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in 
the Leichhardt or St Peters area, and therefore does 
not reflect the true impact of construction noise on 
the amenity of nearby residents and businesses. 
The noise impacts of construction are not able to be 
mitigated to an acceptable level and the EIS should 
not be approved on this basis. 

O We object to the selection of the Darley Road site on 
the basis that it provides for daily movements of 
170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. 
This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of 
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light 
rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the  

bicycle route on Darley Road and entering Canal 
road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. 
Many school children cross at this point to walk to 
Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. 
The EIS states that an alternative truck movement 
is proposed which involves use of the City West 
Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The 
selection of Darley Road should not be approved if 
it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, 
which is what it currently provides. 

• No workers associated with the WestConnex 
project should be permitted to park on local streets. 
Parking is at a premium in this area and many 
residents to not have off-street parking. The 
removal of 20 car spaces for five years as is 
proposed on Darley Road will.worsen this situation 
as will the removal of 'kiss and ride facilities' at the 
light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 
units on William Street which is not taken into 
account in the EIS. This will place further stress on 
parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any 
worker parking on local streets. 

o Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC 
that the Darley Road site would be operational for 
three years. The EIS states that it will be 
operational for 5 years. This creates an 
unacceptable impact for residents. The works on 
the site should be restricted to a three-year 
program as was promised. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the MS 
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out belor. 

Name 	 

Signature • 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your webs ite 	 Application Number: SSI 7485 
Declaration: I 

Address. 	 92  Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

Suburb: Postcode  2-0  

The EIS states that an alternative truck movement 
is proposed which involves use of the City West 
Link and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley 
Road. This proposal is supported, subject to further 
information about potential impacts being 
provided. The EIS should not be approved on its 
current basis which provides for 170 heavy and 
light vehicles accessing Darley Road on a daily 
basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues 
and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also 
compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the 
light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos 
on this critical arterial road providing access to and 
across the City west Link. The current proposal 
which provides for truck movements solely on 
Darley Road should not be approved and approval 
should only be given to the alternative proposal. I 
repeat however my objection to the selection ofthis 
site altogether, but propose the least worst impact 
should be chosen if this site is to be used. 

0 	The EIS indicates that 36 homes will have 
unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at 
the Darley road construction site. The EIS does not 
mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in 
the Leichhardt or St Peters area, and therefore does 
not reflect the true impact of construction noise on 
the amenity of nearby residents and businesses. 
The noise impacts of construction are not able to be 
mitigated to an acceptable level and the EIS should 
notbe.approved on-this basis. 

• 0 	We object to the selection of the Darley Road site on 
the basis that it provides for daily movements of 
170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. 
This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of 
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light 
rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the  

bicycle route on Darley Road and entering Canal 
road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. 
Many school children cross at this point to walk to 
Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. 
The EIS states that an alternative truck movement 
is proposed which involves use of the City West 
Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The 
selection of Darley Road should not be approved if 
it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, 
which is what it currently provides. 

• No workers associated with the WestConnex 
project should be permitted to park on local streets. 
Parking is at a premium in this area and many 
residents to not have off-street parking. The 
removal of 20 car spaces for five years as is 
proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation 
as will the removal of 'kiss and ride facilities' at the 
light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 
units on William Street which is not taken into 
account in the EIS. This will place further stress on 
parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any 
worker parking on .local streets. 

0 	Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC 
that the Darley Road site would be operational for 
three years. The EIS states that it will be 
operational for 5 years. This creates an 
unacceptable impact for residents. The works on 
the site should be restricted to a three-year 
program as was promised. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be . 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 
	

Mobile 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 	Submission to: 
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.  

Name. 	. ...... .\.( 	...T... U..... ..... 
Signature. 	cA    Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

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

Please include my personal information when publishing this submissim to your website Declaration :1 
HAVE NOT  made any reprtable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Suburb: 	 17(s  	— 	 Postcode..c...7.--40... 1 ( 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

• Rozelle Interchange and surrounds will experience 
increased traffic with associated noise and air 
pollution— most particularly at the Crescent, Johnson 
St and Catherine St, Annandale/Lilyfield/Leichhardt 
and ROSS. Street, Glebe. These streets. are already 
highly congested at peak times and with a massive 
number of extra truck movements and traffic 
associated with construction, these streets will become 
gridlocked during peak times. 

• It is clear from the EIS that spoil truck movements will 
not be confined to the City West link. At a community 
consultation it was revealed that trucks removing spoil 
at Carnperdown would very likely be travelling from 
the James Craig Rd area and in that case would be 
using the additional lane on the Crescent and then 
turning right up Johnston St. This is totally 
CONTRARY to what concerned residents had been 
promised would not happen. It is clear that any 
assurances given to the community in past 
consultations are totally disregarded without 
consultation later. This is unacceptable. 

• Heart disease will skyrocket due to air pollution caused 
by Wegtt aftelt bringing more can into the Inner West 
says Paul Torzillo, Head of Respiratory medicine at 
Royal Prince Albert Hospital. Inner West Courier 23rd 
May 2017 

• The EIS states "that without the 'construction 
• scenario' the City West Link/The Crescent and The 
Crescent/James Craig Road intersections are forecast 
to operate satisfactorily at LoS D or better in both 
Peak periods. With the 'construction scenario' the 
operational performance at the intersections is forecast 
to worsen". And after 5 years of construction and the  

spending of more than $18 Billion the outcome at 
these locations will be worse. 

• The Concept Design was a woefully inadequate 
document totally devoid of any real depth of detail in 
terms of maps, scales, distances with only vague 
suggestions and glamorized Artist's Impressions of an 
idealized view of what Stage 3 would be like. It was 
another example of current city planning documents 
that consistently accentuate huge areas of tranquil 
green spaces with families and children out walking 
and tiding bicycles in idealized parks and 'suburb's. All 
this is total PR spin and bears no reality about the real 
outcome of the build. It bears no reality as to what 
Stage 3 of Westconnex will be like. 

• The removal of spoil at the Rozelle Rail Yards will 
lead to the largest amount of Spoil truck movements 
on the entire Stage 3 project: 517 Heavy truck 
movements a day, of which 46 are stated to take place 
at Peak hours. There will also be 10 Heavy truck 
movements a day from the Crescent Civil Site. The 
sheer number of trucks on the road will lead to 
massive increases in congestion. Maps in the EIS have 
the spoil trucks going to -and from these sites from the 
Haberfield direction on the City West Link. This is 
also the direction that is being proposed for spoil truck 
movements from Darley Rd which is said to have 100 
Heavy truck movements a day. It is stated that the 
cumulative effect of truck movements from all sites on 
the City West Link will be 700 (one way) Heavy truck 
movements a day and of that 208 will be in Peak 
hours. This plan totally lacks credibility 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

, 

Name: 
. 	-/1 	• 	5r6---Rr456,--  

Address: 	 1-g 9' 	,,,Al 	sr  e,5, 	- 
Application Number: SSI 7485 	. Suburb: 	e#HARPrPostcode 	co 
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link. Signature: 	 Le-CA-- 

Please include my personal information when publishini(ubmission to your website 
any reportable politics nations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds. 

2. 1 object to the proposal that 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day will occur at this site. This will create an 
unacceptable risk to pedestrians and bicycle users. The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley 
Road site. The alternative proposal which provides that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the 
only proposal that should be considered. The EIS does not mention that many students walk or ride to Orange Grove 
and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road. There are also a number Of childcare centres very close 
to the Darley Road site. 

3. I object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the project 
on the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured 
that the land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this 
facility will forever prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users 
required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is 
to be located then it should be moved to the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual 
impact on residents. 

4. Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of 
damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and 
less this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be repaired 
at.the Government's expense. However, no details or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project 
should not be approved with such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of damage and 
how and when it will be repaired. It will lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage 
structural engineers and lawyers to prove that the damage was linked to WestConnex works, with no assurance that 
this property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed. 

5. The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory 
environmental and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable and the 
EIS does not provide the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is deprived of any 
opportunity to comment on their impacts. The EIS should not .be approved on the basis that there may be additional 
ventilation facilities that are not disclosed in the EIS. 

6.. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a strict 
prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already suffering the worst 
construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and 
additional noise impacts. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker 
parking on all of these streets. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed'before this submission is lodged,-and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application 
# SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

Name 	 

Signature 	 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your webs ite 
Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address. 	?7   44V 	  

4 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director L Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 
Application 

Suburb: Suburb: 	 /Cf/140 Postcode 
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 

/0 Link 

O The EIS states that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation. 

The additional mitigation is mentioned but not proposed. All possible mitigation should be included as a 

condition of approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial above ground invasive works will be required to 
demolish the Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The EIS noise projections indicate that for 10 

weeks residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS doe not contain a plan to manage or mitigate 

this terrible impact. There is no detail as to which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary relocation; there 
are no details of any noise walls or what treatments will be provided to individual homes that are badly 
affected. The approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact will be managed and 

minimised during the construction period and, in particular, during site establishment. I object to the 

selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that the works required (demolition and surface works) will 

create unacceptable and unbearable noise and vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates that 
at least 36 homes will basically be unliveable during this period. In addition, the planned 170 heavy and light 
vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction noise. 

I object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site because of the unacceptable risk it will create 

to the safety of our community. Darley Road is a known accident and traffic blackspot and the movements of 

hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of accidents. On Transport for NSW's own figures, 
the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the third most dangerous in the inner west. 

O The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the site. 

Given the constraints of the Darley Road site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS needs to be 

amended to remove queuing as an exceptional circumstance. The truck movements should properly managed 

by the contractor so that there is no queuing. This exception will make it easier for contractors to neglect their 

obligation to monitor and manage truck movements in and out of the site and needs to be removed. The EIS 

needs to specifically mention all local streets abutting Darley Road and expressly prohibited truck movements 
(including parking) on these streets. This should include all streets from the north (James St) to the south (Falls 
Road), which are near the projectfootprint. 

O Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three 
years. The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for 
residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised. 

. 0 The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels 

identified are misleading. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise 

impacts it will have on surrounding homes and businesses. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be ' 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application 
# SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. • 

Name 	- 

Signature 	 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your webs ite 
Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address- 	 40W/ea  

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 
Application 

Suburb: Y.  c/vA/ ARbr Postcode 

 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

  

The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed 
and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states `the detail of the 
design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed 
design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful contractors.' Therefore this entire 

. process is a sham as the extent to which concerns are taken into account is not known as the contractor 
can simply make further changes. As the contractor is not bound to take into account community impacts 
outside of the strict requirements and as the contractor will be trying to deliver the project as quickly and 
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the additional measure proposed with respect to construction noise 
mitigation for (example) will not be adopted. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not 
provide a reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with 
a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the 
Government to provide a consultation process because the designs are 'indicative' only and subject to 
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of 
project delivery. The additional effect of this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the 
Council will be unable to undertake compliance activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack 
any substantial detail. 

There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will 
significantly worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any 
compensation is offered for residents for these periods.(Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacteptable that 
residents should have these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no 
attempt to measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise 
exposure. 

The EIS states that there may be a 'small increase in pollutant concentrations' near surface roads.The EIS 
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and 
particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be `acceptable.' We 
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because 
of these impacts. (Executive Summary xvi) 

The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits 
the fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-
standing and employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii) 

No noise barriers have been proposed. This is unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be 
included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary xvii) 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application 
# SSI 7485, for the reas ns set out below. 

Name. 	
 • '370(11'"'  

Signature. 	 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration :1 HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

E 7 	co by cis cr  Address.  

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 
Application 

Suburb: eg-tc/1/4/4-0ebr Postcode 

   

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

     

o The project directly affected five listed heritage items, including demolition of the stormwater canal at Rozelle. 
Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or local heritage significant would be subject to indirect impacts 
through yibration, settlement and visual setting. And directly affected nine individual buildings as assessed as being 
potential local heritage items. It is unacceptable that heritage items are removed or potentially damaged and the 
approval should prohibit such destruction.(Executive Summary xviii) 

▪ The EIS states that 'Impacts associated with property acquisition would be managed through a property acquisition 
support service.' There is no reference as to how this support service will be more effective than that currently offered. 
There were many upset residents and businesses who did not believe they were treated in a respectful and fair manner 
in earlier stages. The EIS needs to include details as to lessons learned from earlier projects and how this will be 
improved for the M4-M5 impacted residents and businesses. (Executive Summary xviii) 

▪ The EIS states that investigation would be undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road bridge is a potential 
roost site for microbats. There will be attempts to 'manage potential impacts' if confirmed. This is inadequate. The 
project should not be permitted to impact on vulnerablespecies. 

El The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will occur during construction. However it does not propose to 
address these negative impacts in the design of the project. This is unacceptable and the EIS needs to propose 
walls„ plant and perimeter treatments and other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the impact on visual 
amenity. (Executive Summary xviii) 

▪ The EIS does not provide any opportunity to comment on the urban design and landscape component of the project. 
It states that 'a detailed review and finalisation of the architectural treatment of the project operational infrastructure 
would be undertaken 'during detailed design'. The Community should be given an opportunity to comment upon 
and influence the design and we object to the approval of the EIS on the basis that this detail is not provided, nor is 
the community (or other stakeholders) given an opportunity to comment or influence the final design. 

El 	The construction and operation of the project will result in 51 property acquisitions. We object to the project in its 
entirety because of this impact. We note that a number of long-standing businesses have been acquired and that many 
families and businesses in earlier stages have been forced to go to court to seek fair compensation. We object to the 
acquisition in particular of the Dan Murphys site. The business was substantially renovated and a new business 
opened with full knowledge of the likely acquisition. We object to it being acquired and compensated in this 
circumstances and call on the Government to investigate the circumstances which led to this occurring (Executive 
Summary xvii) 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application Submission to: 
# SSI 7485, for the re sons set out below. 

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

Attn: Director 7  Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 
Application 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

O The substation and water treatment plant should be moved to the north end of the site near the City West link. 

This will mean that the site is less visible to residents and most pedestrian access is at this end. There are no 

homes that will have direct line of site of the facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access 

to the .fight rail without the need to use the winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and 

adds to the time required to access the light rail stop. 

O The site should be returned to the community as compensation for the imposition of this construction site in our 

neighbourhood for a 5 year period. If the substation and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site, 

then the lower half of the site ( which is the most accessible end) could be converted into open space with 

mature trees planted. As this site is immediately adjacent to the bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that 

support active transport could be included. This would result increase the green space for residents and result in a 

pleasant green environment for pedestrians, rather than . a fenced facility. 

▪ The EIS currently permits trucks to access local roads in 'exceptional circumstances', which includes queuing at the 

site. Given the constraints of the site ( and based on experience with cars accessing the site for Dan Murphy's ) , 

queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS needs to be amended to rule our 

queuing as an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads. 

O All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to falls Street) should have a 

blanket prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These hoems are already suffering the 

worst construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking 

and additional noise impacts. These streets are not constructed for heavy vehicle movements and on this basis 

should also be ruled out. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements including parking) and worker 

parking on all of these streets. 

O The EIS needs to require that all workers are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail with no 

parking whatsoever permitted on local roads at the Darley Road site. This is justified because the site provides 11 

car spacers for an estimated 100- workers a day on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a 

strict requirement on workers to use public transport or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in 

place against parking on local streets. The EIS needs to require that this restriction is included in all contracts 

and in the relevant approval documentation. 

O The Darley Road site should be rejected because it involves acquiring Dan Murphy's. This business was rennovated 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application 
# SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

Name. 
	Scfre<0^'  

Signature 	- 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address.  8 7 rovilveis  çr- 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 
Application 

Suburb: Irgicilkit4se  6 7- Postcode.. 
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

• The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement may occur. We object to the project in its entirety on 

this basis. The EIS states that 'settlement, induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater draWdown, may occur in 

some areas along the tunnel alignment'. The risk of ground movement is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 

metres. However, some tunnelling is at less than 10 metres. This proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable 
risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS states that there are a number of discrete areas to the north and 

northwest of the Rozelle Rail Yards, to the north of Campbell Road at St Peters and in the vicinity of Lord Street at 

Newtown where ground water movement above 20 milliliters is predicted 'strict limits on the degree of settlement 

permitted would be imposed on the project" and 'damage' would be rectified at no cost to the owner. would be placed 

(Executive Summary, xvii -iii). The project should not be permitted to be delivered in such a way that there is a known 

risk to property damage that cannot be mitigated to an acceptable level of risk. 

There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states that 'the 

ventilation outlets would be designed to eftectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel and are predicted to have 

negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the impacts on air 

quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the impact. 

The EIS states that 'a preferred noise mitigation option' would be determined during 'detailed design'. This is 

unacceptable and residents have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. The failure to include this detail 

means that residents have no idea as to what is planned and cannot comment or input into those plans. (Executive 

Summary xvi) 

IJ 	The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the site which includes a mature tree. I object to the removal of the 

tree which creates a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the tree is removed it must be 
replaced with a mature tree as soon as the remediation of the site commences. 

0 	The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Dar-ley Road will prevent 
direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the project is completed. 

The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the 

area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct 

line of sight to the facility. It should not be permitted on this site. 

El 	The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels identified are 

misleading. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts it will have on 

surrounding homes and businesses. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application 
# SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

• 
Name. 	  

Signature. 	 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address-  $7 IM-Ale-ES  

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 
Application 

Suburb: "7e1,644/9iebr Postcode 
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 

	 .0 Link 

O The EIS states that an alternative truck movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no 
need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road. This proposal is supported, subject to further information about 
potential impacts being provided. The EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170 
heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and 
noise impacts for adjacent homes while also compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and 
bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this critical arterial road providing access to and across the City west 
Link. The current proposal which provides for truck movements solely on Darley Road should not be approved 
and approval should only be given to the alternative proposal. I repeat however my objection to the selection 
of this site altogether, but propose the least worst impact should be chosen if this site is to be used. 

O The EIS indicates that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at the Darley road 
construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the Leichhardt or St 
Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of nearby 
residents and businesses. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level 
and the EIS should not be approved on this basis. 

O We object to the selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that it provides for daily movements of 170 
heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of pedestrians 
accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on Darley 
Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at 
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck 
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The 
selection of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, which is 
what it currently provides. 

• No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking is at 
a premium in this area and many residents to not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five 
years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of 'kiss and ride facilities' at 
the light fail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account 
in the EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on 
local streets. 

O Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three 
years. The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for 
residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
. Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: A 	€1-7- 
Nergarri,. 	ii. 

i 
 

Address: 	Sr7 ' 	rg/RA/0457 	-Tr 	-Suburb 	• (..6-7eAl#4.46 r Post Code 29542 
Effie+ Seac-V0-93,-0/2-6-7 	X. 

Please include my personal information when pubiishing this submission to your website 	Yes / No 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #5517  485 for the reason(s) set out below. • 

Non-compliance with SEARS 	 s.  
I object to the proposal because it does not comply with the SEARS requirements. The EIS must include, but not necessarily be limited 
to, a description of the project and all components and activities (including ancillary components and activities) required to construct 
and operate it, including the location and operational requirements of construction ancillary facilities and access. 

In so far as it describes the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt the EIS does not meet this requirement because it does 
not describe the components and activities that have been described to the community either in meetings with LAW (Leichhardt Against 
WestConnex) or at the WestConnex Community Reference Group established by Sydney Motorway Corporation. 

The EIS has been released before the proponent is able to describe how it actually plans to carry out construction activities at Darley 
Road, Leichhardt, in particular the plan for staging the arrival of spoil trucks. 

The proponent via its agent Sydney Motorway Corporation's employee Peter Jones has advised on several occasions that spoil haulage 
trucks will be staged from the Sydney Ports land on Glebe Island via James Craig Rd. This is to avoid the situation at Haberfield where 
trucks circle the Northcote St site as they are not able to queue to enter it creating congestion and noise impacts as they drive slowly 
into Wattle St and Ramsay St. before making a second run at the Northcote St site from the Parramatta Road entrance. 

No details of this staged spoil haulage proposal at Darley Road, Leichhardt are provided other than that 'construction traffic may also 
access the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt via the westbound lanes of City West Link'. 

Peter Jones from Sydney Motorway Corporation has advised that he is in the process of•finalising an agreement with Sydney Ports 
Which will enable him to stage trucks from a location on Glebe Island via James Craig Rd. The EIS should not have been released before 
this plan was finalised. Peter Jones has advised that he is only required to describe the 'worst case scenario' in the EIS, which is trucks 
arriving ad hoc via the eastbound lanes of City West Link. The EIS should describe what the proponent actually plans to do as well as 
the worst case scenario so that the impacts of all options being considered can be assessed and commented on. 

It is not clear from the EIS how the alternative plan for the staged arrival of spoil trucks from Sydney Ports will be documented and how 
stakeholders will have an opportunity to assess its impacts. The EIS does not specifically state that this staged arrival plan will be 
documented in the CTAMP, the Ancillary Facilities Management Plan or the Preferred Infrastructure Report. 

I object to the EIS on the grounds that it does not comply with the SEARS. 

Construction vehicle safety impacts 

I object to the EIS because the proposal in relation to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt stated therein, that 'heavy 
vehicles associated with spoil haulage would travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt' presents 
unacceptable safety and amenity impacts. 

The corner of Darley Rd (actually James St) and the City West Link is a pedestrian zone for: 

Pupils of Orange Grove Public School who live in Leichhardt 
Students of Sydney Secondary College, Leichhardt Campus who alight at Leichhardt North light rail stop 

- Students of other schools along the light rail who board at Leichhardt North light rail stop 
- Commuters who board at Leichhardt North light rail stop 
- 	Residents walking to Leichhardt Park Acquatic Centre and adjacent sporting facilities 
- Residents walking to the Orange Grove markets on Saturdays 

The proponents plan brings pedestrians and school children in particular directly into the path of spoil haulage trucks at an intersection 
found to be the third most dangerous according to Transport for NSW figures. 

A further impact will be to discourage people from walking in this area leading to greater car use for local trips. 

I.object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on the above grounds. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: R242 7 	—C%Ze/1 	
, 

Organisation: 

Address: .6-11 	 02A-AlciS 	51' 	Suburb c#A49-#2...6 r-  Post Code 2....0r0, 
Email: 	 • ,•4•• 	

. 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Yes / No 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Hours of operation 

• I object to the EIS because it is effectively.a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the proponent represents that spoil removal 
from this site would only occur within standard construction hours. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4): 

'Spoil handling associated with tunnelling supported by the Darley Road civil and tunnel site would occur 24 hours a day, seven 
days a week. Spoil would be handled below ground wherever practicable to reduce the potential for amenity impacts in adjacent 
areas. Spoil handing at the surface outside 'standard day time construction. hours would occur within an acoustic shed to manage 
potential amenity impacts. Spoil removal from this site would only occur within standard construction hours, between 7.00 am and 
6.00 pm Monday to Friday, and between 8.00 am and 1.00 pm on Saturdays.' 

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to assess or explain the 
impacts of this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other 
than spoil trucks), workers arriving .for shifts and leaving after shifts. It is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain 
noise. The Jim Holt report stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear 
whether the proponent will mandate the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection rather than what is feasible. .) 

I object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its plan for a dive site as it is 
clear impacts are too great for the community. At the very least the site should be restricted to standard construction hours for all 
operations above ground and there should be no shifts commencing or ending outside of standard construction hours. The 
proponent should be directed to find a site where its operations Will not impact on residents outside of standard construction 
hours. 

• I object to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the proponent represents that spoil removal 
from this site would only occur within standard construction hours. 

The EIS states'in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4): 

'Reasonable and feasible work practices and mitigation measures would be implemented to minimise potential noise impacts due 
to•activities occurring at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site. Local residents, businesses and the' NSW EPA would be kept informed 
about works outside standard day time construction hours at the site. 

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to assess or explain the . 
impacts of this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other 
than spoil trucks), workers arriving for shifts and leaving after shifts. It is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain 
noise. The Jim Holt report stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear 
whether the proponent will mandate the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection rather than what is feasible. 

I object to the EIS because the proponent/contractor would only have to keep local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA 
informed about works outside standard day time construction hours at the site. Local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA 
would have no right to limit works outside standard day time construction hours at the site. As we have seem with other stages of 
WestConnex this leads to devastating impacts for residents who must endure significant periods of exposure to out of hours Works 
which involve noise, lights and disturbance. 

I object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its plan for a dive site as it is 
clear impacts are too great for the community. At the very least the site should be restricted to standard construction hours forall 
operations above ground and there should be no shifts commencing or ending outside of standard construction hours. The 
proponent should be directed to find a site where its operations will not impact on residents outside of standard construction 
hours. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	6.1e.47 	f?2,6"4. 	I 
Organisation: 

Address: 	sf • (00/9 	gr 	 Suburb (..e7cAmmiu r Post Code 249re 

Email: 	 - 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 	Yes / No 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Cumulative impacts of aircraft noise and construction noise 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the cumulative impact of its proposed Darley Road, 
Leichhardt civil and tunnel site operations and the aircraft noise which the residents near the site already endure. 

The attached extract from Webtrak shows that Darley Road, Leichhardt and adjacent streets are directly under the flight path. 

Airservices Australia reports that in April to June 2017 the number of average,daily noise 'events over 70 dBA. In-Leichhardt this is 
an average of 16- 17 per hour over the peak morning period and 16 per hour in the early evening peak period. 

Hourly distribution of noise events above 70dBA 
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I object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd because this will mean an additional cumulative impact of spoil truck diesel 
engine, exhaust and potentially air brake noise every 4 minutes in peak hour based on number of truck movements per hour and in 
excess of every 4 minutes per hour in non peak permitted construction hours. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	 do-,---T 	,57/ 61.1-/ ' id 

Organisation: 

Address: gi 	 9P' 	 Suburb e pahrmiuyi-  Post Code 2 442 re Ai3S; 

Email: 	 / 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 	Yes / No 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Cumulative impacts of aircraft emissions and spoil truck emissions 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the cumulative impact of emissions from spoil truck 
vehicles from it proposed Darley Road, Leichhardt civil and tunnel site operations and emissions from aircraft to which residents 
near the site are already exposed. 

The attached extract from Webtrak shows that Darley Road, Leichhardt and adjacent streets are directly under the flight path. 

Airplane exhaust, like car exhaust, contains a variety of air pollutants, including Sulfur dioxide and nitrogen oxides. Many of these 
particles of pollution are tiny, about a hundred millionths of an inch wide, or smaller than the width of a human hair. So-called 
particulate matter that's especially small is the main culprit in human health effects, especially since the particulates can become 
wedged deep in the lung and possibly enter the bloodstream, scientists say. 

Exposure to loud noise from living under a flight path over a long period of time may increase the risk of developing high blood 
pressure or having a stroke, a 2013 study by researches at the University of Athens suggests. 

Researchers examined data from 420 people living near busy Athens International Airport in Greece and found living with high 
noise levels from aircraft, especially at night, was associated with high blood pressure. 

Every additional 10 decibels of night-time aircraft noise appeared to result in a 69 per cent increased risk of high blood pressure, 
also known as hypertension. 

The researchers at the University of Athens found that around half the participants (just under 45 per pent) were exposed to more 
than 55 decibels of daytime aircraft noise, while around one in four (just over 27 per cent ) were exposed to more than 45 decibels 
of night-time aircraft noise. 

Only around one in 10 (11 per cent) were exposed to significant road traffic noise of more than 55 decibels. 

Between 2004-6 and 2013, 71 people were newly diagnosed with high blood pressure and 44 were diagnosed with heart flutter 
(cardiac arrhythmia), while a further 18 had a heart attack, the researchers found. 

object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd because in addition to the existing aircraft emissions and noise experienced 
by people living near the site, this will mean an additional cumulative impact of spoil truck diesel exhaust emissions and noise every 
4 minutes in peak hour based on number of truck movements per hour and in excess of every 4 minutes per hour in non peak 	• 
permitted construction hours. This will give rise to increased health risks from noise and air pollution which research suggest will 
cause increased blood pressure and risk of stroke. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 
 

Organisation: 

Address: 	g"*".7 	c 	 64- -, co,v4.4,0 r Post Code 62-0160 ora 	c'r; 	 Suburb 

Email: ie 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 	Yes / No 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Pedestrian and cyclist movements 

• I object to the EIS because it fails to describe the temporary changes to Darley Road, Leichhardt to enable access to and from the 
ancillary facility that would likely be required in relation to the Darley Rd site and instead allows for the final plan to be decided by 
the contractor. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that: 

'Temporary changes to Darley Road to enable access to and from the ancillary facility would likely be required. These may include 
changes to line marking to provide a temporary turning lane for construction traffic and temporary diversions to the pedestrian 
path on the northern side of Darley Road. These would be confirmed during detailed design following the appointment of a design 
and construction contractor and in consideration of the safety and function of the road network, maintaining access to the 
Leichhardt North light rail stop and providing for continued pedestrian and cyclist movement. ' 

It is not clear how continued access, pedestrian and cyclist movement will be preserved and I am concerned that the impacts have 
not been correctly identified and assessed by the proponent. 

I object to the fact that I am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. I object to the fact that I will have no 
right or opportunity to have input into detailed design following the appointment of a design and construction contractor. 

Light rail access 

• I object to the EIS because it does not guarantee that the existing access to the Leichhardt North light rail stop would be 
maintained at all times. Fig 6-4 indicates that only the eastern access will be maintained. This greatly disadvantages the elderly and 
disabled who have to walk up a steep hill to the eastern access. If the proponent cannot guarantee access to the Leichhardt North 
light rail stop from the existing entry points or from points that are accessible to all then the Darley Road, Leichhardt construction 
site should be abandoned. The proponent should be directed to find a site where its operations will not impact on users of the 
Light Rail. 
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I object to the Westconnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application Submission to: 
# SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

Name. 	 

Signature: 

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

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

ik/g/V0/9 50" 

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 
Application 

Address. 	 

ere7C4/1444WIYr 	 Suburb: 	 Postcode 
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

o We object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the project on 
the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured that the 
land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this facility will forever 
prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users required to walk down a dark and 
winding path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is to be located then it should be moved to 
the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual impact on residents. 

▪ Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of damage 
to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real 
risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the Government's 
expense. However no details or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project should not be approved with 
such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of damage and how and when it will be repaired. It will 
lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage structural engineers and lawyers to prove that the 
damage was linked to Westconnex works, with no assurance that this property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily 
fixed. 

o The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory environmental 
and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable and the EIS does not provide 
the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is deprived of any opportunity to comment on 
their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be additional ventilation facilities that are not 
disclosed in the EIS. 

o Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road.There are also a 
number of childcare centres very close to the Darley Road site. 

o The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day at this site will create an unacceptable risk to students. 
The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site. The alternative proposal which provides 
that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the only proposal that should be considered. 

o All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a strict prohibition 
on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already suffering the worst construction impacts 
of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and additional noise impacts. The 
EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker parking on all of these streets. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the a nti-WestConnex campaigns- My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

. 	 . 
Name: ,,Cie—,--f 	tfi/sei'lt/ 

Organisation: 	 , 

Address: 	 9 	Suburb 4-701/44,6 r 9 Post Code 20V.0 

Email: 	 / pga 
Please include my personal inforrnation when publishing this submission to your website 	Yes / No 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 
. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Truck routes 

• I object to the EIS because it suggests that no local roads would be used by heavy vehicles during works yet at the same time 
acknowledges that spoil trucks may use local roads in exceptional circumstances which include when there is queuing to get into 
the site. Darley Rd is highly congested with traffic queues forming during much of the day which will lead to queues to enter the 
site. Queuing will not therefore be an exceptional circumstance and the result will be that spoil trucks are able to use local roads 
without being in breach, which will be often. This is unacceptable to residents of Francis, Hubert, William and Charles St and I • 
object to the EIS on this basis. As queuing cannot be avoided on Darley Rd this clearly shows why this location is inappropriate. 
The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find a location directly on the City West Link where spoil trucks will never 
use local roads. Why should residents' lives be put at risk because the project must be delivered as soon as possible? 

• I object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation to the Darley Rd site, 
which SMC have on many occasions told the community they are contemplating as alternatives. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that 'It is anticipated that the majority of construction traffic would 
enter the site from the southern (westbound) carriageway of Darley Road, Leichhardt via new driveways. Heavy vehicles associated 
with spoil haulage would travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt. A temporary right turning 
lane at the intersectioh of City West Link and Darley Road, Leichhardt would be provided for use by construction vehicles. Heavy 
vehicles would exit the site by turning left onto Darley Road, Leichhardt before turning left onto City West Link. 

'Construction traffic may also access th,e Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) via the westbound lanes of City West Link.' 

'Temporary traffic management measures would be established to enable access and egress arrangements. These would be 
detailed in a CTAMP, which would be prepared to manage construction traffic associated with the project.' 

I object to the proposal for vehicles associated with spoil haulage to travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley 
Rd. This proposal is dangerous and the impacts and risks are too great. Darley Rd is acknowledged by RMS to be a sub-standard 
road in terms of its construction. The intersection from the city west link is a steep blind turn even for traffic coming across from 
James St. This is followed by immediate left hand turns into both Francis St and Hubert St. A number of properties on Darley Rd 
would be at risk of destruction from spoil haulage trucks in the event of a truck having to brake suddenly to avoid stationary 
vehicles. 

The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or.find a location directly on the City West Link where spoil trucks will never 
use local roads. Why should residents lives be put at risk because the project must be delivered as soon as possible? 

• • I object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation to the Darley Rd site 	)- 
and instead allows for the final plan to be detailed in the CTAMP, Preferred Infrastructure Report or Ancillary Facilities Management 
Plan. 

Peter Jones of SMC has on many' occasions made representations to the community that his plan is to stage trucks from the port 
and eventually when possible to have them arrive and depart from the site underground when a tunnel is established between 
Leichhardt and the M4 East. He has also said that loading of spoil would take place underground at this time. He has recently told 
us of his plan to load trucks from a ramp off the city west link by means of a hopper conveyor' which would pass over the Light rail 
station delivering spoil into silos below which trucks would pull up to receive their load. The laden trucks would then travel west 
bound along the city west link. None of this plan is detailed in the EIS. 

I object to the fact that I am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. I object to the fact that I will have no 
right or opportunity to have input into the CTAMP, PIR or AFMP on matters which will have a devastating impact to me and to 
residents near 7 Darley Rd. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name:Aie.,4-7 
 

Organisation: . 

Address: 	T i 	. 	F/vtAfets 	SN(7" 	Suburb 	cc-tot/iv/Igor-  Post Code 2-05.q!) 

Email:  

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 	Yes / No 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Noise impacts 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has not provided details of the noise mitigation measures proposed in relation to the 
Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. As, a result it is not possible to assess the noise impacts of the Darley Road civil 
and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. It is unacceptable for the proponent to establish a major construction site in the middle of a 
residential area without a clear plan for mitigating noise impacts. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that: 

'Acoustic barriers and devices at the access tunnel entrances would be considered and implemented where reasonable and feasible 
to minimise potential noise impacts associated with out-of-hours works within the tunnels. In addition, temporary noise mitigation 
measures may include noise barriers and other temporary structures such as site buildings, which would be provided to minimise 
noise impacts on surrounding properties.' 

Darley Road civil .and tunnel site (C4) will create a high level of noise impact for residents yet the proponent has not given details of 
the plan for mitigating this impact. The measures will be implemented only if 'reasonable and feasible' which is a subjective 
assessment as it does not states whether they will be assessed as reasonable from the standpoint of the proponent or the residents. 
What the proponent thinks is reasonable may not meet the residents expectation as to what is reasonable. The measures appear 
to be optional as the proponent only states that that 'may include noise barriers and other temporary structures such as site 
buildings'. 

• ' I object to the EIS because the proponent has not provided a clear plan for measures that will be taken to minimise noise impacts 
from work within and outside of standard construction hours at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the fact that the demolition of 7 Darley Road, Leichhardt 
will remove a significant noise barrier to traffic noise from the City West Link. This will mean increased traffic noise impacts to the 
residents of Darley Rd, Francis St, Hubert St and Charles St. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed io take account of the noise impact of fully laden spoil haulage trucks exiting 
the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt driving up the very steep blind turn at the intersection with the City West 
Link. The RMS should install noise measuring equipment and monitoring cameras at this location to measure noise from heavy 
vehicles and identify vehicles whose noise that exceeds the applicable Australian standard. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the noise impact of spoil haulage trucks using air brakes on 
the descent down Darley Rd off the City West Link. Heavy vehicle drivers should avoid using exhaust brakes, engine compression 
or 'jake' brakes near residential areas and noise-sensitive areas such as hospitals and schools, unless they are necessary for safety 
reasons. RMS should implement noise limits from engine compression brakes and should use roadside noise 'cameras' as an .aid to 
enforcement at every location where WestConnex vehicles emiting engine compression brake noise might affect nearby 
communities. 
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

.Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	lent,o-e-tr 	d 	
_ 

Address: 	"lecT 	N/N fok-{Z-i. 	 LE h) C I 	 Suburb 	L CH1-i)41-(2-0 c 
Post Code 

Please include7my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website 	..1/_.es)/ No 
Declaration: I have not made any repo 	ble political donations in the last 2 years. 

,Signed:' 	c 	r,... , cL)k 	^ 	 Date 	I ci  li  ,--) 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 
Noise and disruption from construction 
I object to the proposal for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt 
because of the noise and disruption impact it will have on residents during periods of 
extended construction. The proponent has a very poor track record of managing the 
impacts of Stages 1 and 2 of this project. In addition, the conditions of approval are so 
broad as to make enforcing compliance with Council or EPA regulations impossible. The 
protections for residents are ineffectual and the abuse of the Critical State Significant 
Infrastructure powers is continuous. 	, 
The reality for residents living with the Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex is night after night of 
disruption and disturbance with no respite and no way of enforcing compliance. In addition, 
the policy for mitigation entitlements such as noise protection or respite accommodation is 
not transparent and is discretionary. Many residents especially the most vulnerable such 
as those in rental properties or in public housing are unwilling to complain about their 
situation. 
In St Peters in mid-September 2017 the Stage 2 Joint venture's contractors were digging up 
pipes all one weekend, resulting in two burst water mains. They worked through Saturday 
night until after lam on Sunday morning when they should have finished at 6pm on 
Saturday. Many of the residents were without water for much of the weekend. On Monday 
night at 8.30pm RMS turned up unannounced with concrete saws and jackhammers. On 
Tuesday night, RMS were supposed to stop at 6pm but again the work until after midnight. 
A resident whose bedroom was right next door to the work, posted a video of the deafening 
concrete saws in use after midnight with the caption "It's impossible to live here at the 
moment". There are many Sydney Water pipes and Council stormwater drains in the site 
footprint. These are vulnerable to damage. A burst water main or broken pipe leading to 
water being cut off is inevitable. If the planned electrical works take place to establish a 
power supply to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt then 
disruption of power, NBN and telecoms is also inevitable. The proponent should be 
required to have a plan in place to keep residents' power on and to keep residents 
connected and should communicate this plan to residents. The plan might include portable 

•••• 
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WIFI devices or compensation for disruption. There must be a disincentive to causing 
disruption. The proponent should be required to have a plan in place for a burst water 
main which includes immediately relocating residents and providing a secondary souree of 
water. 
The proponent should be required to plan for a secondary source of water so that there 
is no disruption of supply. no have the Residents should be kept informed regularly about 
how work is going to impact them. 



Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

i 	 /4t,f{-€A,(•( 	0' 0--e-  1 c__(/ Name: 

Address.• c'T 	' • IV) G*--4 O• 	cN' 	r 
• 

Application Number: SSI 7485 G----,1  Suburb: 	(-4 i 1-1 -(C-01.--- 	Po tcode  

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 
Please INCLUDE my personal information Please when publishing this submission to your website 

any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Traffic diversions Leichhardt. The EIS states that 'temporary diversions along Darley Road may be 
required during construction' (8-65). No detail is provided as to when these diversions would occur; 
there is no provision for consultation with the community; no detail as to how long the diversions will be 
in place and no comment on the impact of diversions on local roads or the amenity of residents. Will 
diversions occur at night? If so, down what streets? Diverting the arterial traffic from Darley Road down 
local streets (which are not designed for heavy vehicle volumes) will result in damage to streets, sleep 
disturbances for residents and create safety issues. There is also childcare centre and a school near 
the William Street/Elswick Street intersection which will be impacted by diverting vehicles onto local 
roads. It is unacceptable for proposed road diversions not to be detailed whatsoever in the EIS. The 
EIS should not be approved without setting out the impacts of road diversions on residents and 
businesses. 

2. Permanent water treatment plant and substation — Leichhardt The proposal to locate this permanent 
structure in a residential setting is opposed. The site will have a negative visual impact on the area and is in 
direct line of sight of a number of homes. If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the site 
further from homes. 

3. Discharge of water into storm water at Blackmore Oval — Leichhardt The permanent substation and 
water treatment plant proposed for the Darley Road site facility should not be approved as part of the EIS. It 
proposes discharging water from the tunnels into the storm water canal near Blackmore Oval. This will 
devastate our waterways and impact negatively on the amenity of the bay which has four rowing clubs in 
close proximity. In addition, the environmental impacts of this discharge are not properly set out in the EIS. 

4. Impacts not provided — Permanent water treatment plant and substation — The EIS states that 
there will be an office, worker parking and building to accommodate this facility on a permanent basis. 
It does not provide any detail as to — noise impacts, numbers of workers on site, any health risks 
associated with the facility. This is simply inadequate and the decision to locate this facility should be 
subject to a thorough assessment and approval process. It should not be approved as part of this EIS 
as there is simply no detail provided about the impact of this facility on the amenity of the area. 

5. Removal of vegetation — Leichhardt. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the Darley 
Road site. There are several mature trees located on the north of the site. None of these trees should be 
removed as they provide precious greenery. They also act as a visual and noise screen for residents from 
the City West Link traffic. All efforts should be taken to retain the trees and the EIS should not simply permit 
these trees to be removed without proper investigations being undertaken as to how they can be retained. If 
they are removed 9followign a proper investigation and consideration of all options) then the approval needs 
to specify that all streets are replaced with mature, native trees at the conclusion of the construction at the 
site. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 

parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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'Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: I./.4 ( (4,-et e• 	• 	(4-- IL  L 

Address: 	 <--s-r- 	Suburb LE 	 — 0 AA1A-g-i0k.1 
Post Cbde 

(c 	) i) ae 	I 

Please include7mrp rsonal information when 
website 	/Yes / 	o 
Declaration: 	have not made any reportab 

publishing this submission to your 

political donations in the last 2 years. 
Signed: 	, , 	 ' 	) Li 	Date 	h 1,-7  

/ 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 
Noise and disruption from construction 
I object to the proposal for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt 
because of the noise and disruption impact it will have on residents during periods of 
extended construction. The proponent has a very poor track record of managing the 
impacts of Stages 1 and 2 of this project. In addition, the conditions of approval are so 
broad as to make enforcing compliance with Council or EPA regulations impossible. The 
protections for residents are ineffectual and the abuse of the Critical State Significant 
Infrastructure powers is continuous. 
The reality for residents living with the. Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex is night after night of 
disruption and disturbance with no respite and no way of enforcing compliance. In addition, 
the policy for mitigation entitlements such as noise protection or respite accommodation is 
not transparent and is discretionary. Many residents especially the most vulnerable such 
as those in rental properties or in public housing are unwilling to complain about their 
situation. 
In St Peters in mid-September 2017 the Stage 2 Joint venture's contractors were digging up 
pipes all one weekend, resulting in two burst water mains. They worked through Saturday 
night until after lam on Sunday morning when they should have finished at 6pm on 
Saturday. Many of the residents were without water for much of the weekend. On Monday 
night at 8.30pm RMS turned up unannounced with concrete saws and jackhammers. On 
Tuesday night, RMS were supposed to stop at 6pm but again the work until after midnight. 
A resident whose bedroom was right next door to the work, posted a video of the deafening 
concrete saws in use after midnight with the caption "It's impossible to live here at the 
moment". Many local residents are unaware of the construction impacts and that there will 
be months of construction work which will have to take place out of hours. The EIS does not 
specify which works to establish the site Will take place during standard construction hours. 
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The Department of Planning and Environment should oppose the approval of the 
Dailey Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because alternatives are 
available which will have less impact on residents or which will impact fewer residents 
during the construction phase. These alternatives should be assessed. If not suitable then 
the proponent must do without a dive site. It is not acceptable to treat communities like this. 
The mistakes of Stages 1 and 2 should not be repeated. 



Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	CH-c-'1,6 . a 12-E1 L 
Address: z----,-g 	i\i(A-Koki 	sq 	Suburb L H cH 1-1-142-0 

Post Code 

Please include include 	personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website 	 / 	Yes 	No 
Declaration: I have not made any. report ,ble political donations in the last 2 years. 

(---,n 	pi 
Signed:( 	(li-,062- (--)1LCAL 	 Date 	„2.4--) 9 A--)  

Impact of MOC1 on local area 
I oppose the plan for a water treatment plant and an electrical substation to remain on the 
site of 7 Darley Rd Leichhardt after tunnel construction is complete. 
This Motorway Operations Centre 1 (MOGI) is a completely inappropriate use of a site in a 
residential area with particular characteristics. 
The character of Leichhardt is heavily influenced by the street pattern (predominantly 
north/south extending from Parramatta Road) and built form. The wide carriageways and 
regular street pattern combined with the topography and a predominance of single storey 
detached housing gives Leichhardt a more open character than that of Glebe or Annandale. 
The suburb is made up of several distinctive residential neighbourhoods including Excelsior 
Estate, Helsarmel, Piperston 4nd West Leichhardt. The subject site is within the Helsarmel 
Distinctive Neighbourhood that is located on the northwest slope of the Leichhardt/Balmain 
ridge. The Helsarmel Distinctive Neighbourhood is predominated by low scale detached 
and semi-detached cottages that demonstrated a variety of architectural styles and building 
materials. Many of these dwellings are Federation or post-war styles, with scattered 
examples of Californian bungalows and workers cottages. 
The desired future character as set out by Council is to maintain the character of the 
neighbourhood by keeping development complementary in architectural style, form and 
materials and preserve the low scale cottage character. The suburb profile allows for 
contemporary development that is complementary to the streetscape. 

The MOC1 proposal for a tunnel water treatment plant and an electrical substation is 
inconsistent with the character of the neighbourhood. This is a residential neighbourhood 
and what is proposed will permanently degrade our neighbourhood. MOC1 will be a 
prominent and unwelcome eyesore. 
The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site 
Leichhardt and the proposed Motorway Operations Centre 1. The proponent should 
identify alternatives locations for water treatment and a substation including at the 
alternative dive site locations. The proponent has not given an adequate explanation 
as to why these alternatives have not been included in the EIS. 
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 0), t. frac" D K..--ILL,/ r-v,t-_, _ Address: 	C sS ti-11(" P--. 0 &) S  i - 	 Suburb 	L_Lt co 0-(---bei 
Post Code 

,C2L4--/0 
Please include ay personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website 	/ No 
D 	 aeclaratiorn I 	ve not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. i  
Signed: K_____Q ,e) 	0 cZady,ti 	Date 	

,-2---q ict I ( 
I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

• Contaminated site 
I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the 
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, that 
the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air quality 
impacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health and the 
environment to the greatest extent practicable. 
7 Darley Road is a site which has been reported to the NSW EPA under section 60 of the 
CLM Act. Although NSW EPA assessed the site as not requiring regulation under the CLM 
Act in 16.2.14 of the EIS the proponent sets out in Table 16-15 the contaminants of 
potential concern that are present at Darley Rd. These are metals, polycyclic aromatic 
hydrocarbons, total recoverable hydrocarbons, asbestos and Volatile Organic 
Hydrocarbons (SVOCs). 
The proponent's plan for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction 'site at Leichhardt 
involves demolition, earthworks, construction and track-out (the transport of dust and dirt 
from the construction/demolition site onto the public road network on construction 
vehicles). 
I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of 
the impact that disturbance of contaminants will have on health and on property. The 
community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary. 

• Asbestos contaminated site 
I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the 
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, that 
the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air quality 
impacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health and the 
environment to the greatest extent practicable. 
Appendix R, 4.7.8 Areas and contaminants of concern the proponent states that 'There is 
also potential for asbestos to be present in the fill from potential uncontrolled filling and 
demolition of former buildings.' 
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The proponent's assessment is defective as it fails to identify the risk to local residents and 
anyone else in the neighbourhood of excavated soil containing contaminants and asbestos 
being blown into nearby streets and into homes and gardens of adjoining properties. The 
proponent's assessment is defective because having identified the presence of asbestos on 
the site it fails to specifically identify the potential for inhalation of asbestos either by 
workers or residents. 

I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of 
the impact that disturbance of asbestos will have on health and on property. The 

. community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary. 



Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

 
1-40C 0 ' e6e- ILL—L11 Name: 	 -WC CE 

Address: 	,,---77 	.„ r, 	. 	-, 
< r 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: Gel Ca--Hiwor-- 	Postcodell----CD 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

Signature: 	f2 tLat2_. 	0 	L2AllitA 
Please INCLUDE my personal information when publishing this submission to your 

website 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals 
as contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Leichhardt Environmental issues - Substation and water treatment plant 
The EIS proposes that 'treated' water from the tunnel will be directly discharged into the 
stormwater drain at Blackmore oval. There are four long-standing rowing clubs in the vicinity 
of this location. This plan will jeopardise the integrity of our waterway and compromise the use 
of the bay for recreational activities for boat and other users. We object in the strongest terms 
to this proposal on environmental and health reasons. 

2. Presence of Substation and water treatment plant - Leichhardt 
There is no detail in the EIS about the impact of the ongoing Motorway maintenance activities 
during operation provided (noise, vibrations, hours of operation, workers on site etc). The 
community therefore cannot comment on the impact that this permanent facility will have on 
the amenity of the area. The erection of this facility should not be approved in the basis that 
no information is provided and therefore impacts (on parking, safety, noise, amenity of the 
area) are not known. 

3. Out-of-hours and night work - Leichhardt 
Because Darley Rd is highly congested during day time, it is likely there will be frequent out of 
hours and night work. The EIS as drafted effectively permits out of hours to be undertaken 
whenever this is convenient to the contractor. This will create an unacceptable impact on those 
living close to the site. The approval conditions need to prohibit out of hours and night work except 
in genuine exceptional circumstances (for example, a risk to life). It is unacceptable to not provide 
limits and clear rules on such work. 

4. Flooding — Leichhardt 
The EIS states that there may be impacts from flooding which, amongst other things, may disrupt 
drainage systems. Darley Road is in a flood zone and there have been ongoing issued with flooding 
requiring remedial work. This proposal creates an unacceptable risk of flooding and associated 
damage and a major tunnelling site should not be permitted on this site on this ground. There is no 
detail as to how the issues with flooding at Darley Road will be managed and on their potential 
impact on the area. 
Disruption to road network — Leichhardt 

5. Disruption to road network 
The EIS states that there will be 'impacts' that would affect the efficiency of the road network.' No 
detail is provided in the EIS as to how cars will be able to access and cross the City West Link 
once 170 vehicles (heavy and light) access the site on a daily basis. it belies common sense how 
this can even be considered, given its impact on commuter times. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 

parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: KAC,,H---LE 	0 'Ir---e-1 	1 1--L Li 
„ 	.,.---- Address:t... 	 /l iAl-t 0 Ij 	J I 

Application Number: SSI 7485 
.../") n , — 

Suburb: 	L 	C 1 f4 f -Th--4 .-) 1 	Postcofie 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: I--)--0. Ci_o_ t9.-- OaCALLI 
Please INCLUDE my personal information 

, 
when publishing this submission to your website 

any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Construction hours — Leichhardt. The EIS states that works affecting parts of the surface road network 
'subject to high traffic volumes' will occur out of hours. As Darley Road falls into this category it is likely 
residents will be subjected to regular out of hours works. This is an unacceptable impact given the EIS 
provides for 10 weeks of surface works. Any approval conditions need to place a reasonable and enforceable 
limit on the number of nights of out of hours work. 

2. EIS is 'indicative only' The EIS states that the EIS is indicative only and can be subject to change by the 
contractor. In addition, the community will have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs, nor on 
the preferred Infrastructure Report. The EIS should not be approved as it does not give the community a 
meaningful opportunity to comment on the impacts to which it will be subject to as a result of this project. 

3. Lack of information The EIS sets out the 'consultation' which has occurred with the community over the 
past 12 months. However, these consultation sessions have not provided any meaningful information. And 
in the EIS no detail is provided as to how impacts will be managed. For example, the traffic will be subject to 
a traffic management plan. What is traffic cannot be managed to an acceptable level at Darley Road? The 
EIS does not provide any assurance that impacts such as congestion caused by the addition of 170 vehicle 
movements a day at the Darley Road site, will be managed to an acceptable level. 

4. Blackmore oval. The EIS states that Blackmore Oval was not taken for this project as a result of feedback 
from the community. I understand that the site was unsuitable for tunneling as it suffered from flooding and 
was ruled out on this basis. The EIS should not contain misrepresentations such as this. 

5. Flooding — Leichhardt. Darley Road and adjacent streets such as Hubert St are exposed to flood. The flood 
impact could be exacerbated by the disruption or blockage of existing drainage networks, which are risks 
identified in the EIS. The EIS has not assessed whether the identified risk to the existing drainage network 
will cause increased risk of flood damage to flood lots and it fails to take account of the Inner West Council's 
Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan which contains recommended flood modification options. The 
EIS has not assessed whether its drainage infrastructure will impede the Inner West Council's Leichhardt 
Floodplain Risk Management Plan option HC_FM3 to lay additional pipes/culverts from Elswiok Street to 
Hawthorne Canal (via Regent Street and Darley Road). RMS has not assessed whether its drainage 
infrastructure will impede Inner West Council's Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan option 
HC_FM4 to lay additional pipes/ culverts from William Street to Hawthorne Canal via Hubert Street and 
Darley Road. The EIS should not be approved as it has not properly explained or assessed these impacts. 

6. Leichhardt North Light Rail — The presence of hundreds of trucks and heavy machinery at the Darley Road 
site will make it difficult and hazardous for pedestrians to access the light rail. There is no detail in the EIS 
as to how this impact will be managed and the EIS should not be approved without properly identifying 
management strategies for this risk. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 

parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name:  
Address:‘ 

Post 
2_"--- 	,...e 	,-, Kj 	.--,r- 	 Suburb 	(A,--  i 6,11 i--11-1-R- 
Code 

Or) IP°  

0 

Please include 	y personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website 	e 	No 

, 
DeclaratiT: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Signed: Ko ,,,,i,...„ j 	Dri. 	'1 et 	Date 	 ) cp j 4  ) 0 
I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in The EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

• Air quality — exhaust emissions 
I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the 
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, that 
the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air quality 
impacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health and the 
environment to the greatest extent practicable. In particular I object to the Darley Road Civil 
and Tunnel Construction site because of the impact it will-have on health. 
In 9.3 'Construction assessment methodology' of the EIS the proponent states that one of 
the main air pollution and amenity considerations at.demolition/construction sites is 
increased concentrations of airborne particles and NO2 due to exhaust emissions from on-
site diesel-powered vehicles and construction equipment. In 9.3 the proponent also states 
that 'Exhaust emissions from on-site plant and site traffic are unlikely to have a 
significant impact on local air quality, and in the majority of cases they would not 
need to be quantitatively assessed.' 
This assessment is incorrect in the case of the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction 
site in Leichhardt and the Department of Planning must require the proponent to submit an 
assessment. 
The proponent sets out elsewhere in the EIS its plan to run spoil trucks in and out of the site 
via Darley Rd/James St. 
A full laden truck and dog driving up the steep blind section of Darley Rd/James St will have 
to use high gears and high revs to get up the hill. This will take longer than for other 
vehicles because of the size of a truck and dog and the extensive traffic queuing that takes 
place at the intersection. The proponent anticipates there being a truck every 4 minutes in 
peak hour which coincides with the peak of foot traffic near the intersection. This means a• 
truck every traffic light cycle. This will create unacceptable concentrations of diesel exhaust 
in an area used by a lot of pedestrians to get to and from the North Leichhardt light rail stop. 
The Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site in Leichhardt should not be allowed to, 
proceed because of the health impacts from diesel exhaust. 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 

PO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 P0 

, 
Name 	*le: 	' (c--• 	(L (‘---f : 

Address: 	z.--- 	C 	1V1,11-101 0 
_ . 	. 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: 	1A71 C 191414/1--01 	Postcode t2011-1  

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

	

t(7 	1-- , Ocl2-t 

	

--- 	- 	- Signature: 	4  a-6 Qksi 
Please  INCLUDE my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 

reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made any 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Heavy vehicle movements during peak hours — Leichhardt. The EIS states that 'reasonable and practical 
management strategies would be investigated to minimize the volume of heavy vehicle movements during 
peak hours.' (8-53). This is also not acceptable as it is not known what will actually be done to manage this 
impact. It is not good enough for the EIS, which forms the basis of the approval of this project, to simply 
mention 'investigations' and not detail a proper plan (on which residents can comment) on management of 
heavy vehicle movements during peak hours. In addition, Darley Road is very congested from 7am until 
9.30am and then from 4pm-6.30pm, well outside the 'peak' periods identified in the EIS. And the impact on 
traffic will be caused by 'light' vehicles and not simply heavy vehicles. It is clear that there is no plan for 
managing these vehicle movements. The EIS should not be approved as drafted. It is unacceptable for this 
volume of vehicles to be proposed for this critical arterial road with no plan for management. 

2. Light construction vehicle routes — the EIS acknowledges that these vehicles will use 'dispersed' 
routes (8-62). In other words, construction vehicles will use and park on local roads. The EIS does not 
propose any management as to which roads they use. The addition of 70-100 light vehicle movements 
day in Leichhardt will result in our small, congested streets, which are already at capacity and suffering.  
parking shortages, will have the added impact of workers travelling to and from the site and parking in 
local streets. There will be rat running. The EIS should provide an agreed route (using arterial roads 
only) that can be used by all vehicles associated with the project. 

3. EIS is Indicative only - The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for 
residents as to what is proposed and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. 
The EIS states 'the detail of the design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept 
design and is subject to detailed design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful 
contractors.' The community will have no opportunity to comment on the Preferred Infrastructure Report 
which forms the basis of the approval conditions. This means the community will have limited say in the 
management of the impacts identified in the EIS. The EIS needs to provide an opportunity for the 
community to meaningfully input into this report and approval conditions. 

4. Intersection of James St and City West Link — The EIS (8-630 indicates that there will be an increase 
in traffic volume during construction of nearly 400 vehicles during peak hour. The only strategy to manage 
this is allowing a right-hand turn into James Street. This intersection is the third most dangerous in the inner 
west (based on TfNSW's own statistics). There is no analysis of crash statistics at this intersection provided 
in the EIS. The-EIS should not be approved in its current form. It needs to provide certainty to the community 
that they will be able to reasonable access this part of the road network in a timely and safe manner. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 
parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	 c.i_k__--tc: cE)Q---E-, ILui 
Address: 	ni 	ii ( -Rt :1,,  0 	cf---- 	Suburb 	Le.:( 04  j_wteio 

Post Code 	. 

Please include,ny-Rersonal information when publishing this submission to your 
website 	(S/'No 
Declaration: I have not made any repprtable political donations in the last 2 years. ..----m 
Signed: ( 	611-(21S2- 0 I(Leti.it—\ 	Date  

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 
Noise and disruption from construction 
I object to the proposal for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt 
because of the noise and vibration impact it will have on residents during periods of 
extended construction. 
The proponent has a very poor track record of managing the impacts of Stages 1 and 2 of 
this project. In addition, the conditions of approval are so broad as to make enforcing 
compliance with Council or EPA regulations impossible. The protections for residents are 
ineffectual and the abuse of the Critical State Significant Infrastructure powers is 
continuous. 
The reality for residents living with the Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex is night after night of 
disruption and disturbance with no respite and no way of enforcing compliance. In addition, 
the policy for mitigation entitlements such as noise protection or respite accommodation is 
not transparent and is discretionary. Many residents especially the most vulnerable such 
as those in rental properties or in public housing are unwilling to complain about their 
situation. 
In St Peters in mid-September 2017 the Stage 2 Joint venture's contractors were digging up 
pipes all one weekend, resulting in two burst water mains. They worked through Saturday 
night until after lam on Sunday morning when they should have finished at 6pm on 
Saturday. Many of the residents were without water for much of the weekend. On Monday 
night at 8.30pm RMS turned up unannounced with concrete saws and jackhammers. 'On 
Tuesday night, RMS were supposed to stop at 6pm but again the work until after midnight. 
A resident whose bedroom was right next door to the work, posted a video of the deafening 
concrete saws in use after midnight with the caption "It's impossible to live here at the 
moment". 
The Department of Planning and Environment should require the proponent to adopt 
the approach taken by the Crossrail project in the UK which is to publish the noise 
mitigation policy before the project begins and to identify who will be entitled to mitigation. It 
is unacceptable that all of these negative impacts have been identified, inadequate 
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mitigation proposed and little effort made to plan as to how these impacts will be managed 
throughout the project. 

' 



Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: (ouRac- 	D  411  LLI  
Address: 	- 	y 	fvvnict  0  k,/ 	ccrl- 	 Suburb 	(k 1 CH HIV° 

Post Code 

Please include_rns,  personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website r, No 
Declaration)l have not made any rep 	able political donations in the last 2 years. "1 	i 
Signed: ect.  0,,e) 	'U f62_ 	• 	 Date Aag  / a I .') 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 
Noise and disruption from construction 
I object to the proposal for the Dailey Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt 
because of the noise and disruption impact it will have on residents during periods of 
extended construction. 
The proponent has a very poor track record of managing the impacts of Stages 1 and 2 of 
this project. In addition, the conditions of approval are so broad as to make enforcing 
compliance with Council or EPA regulations impossible. The protections for residents are 
ineffectual and the abuse of the Critical State Significant Infrastructure powers is 
continuous. 
The reality for residents living with the Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex is night after night of 
disruption and disturbance with no respite and no way of enforcing compliance. In addition, 
the policy for mitigation entitlements such as noise protection or respite accommodation is 
not transparent and is discretionary. Many residents especially the most vulnerable such 
as those in rental properties or in public housing are unwilling to complain about their 
situation. 
In St Peters in mid-September 2017 the Stage 2 Joint venture's contractors were digging up 
pipes all one weekend, resulting in two burst water mains. They worked through Saturday 
night until after lam on Sunday morning when they should have finished at 6pm on 
Saturday. Many of the residents were without water for much of the weekend. On Monday 
night at 8.30pm RMS turned up unannounced with concrete saws and jackhammers. On 
Tuesday night, RMS were supposed to stop at 6pm but again the work until after midnight. 
A resident whose bedroom was right next door to the work, posted a video of the deafening 
concrete saws in use after midnight with the caption "It's impossible to live here at the 
moment". 
Many local residents are unaware of the construction impacts and that there will be months 
of construction work which will have to take place out of hours. The EIS does not specify 
which works to establish the site will take place during standard construction hours. 

003851-M00010



The Department of Planning and Environment should ensure that the conditions of any 
approval are stringent and prohibit out of hours work at the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel 
Construction site at Leichhardt for more than 2 nights in a row and in any two-week period. 



Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: 	ICktit Le- 	0 atz-I Lt, '- 
Address:, 

, 	Al f\-\((—( 0 IJ 	—c-1—  

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: 	(-11.0°--nr 	Postcode j---041----C 
) 

Signature: 	 L,L„ 	D ksaii/  , Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

Please INCLUDE my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website 

any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. No need for 'dive' site — Leichhardt. There is no need for the Darley Road site, other than a time saving 
(tunneling) of several months. It is unacceptable that the community should be forced to endure 5 years of 
severe disruption to accommodate the timetable of the private contractors. The EIS should not be approved 
on the basis that it contains provision for the Darley Road site without any proper justification as for its need. 

2. Truck routes — Leichhardt: No trucks should be permitted on Darley Road or local roads in Leichhardt 
or Lilyfield. The EIS proposes that all trucks will arrive at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site from 
Haberfield and travel along Darley Road to the site, with a right-hand turn now permitted into James 
Street. The proposed route will result in a truck every 3-4 minutes for 5 years running directly by the 
small houses on Darley Road. These homes will not be habitable during the five-year construction 
period due to the unacceptable noise impacts. The truck noise will be worsened by their need to travel 
up a steep hill to return to the City West Link, so the noise impacts will affect not just those homes on 
or immediately adjacent to Darley Road. The proposal to run trucks so close to homes is dangerous 
and there have been two fatalities on Darley Road at the proposed site location. The EIS does not 
propose any noise or safety barriers to address this. Despite the unacceptable impact to nearby homes, 
there is no proposal for noise walls, nor any mitigation to individual homes. 

3. Alternative access route for trucks — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there are 'investigations' 
occurring into alternative access to the Darley Road site. The EIS does not provide any detail on which 
residents can comment about alternative access which would keep trucks off Darley Road. The plans 
for alternative access should be expedited. It should be a condition of approval that the alternative 
access is confirmed and that no spoil trucks are permitted to access Darley Road due to the 
unacceptable noise, safety and traffic issues that the current proposal creates. 

4. Vegetation: Leichhardt. The mature trees on the Darley Road site should be preserved. If any trees are 
removed during construction it should be a condition of approval that they are replaced with mature trees. 

5. Permanent substation and water treatment plant — Leichhardt I object to the location of this facility in 
our neighbourhood as out of ,step with the surroundings. If it is retained, then it should be moved to the north 
of the site, out of view from homes. The residual land should be returned for community purposes such as 
parkland. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 

parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
, 	Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	c(.4 .,c-cc 	0 \(2,. I Li.  ,i 

Address: 	s-g-, 	ivl tzkiLt  o (i) 	-r 	Suburb 	1.___E:\ c- 1-h9-(2. D r 
Post Code 

D-ot 
Please include include my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website 	/No 
Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Signed: 17 	 ; 	- 0 ne_dji, 	Date a  9 /9 I i  .7  

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 
Noise and disruption from construction 
I object to the proposal for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt 
because of the noise and disruption impact it will have on residents during periods of 
extended construction. 
The proponent has a very poor track record of managing the impacts of Stages 1 and 2 of 
this project. In addition, the conditions of approval are so broad as to make enforcing 
compliance with Council or EPA regulations impossible. The protections for residents are 
ineffectual and the abuse of the Critical State Significant Infrastructure powers is 
continuous. 
The reality for residents living with the Stages 1 and 2 of WestConnex is night after night of 
disruption and disturbance with no respite and no way of enforcing compliance. In addition, 
the policy for mitigation entitlements such as noise protection or respite accommodation is 
not transparent and is discretionary. Many residents especially the most vulnerable such 
as those in rental properties or in public housing are unwilling to complain about their 
situation. 
In St Peters in mid-September 2017 the Stage 2 Joint venture's contractors were digging up 
pipes all one weekend, resulting in two burst water mains. They worked through Saturday 
night until after lam on Sunday morning when they should have finished at 6pm on 
Saturday. Many of the residents were without water for much of the weekend. On Monday 
night at 8.30pm RMS turned up unannounced with concrete saws and jackhammers. On 
Tuesday night, RMS were supposed to stop at 6pm but again the work until after midnight. 
A resident whose bedroom was right next door to the work, posted a video of the deafening 
concrete saws in use after midnight with the caption "It's impossible to live here at the 	' 
moment". 
Many local residents are unaware of the construction impacts and that there will be months 
of construction work which will have to take place out of hours. The EIS does not specify 
which works to establish the site will take place during standard construction hours. 
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The Department of Planning and Environment should ensure that the conditions of any 
approval are stringent and should require the proponent to pay a pre-determined amount of 
ex gratia payment to residents for each nigh of disturbance. This should be sufficiently high 
to deter extended periods of out of hours work at the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel 
Construction site at Leichhardt. 



Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: K j_4t4f-te 	, 	
LLA--1 

Address: 	42 	fry 	N) 	 Suburb - 	L. U.) kqii 	fl-i 
Post Code 

Please include 	personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website 	es 	No 
Declaratir: I have not made any reportablp political donations in the last 2 years. 
Signed: \,(.1_ e_t_a, 	n 	

LI 	
Date  

I object to the WestConnex 	5 Link propo als as contained in the' EIS laiabfication #SSI 
7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

• Asbestos contaminated site 
I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the 
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, 
that the project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air 
quality impacts (including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health 
and the environment to the greatest extent practicable. 

The proponent in identifying the potential contamination impacts at Darley Road states 
that: 
'Previous soil investigations identified fill material with slightly elevated metals and 
PAHs, although the site is still suitable for ongoing commercial/industrial land use. A 
UST has also been decommissioned. If present and not appropriately controlled, there 
is potential for: 

- Direct contact, inhalation and ingestion risk to site workers from contaminated soil 
or hazardous building materials via dust 
Discharge of contaminated surface water to the stormwater system and ultimately 
Hawthorne Canal and Iron Cove 
Incorrect handling or disposal of spoil 

- Disturbance of actual or potential acid sulphate soils at the western end of the 
site which could impact local soil and water quality. 

The proponent's assessment is defective as it fails to identify the risk to local residents 
and anyone else in the neighbourhood of excavated soil containing contaminants and 
asbestos being blown into nearby streets and into homes and gardens of adjoining 
properties. The proponent's assessment is defective because having identified the 
presence of asbestos on the site it fails to specifically identify the potential for inhalation 
of asbestos either by workers or residents. 
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I object to the Dailey Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because of 
the impact that disturbance of asbestos and other contaminants will have on health and 
on property. The community should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary. 



Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: 	Ki-41(A-1-elt5- 	k.' 	'7-7.--:‘ L/L "i 

Address: 	-- 	7;  
IVV—Kti 	l'i 

. 
, Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: 	Lk-10. 1.11C+Cip 1 	ode 	kic:ZR 

,Post 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

Signature: (  

Please INCLUDE my personal.information when publishing this submission to your 
website 

any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration: I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Traffic operational modelling — Leichhardt. The EIS does not provide any operational modelling for 
the Darley Road area (8-11), despite the fact 170 vehicles a day are proposed to enter this highly 
congested (during peak hours) area. Darley Road is a critical arterial road for commuters accessing the 
City West Link and this analysis should be provided so that impacts can be properly assessed. 

2. Crash statistics — City West Link and James St intersection. The EIS only analyses crash statistics 
near the interchanges. It does not provide any detail as to the number of crashes at the James St/City 
West Link intersection which, on Transport for NSW's own figures, is the third most dangerous 
intersection in the inner west. Nor does it comment on the two fatalities that occurred on Darley Road 
near the proposed construction site. The EIS needs to detail the increased risk in crashes that will be 
caused by the additional 170 vehicles a day that are proposed to enter and leave Darley Road during 
the construction period. The EIS needs to detail how this risk of crashes will be managed to an 
acceptable level, which it does not. 

3. Worker parking — Leichhardt. There is provision in the EIS for only a dozen worker car parks and no 
provision for the 100 or so workers who will be permanently based at the Darley Road site for up to five 
years. A major construction site project should not be permitted in a neighbourhood area without allocated 
parking for all workers. No other business would be permitted to be established without this requirement 
being satisfied — why is it acceptable for this project? In addition, the EIS proposes the removal of 20 car 
spaces used by residents on Darley Road and will remove the' 'kiss and ride' facility at the light rail stop. This 
will result in residents being unable to park in their own street and will increase noise impacts from workers 
doing shift changeovers 24 hours a day. The EIS needs to mandate the use of public transport or provide 
for workers to be bussed in if adequate allocated parking is not provided. 

4. Number of vehicle movements — Leichhardt. The EIS states that there will be 170 heavy and light vehicle 
movements a day during construetion (5 years). There is no guarantee that these figures are accurate as 
they are indicative only. The effect of these movements will be drastically increased commuter times for 
anyone accessing the City West Link during peak periods. The Darley Road site is equally busy on Saturday 
and this is not accounted for or acknowledged in the EIS. The EIS should not permit this number of vehicle 
movements and should be rejected on this basis as there is no plan as to how this will be managed. Referring 
to a future traffic management plan is inadequate — there is no guarantee that any such plan will be able to 
manage this traffic impact to an acceptable level. 

5. Access routes — Leichhardt. The EIS states that all construction vehicles will enter and leave via Darley 
Road. Although near the City West Link, Darley Rd abuts a large number of small, local streets and homes 
and streets near Darley Road will be impacted by a heavy vehicle movement every 3-4 minutes. This is an 
unacceptable impact. No heavy or light vehicl&movements should be permitted on Darley Road whatsoever 
and an alternative route which does not involve Darley Road is the only route that should be approved. 
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Attention Director 
Application Number: SS/ 7485 

Infrastructure Projects, Planning 
Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2007 

Application Name: 
lAlestConnexMil-M5 Link 

Address: 

Suburb: 
apu c-Jr1 

Postcode 
a/C5L1-2-- 

   

I object to the WestConnex M'+-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons, and request the Minister reject the 
application, and require SMC and RMC to prepare a new EIS that is based on genuine, not indicative, design parameter; 
costing; and business case.  

a) Removal of vegetation - Leichhardt. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the Darley Road site. 

There are several mature trees located on the north of the site. None of these trees should be removed as they 
provide precious greenery. They also act as a visual. and noise screen for residents from the City West Link traffic. All 
efforts should be taken to retain the trees and the EIS should not simply permit these trees to be removed without 
proper investigations being undertaken as to how they can be retained. If they are removed following a proper 

investigation and consideration of all options, then the approval. needs to specify that all streets are replaced with 
mature, native trees at the conclusion of the construction at the site 

b) The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels identified are 
misleading. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts it will have on 
surrounding homes and businesses. 

c) The modelling area shown in Figure 8-5 should be extended to include Johnston Street and The Crescent/Minogue 
Crescent/Ross Street corridor to Parramatta Road to provide clarity on how these feeder routes are envisaged to 
operate in 2023 and 2033. It should include the modelling assumptions applied 

d) The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed. The EIS 
states the detail of the design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to 
detailed design avid construction planning to be undertaken bg the successful. contractors. Therefore this entire 

process is a sham. as the extent to which concerns are taken into account is not known as the contractor can simply 
make further changes. As the contractor is not bound to take into account community impacts outside of the strict 
requirements and as the contractor will be trying to deliver the project as quickly and cheaply as possible, it is likely that 

the additional measure proposed with respect to construction noise mitigation for (exam.ple) will not be adopted. The 

EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a reliable basis on which to base the approval 
documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance 

with the legislative obligation of the Government to provide a consultation process because the designs are 'indicative' 

only and subject to change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements 

fn project delivery. The additional effect of this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the Council will 

be unable to undertake compliance activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack any substantial detail 
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Attention Director 
Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 	' 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons: 

> There have been widespread reports in the media about extensive unresolved disputes regarding damages to houses in the Stage I M4 and Stage 2 M5 construction process. Why 

should the community believe that there will not be extensivedamages to houses in Stage 3 ? 

> 	Because this is still based on a "concept design" it is unknown how the communities affected will not know what is being done below their residences, schools, business premises 

and public spaces, particularly if the whole project is sold into a private corporation's ownership before the actual designs and construction plans are determined. The EIS makes 

references to these designs and plans being reviewed but there is NO information as to what agency will be responsible for such reviews or whether the outcomes of such reviews 

will be made public. The communities below whose homes, business premises, public buildings and public spaces this massive project will be excavated and built will be 

completely in the dark about what is being done, what standards it is supposed to comply with, what inspection or scrutiny it will subject to, and whether the private corporations 

undertaking the work will be held to any liability by our government. 

> 	It is quite clear that the escalating cost of tolls will encourage drivers to avoid tollways. This will further pollute and congest local roads. Such impact already evident on 

Parramatta Rd usage after the new M4 tolls were introduced. The community expects similar impacts on roads around the St Peters interchange, including the Princes Highway, 

King St, Enmore and Edgeware Roads and though streets of Alexandria and Erskineville. The EIS Traffic analysis fails to deal with this issue of traffic beyond the boundaries of 

the project and should be rejected. 

> It all very difficult for the community to access hard copies Of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has 

extremely limited opening hours. This restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair community engagement. 

> lam concerned that SMC has selected one of Sydney's most dangerous traffic spots, Darley Rd in Lcichhardt for a construction site that will bring hundreds of extra trucks and 

cars into the area on a daily basis for years. 

> The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in an area Where the prevailing south and north-

westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields. The St Peters Primary School in particular.will be at the apex of a triangle between the two 

exhaust stacks on the south—western and north-western comers of the interchange. This is utterly unacceptable. . 

> I completely reject the notion that unfiltered pollution stacks should be built anywhere in Sydney, let alone three or four in a single area. I am particularly concerned that schools 

would be near such unfiltered stacks. The 
.
government needs to urgently review its policy of support for unfiltered stacks. 

> The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in an area where the prevailing south and north-

westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields. The St Peters Primary School in particular will be at the apex of a triangle between the two 

exhaust stacks on the south—western and north-western comers of the interchange. This is utterly unacceptable.. 

> I am deeply disappointed that the EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a wish list not based on actual effects. Everything is 

indicative, 'would' not 	telling me nothing is actually 'known' for certain. This is a dangerous and reckless attempt to get approval for a project that is yet to be properly 

designed. 

> The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-M5 link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same area - in the Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown 

and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown hazard to the soundness of the buildings above, and given that two different tunnelling operations will take place quite close, the 

people in those buildings will struggle to get repairs and compensation for loss because either contractor will no doubt blame the other. The increasing numbers of vehicles will 

also increase the vehicle pollution (known to have adverse effects on breathing and also to be carcinogenic) in this area. 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 
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Attn: Director - Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name• 	 

Suburb: C-Ar-NC;k„  	isk 
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1. The decision to build a three-stage tollway instead of expanding public transport has never been subjected to democratic 
decision-making and in fact has been opposed by the great majority of submissions received in response to the Environmental 

Impact Statements for the first two stages. 
2. The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. We now 

have proposals for Stages 1,2 and 3 and none achieve this goal. The community is asked to support this proposal on the basis of 
other major unfunded projects, which are little more than ideas on a map. This is NOT the way to plan a liveable city. 

3. There will be 100 workers a day on the site, with provision for only 10-20 car spaces and there is a concession that local streets 
will be used, who will be 'encouraged to use public transport. Our experience with the major construction sites in Haberfield, 
and St Peters that public transport is not used by the workers and that despite the fact they are not supposed to do so, they 
park in our local streets and cause strife with our residents. 

4. The EIS at 7-21 states that Community update Newsletters were distributed to residents 'near the project footprint' in many 
suburbs. This statement is simply not correct. No such newsletters were received by residents in central and northern 

Newtown. SMC was made aware of this fact, but has not responded to verbal and written requests for audited confirmation of 
the addresses 'letterboxed'. This statement of community engagement should be rejected by the Department. 

5. Darley Road is confirmed as a 'civil and tunnel site (dive site) with a 'Motorway Operations' site at one end for machinery during 
the build and will then house permanent water treatment facilities, despite evidence tendered to the Concept Design 
explaining that this intersection has an high accident rate and is completely unsuitable for such a purpose. 

6. I do not accept that King Street traffic congestion will be improved by this project, There should be a complete review of the 

traffic modelling that does not appear to take sufficient notice of the impact of pouring 51000 extra cars down Euston Rd on 
top of increases in population in the area. Given that there is no outlet between the St Peters and Haberfield or Rozelle, all 

traffic going to the CBD, East or into the Inner West will use local roads. 
7. I object to the issue of this EIS only 14 days after the period for submission of comments on the concept design closed. There is 

no public response to the 1,000s of comments made on the design and it seems impossible that the comments could have been 

reviewed, assessed and responses to them incorporated into the EIS in that time. This casts doubt over the integrity of the 

entire EIS process. 
8. Why is there no detailed information about the so called 'King Street Gateway' included in the EIS? 

9. I completely reject this EIS due to its failure to consider the alternative plan put forward by the City of Sydney. 
10. An on-line interactive map was published with the M4-M5 Concept Design that indicated a very wide yellow 'swoosh' that is 

upwards of a kilometre wide in some sections of the M4-M5 proposals. SMC have NEVER publicly published or acknowledged 
that the contractor to be appointed to build the tunnels will be 'encouraged' to do so within the yellow swoosh footprint, but 
may go outside the indicative swoosh area if found necessary after further geotech and survey work. The proposed Sydney 
Water Tunnels surveys (EIS 12-57) could potentially see a dramatic change in the tunnel alignments in the Newtown area. Why 

were these surveys not done during the past three years such that 'definitive' rather than 'indicative' alignments could be 
published. The EIS should be withdrawn till such time that. it is a true and fair 'definitive' document open for genuine public 

comment. 

Other Comments : 
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I object to the WestConnex MLF-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application is SSI 
7485. for the reasons set out below.  
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4 The EIS states that traffic congestion around 
the St Peters Interchange is expected to be 
worse after completion of the M5 and the M4-
M5 Link particularly in the evening peak hour. 
The EIS admits that this will have a 
"moderate negative" impact on the 
neighbourhood in increasing pollution (also 
admitted separately) therefore in health 
impacts, on safetY for foot and cycle traffic 
but also for vehicles and on the local 
amenity. 

4 The Darley Road site will not be returned 
after the project, with a substantial portion 
permanently housing a Motorways 
Operations facility which involves a 
substation and water treatment plant. This 
means that the residents will not be able to 
directly access the North Light rail Station 
from Darley Road but will have to traverse 
Canal Road and use the narrow path from the 
side. In addition the presence of this facility 
reduces the utility of this vital land which 
could be turned into a community facility. 
Over the past 12 months community 
representatives were repeatedly told that the 
land would be returned and this has not 
occurred. We also object to the location of 
this type of infrastructure in a neighbourhood 
setting. 

It is clear from the EIS that spoil truck 
movements will not be confined to the City 
West link. At a community consultation it was  

revealed that trucks removing spoil at 
Camperdown would very likely be travelling 
from the James Craig Rd area and in that 
case would be using the additional lane on 
the Crescent and then turning right up 
Johnston St. This is totally CONTRARY to 
what concerned residents had been promised 
would not happen. It is clear that any 
assurances given to the community in past 
consultations are totally disregarded without 
consultation later. This is unacceptable. 

I am concerned that SMC has selected one of 
Sydney's most dangerous traffic spots, 
Darley Rd in Leichhardt for a construction site 
that will bring hundreds of extra trucks and 
cars into the area on a daily basis for years. 

4 The latest EIS was released just ten business 
days after feedback period ended for the 
Concept Design for the M4/M5 and before 
preliminary drilling to establish a route 
through the Inner West is completed. WHAT 
IS THE RUSH? This EIS is little more than a 
concept design and is far less developed than 
earlier ones. It is composed of many indicate 
only plans such that it is impossible to know 
what the impacts will be and yet approval is 
being sought in a rush. The EIS ignores more 
than 1500 submissions, including one of 142 
pages from the Inner West Council. 
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Submission to : Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Attention: Director — Transport Assessments 

Name: C4t-e_ 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website. Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the 
last 2 years. 

Application Number: SSI 7485 
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Address: 4 Z.- attb&r--1-  e 

Suburb: L42.-;:e_in, Postcode 

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application 

Worker car parking — Leichhardt: The EIS does not provide appropriate parking for the estimated 100 or so 
workers that the-EIS states will work every day afthe site, while other equivalent sites have allocated 

• parking for such workers (Northcote Civil site (150)) and Parramatta Road East Civil site (140). It is also 
noted that the•EIS provides for loss of 20 residential parks on Darley Road. Local streets are at capacity 
already because of the lack of off-street parking for many residents and the Light Rail stop which means 
that commuters use local streets. The EIS states that workers 'will be encouraged to use public transport.' 
The reference to The EIS needs to mandate that no trucks or construction vehicles are to park in local 
streets. There needs to be a requirement that is enforceable that workers use the Light Rail stop which is 
adjacent to the site or a plan to bus in workers. 

Accidents — Leichhardt: I object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site because of the 
unacceptable risk it will create to the safety of our community. The traffic forecasts indicate that Darley 
Road will have 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day. Darley Road is a known accident and traffic 
blackspot and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of accidents. 
On Transport for NSW's own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the third 
most dangerous in the inner west. The addition of hundreds of heavy truck movements a day into that 
intersection will increase the risk of serious accidents for both pedestrians and drivers. The EIS states that 
the levels of service are expected to Darley Road is directly next to the North Leichhardt Light Rail stop 
which is a pedestrian hub. Children travelling to school walk to the stop. Active transport users such as 
bicycle riders will be at risk, along with pedestrians using Canal Road to access the Bay Run, Leichhardt 
pool and the dog park. 

• Traffic —Leichhardt: I objectIolhelocation-ofth-e- Darley -Road-bvil and construction site because the site 
cannot accommodate the projected traffic movements without jeopardising the road network. Darley Road 
is a critical access road for the residents of Leichhardt and the inner west to access and cross the City 
West Link. It is already congested at peak hours and the intersection at James Street and the City West 
link already has queues at the traffic lights. The only other option for commuters to access the city West 
Link is to use Norton Street, a two-lane largely commercial strip which is already at capacity. The addition 
of hundreds of trucks and contractor vehicles will result in traffic grinding to a halt and traffic chaos at this 
critical juncture with commuter travel times drastically increased. 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application 
# SS1 7485, for the reasons set out below. 
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o We object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the project on 
the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured that the 
land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this facility will forever 
prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users required to walk down a dark and 
winding path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is to be located then it should be moved to 
the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual impact on residents. 

o Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of damage 
to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real 
risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the Government's 
expense. However no details or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project should not be approved with 
such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of damage and how and when it will be repaired. It will 
lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage structural engineers and lawyers to prove that the 
damage was linked to Westconnex works, with no assurance that this property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily 
fixed. 

o The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory environmental' 
and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable and the EIS does not provide 
the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is deprived of any opportunity to comment on 
their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be additional ventilation facilities that are not 
disclosed in the EIS. 

o Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road.There are also a 
number of childcare centres very close to the Darley Road site. 

o The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day at this site will create an unacceptable risk to students. 
The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site. The alternative proposal which provides 
that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the only proposal that should be considered. 

o All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a strict prohibition 
on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already suffering the,worst construction impacts 
of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and additional noise impacts. The 
EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker parking on all of these streets. 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: pk/ 	acii) ,(2../1-SOki 
Addressyn pgclo 	..c-1 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: Eil-c\ 
1--\ t\i d 	VtLLe 	Postcode 

Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link eoApplication Signature: 

Please include / delete (cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained 
in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

+ The decision to build a three-stage tollway instead of expanding public transport has never been subjected to democratic 
decision-making and in fact has been opposed by the great majority of submissions received in response to the Environmental 
Impact Statements for the first two stages. 

• The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. We now 
have proposals for Stages 1,2 and 3 and none achieve this goal. The community is asked to support this proposal on the basis of 
other major unfunded projects, which are little more than ideas on a map. This is NOT the way to plan a liveable city. 

+ There will be 100 workers a day on the site, with provision for only 10-20 car spaces and there is a concession that local streets 

will be used, who will be 'encouraged' to use public transport. Our experience with the major construction sites in Haberfield, 
and St Peters that public transport is not used by the workers and that despite the fact they are not supposed to do so, they 
park in our local streets and cause strife with our residents. 

+ The EIS at 7-21 states that Community update Newsletters were distributed to residents 'near the project footprint' in many 

suburbs. This statement is simply not correct. No such newsletters were received by residents in central and northern 
Newtown. SMC was made aware of this fact, but has not responded to verbal and written requests for audited confirmation of 

the addresses letterboxed'. This statement of community engagement should be rejected by the Department. 
+ Darley Road is confirmed as a 'civil and tunnel site (dive site) with a 'Motorway Operations' site at one end for machinery during 

the build and will then house permanent water treatment facilities, despite evidence tendered to the Concept Design 
explaining that this intersection has an high accident rate and is completely unsuitable for such a purpose. 

+ I do not accept that King Street traffic congestion will be improved by this project, There should be a complete review of the 
traffic modelling that does not appear to take sufficient notice of the impact of pouring 51000 extra cars down Euston Rd on 

top of increases in population in the area. Given that there is no outlet between the St Peters and Haberfield or Rozelle, all 
traffic going to the CBD, East or into the Inner West will use local roads. 

+ I object to the issue of this EIS only 14 days after the period for submission of comments on the concept design closed. There is 
no public response to the 1,000s of comments made on the design and it seems impossible that the comments could have been 

reviewed, assessed and responses to them incorporated into the EIS in that time. This casts doubt over the integrity of the 
entire EIS process. 

• Why is there no detailed information about the so called 'King Street Gateway' included in the EIS? 
+ I completely reject this EIS due to its failure to consider the alternative plan put forward by the City of Sydney. 
+ An on-line interactive map was published with the M4-M5 Concept Design that indicated a very wide yellow 'swoosh' that is 

upwards of a kilometre wide in some sections of the M4-M5 proposals. SMC have NEVER publicly published or acknowledged 

that the contractor to be appointed to build the tunnels will be 'encouraged' to do so within the yellow swoosh footprint, but 
may go outside the indicative swoosh area if found necessary after further geotech and survey work. The proposed Sydney 

Water Tunnels surveys (EIS 12-57) could potentially see a dramatic change in the tunnel alignments in the Newtown area. Why 
were these surveys not done during the past three years such that 'definitive' rather than 'indicative' alignments could be 

published. The EIS should be withdrawn till such time that it is a true and fair 'definitive' document open for genuine public 

comment. 
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Attention Director 
Application Number: 551 7485 

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons: 

I. 	There have been widespread reports in the media about extensive unresolved disputes regarding damages to houses in the Stage 1 M4 and Stage 2 M5 construction 

process. Why should the community believe that there will not be extensivedamages to houses in Stage 3? 

Because this is still based on a "concept design" it is unknown how the communities affected will not know what is being done below their residences, schools, business 

premises and public spaces, particularly if the whole project is sold into a private corporation's ownership before the actual designs and construction plans are 

determined. The EIS makes references to these designs and plans being reviewed but there is NO information as to what agency will be responsible for such reviews or 

whether the outcomes of such reviews will be made public. The communities below whose homes, business premises, public buildings and public spaces this massive 

project will be excavated and built will be completely in the dark about what is being done, what standards it is supposed to comply with, what inspection or scrutiny it 

will subject to, and whether the private corporations undertaking the work will be held to any liability by our government. 

It is quite clear that the escalating cost of tolls will encourage drivers to avoid tollways. This will further pollute and congest local roads. Such impact already evident on 

Parramatta Rd usage after the new M4 tolls were introduced. The community expects similar impacts on roads around the St Peters interchange, including the Princes 

Highway, King St, Enmore and fdgeware Roads and though streets of Alexandria and Erskineville. The EIS Traffic analysis fails to deal with this issue of traffic beyond 

the boundaries of the project and should be rejected. 

IV. It all very difficult for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, 

and has extremely limited opening hours. This restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair community engagement. 

V. lam concerned that SMC has selected one of Sydney's most dangerous traffic spots, Darley Rd in Leichhardt for a construction site that will bring hundreds of extra 

trucks and cars into the area on a daily basis for years. 

VI. The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in an area where the prevailing south and 

north-westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields. The St Peters Primary School in particular will be at the apex of a triangle 

between the two exhaust stacks on the south-western and north-western corners of the interchange. This is utterly unacceptable. 

VII. I completely reject the nation that unfiltered pollution stacks should be built anywhere in Sydney, let alone three or four in a single area. lam particularly concerned that 

schools would be near such unfiltered stacks. The government needs to urgently review its policy of support for unfiltered stacks. 

VIII. The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in an area where the prevailing south and 

north-westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields. The St Peters Primary School in particular will be at the apex of a triangle 

between the two exhaust stacks on the south-western and north-western corners of the interchange. This is utterly unacceptable. 

IX. lam deeply disappointed that the EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a wish list not based on actual effects. Everything is 

indicative, 'would' not 	telling me nothing is actually 'known' for certain. This is a dangerous and reckless attempt to get approval for a project that is yet to be 

properly designed. 

X. The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-M5 link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same area - in the Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, 

Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown hazard to the soundness of the buildings above, and given that two different tunnelling operations will take place 

quite close, the people in those buildings will struggle to get repairs and compensation for loss because either contractor will no doubt blame the other. The increasing 

numbers of vehicles will also increase the vehicle pollution (known to have adverse effects on breathing and also to be carcinogenic) in this area. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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Please include / delete (cross out or circle)  my personal information when publishing 
this submission to your website Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable 
political donations in the last 2 years. 
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Submission from: 
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Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, 
for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application. 

> Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex and the government is seeking approval, yet there 
are no detailed construction plans so we are not speaking to a real situation. 

D The process that has led to this EIS has been undemocratic and obscure, driven by decisions made behind closed 
doors. 

> The business case for the project in all three stages has failed to taken into account the external costs of these 
massive road projects in air pollution for human and environmental health, in adding fossil fuel emissions to increase 
global warming effects, and in the economic and social costs of the disruption to human activities, of displacement of 
people and businesses and of the destruction of community cohesion and amenity. These external costs far outweigh 
any benefits from building roads which poorly serve people's transport needs but instead enrich private corporations. 

> This EIS contains no meaningful design and construction details and no parameters as to how broad changes and 
therefore impacts could be. It therefore fails to allow the community to be informed about and comment on the 
project impacts in a meaningful way. 

> The EIS at 7-41 acknowledges that there is great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will be made a 
24 hour clearway, stating "Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street". This 
statement is deliberately misleading - it infers that SMC has authority in controlling impacts on regional roads. Roads 
and Maritime have the unfettered right to declare Clearways wherever and whenever they wish, and RMS has NEVER  
stated publicly that King Street will not be subject to extended clearways. 

> The EIS at 12-57 describes possible disruptions of water supply to a vast area of Sydney as a result of tunnelling in the 
proximity of two major Sydney Water Tunnels in the Newtown area, stating "Detailed surveys should be undertaken 
to verify the levels and condition of these Sydney Water Assets". Why has an EIS been published that infers that the 
tunnel alignments have been thoroughly surveyed and researched, when further survey work could dramatically alter 
the alignments in the future? 

> There are estimated 100 heavy and 70 light vehicle movements a day and the plan is to allow a right-hand turn into 
Darley Road from the CW Link. The trucks will drive onto Darley Road, turn right into the site and then left back out 
onto the CW Link, which is unrealistic given the amount of traffic on these roads now. 

> I am appalled that the Sydney Motorway Corporation could seek approval to build complex interchanges under the 
suburbs of Rozelle and Leichhardt on the basis of an EIS that is based on a concept design rather than detailed 
proposal that includes engineering plans. 

> The warm and caring words contained in the EIS, ref Sustainability Management Strategy, have not been reflected in 
the wanton destruction of homes, trees and habitat already. Why should we believe them? 

> The increased amount of traffic the M4-M5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters Interchange will have a 
heavy disruptive impact on the local transport routes, whether by vehicle, bus, or active transport (walking and cycling) 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 
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Name: 

Signature: 

Application Name: Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Subur 
geA 	1-C-C 

Attention Director 
Application Number: 5517485 Application 

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Please include / de e e (cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing this 
submission to your website.i HAVE NOT mode reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address: 	ecerp 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons:  

Postcode (26y4, 

4. Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex and the government is seeking approval, yet there are 

no detailed construction plans so we are not speaking to a real situation. 
4 The process that has led to this EIS has been undemocratic and obscure, driven by decisions made behind closed doors. 

F146 The business case for the project in all three stages has failed to taken into account the external costs of these massive 

road projects in air pollution for human and environmental health, in adding fossil fuel emissions to increase global 
warming effects, and in the economic and social costs of the disruption to human activities, of displacement of people 
and businesses and of the destruction of community cohesion and amenity. These external costs far outweigh any 
benefits from building roads which poorly serve people's transport needs but instead enrich private corporations. 

4 This EIS contains no meaningful design and construction details and no parameters as to how broad changes and 

therefore impacts could be. It therefore fails to allow the community to be informed about and comment on the project 
impacts in a meaningful way. 

4- The EIS at 7-41 acknowledges that there is great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will be made a 24 
hour clearway, stating "Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street". This statement 
is deliberately misleading - it infers that SMC has authority in controlling impacts on regional roads. Roads and Maritime 
have the unfettered right to declare Clearways wherever and whenever they wish, and RMS has NEVER  stated publicly 

that King Street will not be subject to extended clearways. 

4 	The EIS at 12-57 describes possible disruptions of water supply to a vast area of Sydney as a result of tunnelling in the 
proximity of two major Sydney Water Tunnels in the Newtown area, stating "Detailed surveys should be undertaken to 
verify the levels and condition of these Sydney Water Assets". Why has an EIS been published that infers that the tunnel 

alignments have been thoroughly surveyed and researched, when further survey work could dramatically alter the 
alignments in the future ? 

4 There are estimated 100 heavy and 70 light vehicle movements a day and the plan is to allow a right-hand turn into 
Darley Road from the CW Link. The trucks will drive onto Darley Road, turn right into the site and then left back out onto 
the CW Link, which is unrealistic given the amount of traffic on these roads now. 

4. I am appalled that the Sydney Motorway Corporation could seek approval to build complex interchanges under the 
suburbs of Rozelle and Leichhardt on the basis of an EIS that is based on a concept design rather than detailed proposal 
that includes engineering plans. 

4. The warm and caring words contained in the EIS, ref Sustainability Management Strategy, have not been reflected in the 
wanton destruction of homes, trees and habitat already. Why should we believe them? 

'146 The increased amount of traffic the M4-M5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters Interchange will have a 
heavy disruptive impact on the local transport routes, whether by vehicle, bus, or active transport (walking and cycling). 

'146 Other comments 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: vANAL 	(g2-o 24-Trcf\) 

Address? n Kosp cf --- E-r 
Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: Li&V.1 Nell  I (LE 	Postcode 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 

Please include / delete (cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration: I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained 
in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

• SMC have made it all but impossible for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The 
Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. Monday and Wednesday: 10am to 7pm. Tuesday: 
10am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am to 5pm. Saturday and Sunday: 11am to 4pm. This restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair 
community engagement. 

+ Given the high cost of the tolls and their anticipated annual increase it is also expected that there will be an increase on traffic generally on local 
roads as motorists avoid the tollways. This can already be seen on Parramatta Rd immediately the new M4 tolls were activated. We expect 
exactly the same effect in the roads around the interchange, including the Princes Highway, King St, Edgeware and Enmore Roads and through 
the streets of Erskineville and Alexandria. 

+ The EIS at 12-57 describes potentially serious problems where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key Sydney Water utility services that service 
Sydney's eastern and southern suburbs. Why is SMC proposing tunnelling within metres of these critical services when no accurate surveying 
has been done? And when there is only limited information available about the strength of these water tunnels ? The community can have no 
confidence in the EIS proposals that are incomplete and possibly negligent. The EIS proposals and application should not be approved till these 
issues are definitively resolved and publicly published. 

+ There has been no independent consideration of alternatives, in particular of a major expansion of commuter rail transport. The Department 
should reject this inadequate EIS and have a review of the flawed processes that have already led to massive expenditure on the inadequate 
option of privatised toll roads. This proposal is out of step with contemporary urban planning. 

+ EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncertainties. "The EIS is based on the concept design developed for the 
project. As such, it is to be expected that some uncertainties exist that will need to be resolved during detailed design and construction and 
operational planning. As described in Chapter 1, construction contractors (for each stage of the project) would be engaged during detailed 
design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction 
methodology to be adopted. This may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in 
this EIS. Any changes to the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant mitigation 

measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval". The EIS should not be approved till the bulk of these 
'uncertainties' have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public comment. 

+ I object to the publication of this EIS only 14 days after the final date for submission of comments on the concept design. At the time this EIS 
was approved for publication, there had been no public response to the public submissions on the design. It was not possible that the 
community's feedback was considered let alone assessed before the EIS model was finalised. The rushed process exposes the fundamental lack 
of integrity in the feedback process and treats the community with contempt. 

+ Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex, yet there are no detailed construction plans. It is not enough to say there will 
be mitigation if negative impacts unfold. An EIS should assess risks and be able to predict whether they are worth risking and if so, what 
mitigation should be necessary. 

• The assessment and solution to potentially serious problems described in the EIS at 12-57 (where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key 
Sydney Water utility services that service Sydney's eastern and southern suburbs) is "based on assumptions about the strength and stiffness of 

the water tunnels given that limited information about the design and condition of these assets was available. Detailed surveys should be 
undertaken to verify the levels and condition of these Sydney Water assets. A detailed assessment would be carried out in consultation with 
Sydney Water to demonstrate that construction of the M4-M5 Link tunnels would have negligible adverse settlement or vibration impacts on 
these tunnels. A settlement monitoring program would also be implemented during construction to validate or reassess the predictions should it 

be required." The community can have no confidence in the EIS proposals that are incomplete and possibly negligent. The EIS proposals and 
application should not be approved till these issues are definitively resolved and publicly published. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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Submission to: Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 

 

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Attention: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 
Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 

Signature:„6-----  

Please include / clefggl-cross out or circlet my personal information when 
publishing this submission to your website Declaration: I HAVE NOT made any 
reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address:  

Suburb: 	Likt.A.,- la 	V56., 	Postcode  

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application 

1. It is clear that the tunnel portals will be major sites for more traffic congestion. Some intersections that are currently very 
congested will be just as bad in 2033. 

2. No road junction as large and complex as the extraordinary spaghetti junction proposed to go underground has been built 
anywhere in the world. The feasibility is not tested. There are no international or national standards for such a construction. 

3. The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-M5 link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same 
area - in the Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown hazard to the soundness of 
the buildings above, and given that two different tunnelling operations will take place quite close, the people in those 
buildings will struggle to get repairs and compensation for loss because either contractor will no doubt blame the other. 

4. The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is clear from more detailed reading deep into the EIS (ie 
12-57 Sydney Water Tunnels) that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may vary very significantly, after further survey 
work has been done and construction methodology determined by the construction contractor. The maps provided in the EIS 
are nothing more than 'indicative and are misleading the community. The EIS should be withdrawn, corrected and updated, 
and reissued for genuine public comment based on 'definitive' information. 

5. The justification for this project relies on the completion of other projects such as the Western Harbour Tunnel which has 
not yet been planned, let alone approved. 

6. Are there other potentially serious problems with Sydney Water utility services (described at EIS 12-57) or with other 
utilities in other suburbs or along the proposed M4-M5 tunnel alignment ? If so, the EIS proposals and application should not 
be approved till these are all disclosed, researched, surveyed and the resolution publicly published. 

7. The increased amount of traffic the M4-M5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters, Haberfield and Rozelle 
Interchanges will disrupt local transport networks including bus and active transport (walking and cycling). 

8. I oppose the destruction of any more of Sydney's heritage for WestCONnex. I am appalled that Sydney Motorway Corporation 
is seeking approval to tunnel under hundreds of highly valued heritage buildings in Newtown without any serious 
assessment of risk at all. This heritage belongs to all of Sydney. 

9. I strongly object to the privatisation of the WestConnex project that turns public monies into private profit. 
10. The mechanical ventilation proposed depends on single direction tunnel construction, so how it can possibly work for large 

curved tunnels on multiple levels is unknown. 

Other Comments : 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Name: 

Signature. 

Please include /(delete 
submission to your 

s out or circle)  my personal information when publishing this 
e.I HAVE NOT  made reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address: [ 

Attention Director 
Application Number: 551 7485 Application 

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 co_QA s-1,  

Suburb: Q,t,04,0A-L) Postcode Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons: 

a . It is clear that the tunnel portals will be major sites for more traffic congestion. Some intersections that are 

currently very congested will be just as bad in 2033. 

b. No road junction as large and complex as the extraordinary spaghetti junction proposed to go underground has 
been built anywhere in the world. The feasibility is not tested. There are no international or national standards for 

such a construction. 
c . The impact of the deep tunnelling for the Ma-Ms link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in 

the same area - in the Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown 

hazard to the soundness of the buildings above, and given that two different tunnelling operations will take place 

quite close, the people in those buildings will struggle to get repairs and compensation for loss because either 

contractor will no doubt blame the other. 

d. The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is clear from more detailed reading deep into 

the EIS (le 12-57 Sydney Water Tunnels) that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may vary very significantly, 

after further survey work has been done and construction methodology determined by the construction 
contractor. The maps provided in the EIS are nothing more than 'indicative' and are misleading the community. 

The EIS should be withdrawn, corrected and updated, and reissued for genuine public comment based on 

'definitive' information. 

e. The justification for this project relies on the completion of other projects such as the Western Harbour Tunnel 

which has not yet been planned, let alone approved. 

f . Are there other potentially serious problems with Sydney Water utility services (described at EIS 12-57) or with 

other utilities in other suburbs or along the proposed Ma-Ms tunnel alignment ? If so, the EIS proposals and 

application should not be approved till these are all disclosed, researched, surveyed and the resolution publicly 

published. 

g 	The increased amount of traffic the Ma-Ms Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters, Haberfield and 

Rozelle Interchanges will disrupt local transport networks including bus and active transport (walking and cycling). 

h. I oppose the destruction of any more of Sydney's heritage for WestCONnex. I am appalled that Sydney Motorway 

Corporation is seeking approval to tunnel under hundreds of highly valued heritage buildings in Newtown without 

any serious assessment of risk at all. This heritage belongs to all of Sydney. 

i . I strongly object to the privatisation of the WestConnex project that turns public monies into private profit. 

• The mechanical ventilation proposed depends on single direction tunnel construction, so how it can possibly work 

for large curved tunnels on multiple levels is unknown. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	Mobile 	  
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 	 Submission to: 
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Please include! delete (cross out or circle)  my personal information when 
publishing this submission to your website Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any 
reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address: 

Suburb-  "C"fi a(Aii    	 Postcode (1-21k- 

• No road junction as large and complex as the extraordinary spaghetti junction proposed to go underground has 
been built anywhere in the world. The feasibility is not tested. There are no international or national standards for 
such a construction. 

• The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is clear from more detailed reading deep into the 
EIS (ie 12-57 Sydney Water Tunnels) that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may vary very significantly, after 
further survey work has been done and construction methodology determined by the construction contractor. The 
maps provided in the EIS are nothing more than 'indicative' and are misleading the community. The EIS should be 
withdrawn, corrected and updated, and reissued for genuine public comment based on 'definitive' information. 

• The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-M5 link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in 
the same area - in the Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters,' Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown hazard 
to the soundness of the buildings above, and given that two different tunnelling operations will take place quite 
close, the people in those buildings will struggle to get repairs and compensation for loss because either contractor 
will no doubt blame the other. 

• The increased amount of traffic the M4-M5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters, Haberfield and 
Rozelle Interchanges will disrupt local transport networks including bus and active transport (walking and cycling). 

• I oppose the destruction of any more of Sydney's heritage for WestCONnex. I am appalled that Sydney Motorway 
Corporation is seeking approval to tunnel under hundreds of highly valued heritage buildings in Newtown without 
any serious assessment of risk at all. This heritage belongs to all of Sydney. 

• I strongly object to the privatisation of the WestConriex project that turns public monies into private profit. 
• Are there other potentially serious problems with Sydney Water utility services (described at EIS 12-57) or with 

other utilities in other suburbs or along the proposed M4-M5 tunnel alignment? If so, the EIS proposals and 
application should not be approved till these are all disclosed, researched, surveyed and the resolution publicly 
published. 

• It is clear that the tunnel portals will be major sites for more traffic congestion. Some intersections that are 
currently very congested will be just as bad in 2033. The justification for this project relies on the completion of 
other projects such as the Western Harbour Tunnel which has not yet been planned, let alone approved. 

• The mechanical ventilation proposed depends on single direction tunnel construction, so how it can possibly work 
for large curved tunnels on multiple levels is unknown. 

• OTHER: 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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I object to the WestConnex Mit-M5 Link propogalq as contained in the EIS application* SSI  Submission to: 
7495, for the reasons set out below.  

Name. 	 

Signature - 

   

   

   

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration: I  HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

.5-c) 	-5-Ard 	Lc/ 

Planning Service; 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex 1%19-M5 Link Address - 

Suburb: Postcode.  ego* 44' 

4 I am appalled that the Sydney Motorway 
Corporation could seek approval to build 
complex interchanges under the suburbs of 
Rozelle and Leichhardt on the basis of an EIS 
that is based on a concept design rather than 
detailed proposal that includes engineering 
plans. 

4 One toll road leads to another 3 being 
proposed. The EIS's for the M4 East and the 
New M5 argued the case that serious 
congestion created near interchanges would 
be solved once the M4/M5 was built. Now it 
seems this is not the case and more roads 
will be needed to relieve the congestion — 
WHERE DOES THIS END? According to the 
M4/M5 EIS the real benefits will depend on 
building the Western Harbour Tunnel, the 
Airport Link and a tollway heading South. 
None of these projects have been planned, 
let alone approved but yet are part of 
addressing the congestion impacts 
acknowledged for the M4/M5link project. 
Given this how is it possible to ,know or 
address the impacts of the M4/M5 Link, 
unless this is just yet more justification for yet 
more roads? 

4 The EIS states that by 2033 Ross St will see 
an increase of 80 heavy vehicles a day at 
Peak periods. The greatest increase of 
Heavy vehicles at the PM peak will be in 
Johnston Street, which will see an increase of 
about 30-50 vehicles when compared to the  

'without project' scenario. At Catherine St 
there will be an increase of 30 heavy vehicles 
a day at Peak periods. These streets will see 
a huge increase in Heavy vehicle movements 
if Stage 3 is built. The increase would be 
roughly half this amount if the project did not 
go ahead. Annexure Fig 26 B2 Section H 

4 Research about roads clearly demonstrates 
that roads create congestion. The 
WestConnex project is no different and the 
EIS clearly indicates that this is an impact of 
the M4/M5 and the consequent roads that will 
follow. WHERE WILL THIS END AS THE 
m4/m5 Link EIS itself indicates the RMS is 
already hard at work considering how to solve 
these problems — of congestion caused by 
roads. 

4 The Air quality data provided in the EIS is 
confusing and is not presented in a form that 
the community can interpret. The lack of 
clarity leads to a suspicion that areas of 
concern are being covered up. 

4 Vegetation: Leichhardt. The mature trees on 
the Darley Road site should be preserved. If 
any trees are removed during construction it 
should be a condition of approval that they are 
replaced with mature trees. 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application Submission to: 
# SSI 7485. for the reasons set out below.  

Name: 
	k.1 St-6)̀ 1  at.,(NIT 

  4 	  

Signature. 	 

Please Include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration :1 DAM NOT made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address. 	1.  &  
1(.0 

4 The EIS states that there are 'investigations' occurring into alternative access to the Darley Road site. The EIS 
does not provide any detail on which residents can comment about alternative access which would keep trucks 
off Darley Road. No spoil truck movements should be permitted on Darley Road and the plans for alternative 
access should be expedited. It should be a condition of approval that the alternative access is confirmed and 
that no spoil trucks are permitted to access Darley Road due to the unacceptable noise, safety and traffic issues 
that the current proposal creates 

4 I strongly object to the proposed location of this permanent operational facility on Darley Road. The presence 
of this site contradicts repeated assurances to the community that the site would be returned after 
construction was completed. The ongoing presence of this site will limit future uses of the darley Road site 
which could serve community purposes, particularly given its location directly next to public transport. Its 
presence removes the ability to provide more accessible, safer and direct pedestrian access to the North 
Leichhardt Light Rail Station. The plant location, in a neighbourhood setting is not appropriate. It will reduce 
property values and have an unacceptable impacts on the visual amenity of the area. The streets adjacent to 
Darley Road are comprised of low-rise residential homes and small businesses and infrastructure such as this 
should not be permitted in such a location. 

4 The EIS claims to have saved Blackmore Park and Easton Park due to negative community feedback. I am 
concerned that this is a false claim and that this site was never really in contention due to other physical 
factors. I would like NSW Planning to investigate whether this claim is correct to have heeded the community 
is false or not. 

4 The EIS acknowledges that 'rat running' by cars to avoid added congestion and delays caused by construction 
traffic will put residents at risk. No only solution is a Management Plan, which is yet to be developed, and to 
which the public will have no impact. This is completely unacceptable. 

Traffic operational modelling - Leichhardt The EIS does not provide any operational modelling for the Darley Road area 
(8-11), despite the fact 170 vehicles a day are proposed to enter this highly congested (during peak hours) area. Darley 
Road is a critical arterial road for commuters accessing the City West Link and this analysis should be provided so that 
impacts can be properly assessed. 

4 	Removal of vegetation - Leichhardt The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the Darley Road site. There are 
several mature trees located on the north of the site None of these trees should be removed as they provide precious 
greenery. They also act as a visual and noise screen for residents from the City West Link traffic. All efforts should be 
taken to retain the trees and the EIS should not simply permit these trees to be removed without proper investigations 
being undertaken as to how they can be retained. If they are removed following a proper investigation and consideration 
of all options, then the approval needs to specify that all streets are replaced with mature, native trees at the conclusion of 
the construction at the site. 

Suburb. Postcode 23  VI 

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

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 
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, Submission to: Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Attention: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 	• 
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 0 pc  v 1  0 1 rt1Gok 
Signature: 	0  

Please include my personal in 	when when publishing this submission to your 
website. Declaration :1 HAVE NOT made any reportable political donation's in the 
last 2 years. 

. 
Address: 3 /310 6: I.SbALL  

Suburb: 	Le On lei c.rot 	Postcode lotto  

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application 

• Current noise measures — Leichhardt: The EIS states that 'reasonable and feasible work practices and 
mitigation measures would be implemented to minimise potential noise impacts due to activities occurring 
at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site.' 96-52) This is not good enough. The EIS does not contain any 
detail whatsoever of these proposal on which they can comment. In addition, there is no requirement that 
measures will in fact be introduced to address noise impacts. The approval conditions need to contain 
detail of specific noise mitigation measures that are mandated and can be enforced. 

• Acoustic shed — Leichhardt: The EIS does not require an acoustic shed and states that 'Acoustic barriers 
and devices at the access tunnel entrances would be considered and implemented where reasonable and 
feasible to minimise potential noise impacts associated with out-of-hours works within the tunnels.' (6-51) 
The EIS needs to mandate that these measures are in place. Where mentioned, the acoustic shed that is 
considered offers the lower grade noise protection. This is despite the fact that 36 'sensitive receivers' are 
identified in the EIS, who will have extreme noise disturbance through much of the '5-year construction 
period. In addition, the acoustic shed covers only the spoil and spoil handling area and not the tunnel 
entrances and exits. The highest level of noise protection, which is only suggested in the EIS, needs to be 
mandated in the EIS. In addition, the shed needs to cover both the entrance and exit to the site and not 
simply the spoil handling areas. The independent engineer's report (commissioned by the Inner West 
council) states that it is likely, because of the elevated position of the site, that it is likely an acoustic shed 
will not contain the noise to an acceptable level. In addition, a temporary access tunnel will be built from 
the top of the site and run directly under homes in James Street. These homes will be unacceptably 
impacted by the construction noise and truck movements without these additional measures. 

• Return of the site after construction — Leichhardt: The Darley Road site will not be returned after the 
project, with a substantial portion permanently housing a Motorways Operations facility which involves a 
substation and water treatment plant. This means that the residents will not be able to directly access the 
North Light rail Station from Darley Road but will have to traverse Canal Road and use the narrow path 
from the side. In addition the presence of this facility reduces the utility of this vital land which could be 
turned into a community facility. Over the past 12 months community representatives were repeatedly told 
that the land would be returned and this has not occurred. We also object to the location of this type of 
infrastructure in a neighbourhood setting. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My 
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not 
be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 
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Submission to: Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

• • 
Attention: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link, 

• 

• Name: 0 (i-v‘,0 	l'ii'lL0E 
...... r‘ 	

•( Signature: 	ID. .. 
Please Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your 

: I HAVE NOT made any reportable political donations in the website. Declaration 
last 2 years. 

Address: ? 

Suburb: 	L., 

I 3,, el,,,,,,.Lt  3 .1- Noi-IIN 

6 (A,^ licAvd f 	Postcode 20\10  

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Linkfprop,osals as-contained in the EIS application # SSI 
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the'Knisterrejecttheapplication 

• Worker car parking — Leichhardt:,:the.EIS,does .notprovide appropriate parking for the estimated 100 or so 
workers that the EIS states will work every day at the site, while other equivalent sites have allocated 
parking for such workers (Northcote Civil site (150)) and Parramatta Road East Civil site (140). It is also 
noted that the EIS provides for,Jossof 20 residential parks on Darley Road. Local streets are at capacity 
already because of the lack of off-street parking for many residents and the Light Rail.stop which means 
that commuters use local streets.. The.RB.:states That workers 'will be encouraged ,to use public transport:. 
The reference to The EIS needs to mandate that no trucks or construction vehicles are to park in local 
streets. There needs to be a requirement that is enforceable that workers use the.Light Rail stop which is • 
adjacent to the site or a plan to bus in workers. 

• Accidents — Leichhardt: I object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site because of the 
unacceptable risk it will create to the safety of our community'. The traffic forecasts indicate that Darley 
Road will have 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day. Darley Road is a known accident and traffic 
blackspot and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of accidents. 
On Transport for NSW's own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the third 
most dangerous in the inner west. The addition of hundreds of heavy truck movements a day into that 
intersection will increase the risk of serious accidents for both pedestrians and drivers:. The EIS stateSthat 
the levels of service are expected to Dal1ey.1Road is directly next to the North.Leichhardt Light Rail Stop 
which is a pedestrian hub. Children.travelling:,to; school walk to the stop. Active transport users such as• 
bicycle riders will be at risk, along with pedestrians using Canal Road to access the Bay Run, Leichhardt 
pool and the dog park. 

• Traffic — Leichhardt: I object to the•location.pf the Darley. Road civil and construction site because the site 
cannot accommodate the projected traffic movements without jeopardising the road network. Darley Road 
is a critical access road for the residents ofleichharcitandPtheanner thieSt to access and cross the City 
West Link. It is already congested at peak hours andlhes intersection ,at:James Street and the City.West 
link already has queues at the traffic lights. The only other option for commuters to access the city West 
Link is to use Norton Street, a two-lane largely commercial Strip which is already at capacity. The addition 
of hundreds of trucks.and contractor vehicles will result in traffic grinding to a halt and traffic.chaos at this 
critical juncture with commuter travel times drastically increased. • ...• 	. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My 
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not 
be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 	 Submission to: 
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

Name. 	 

Signature. 	 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 	 Application Number: SSI 7485 
Declaration : 

Address. 	 7, 4-*Q.,(tiv,  %k  Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

Suburb:   	 Postcode 	 q,0cg5 

v The substation and water treatment plant should be moved to the north end of the site near the City West link. 

This will mean that the site is less visible to residents and most pedestrian access is at this end. There are no 

homes that will have direct line of site of the facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access 

to the light rail without the need to use the winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and 

adds to the time required to access the light rail stop. 

v The site should be returned to the community as compensation for the imposition of this construction site in our 

neighbourhood for a 5 year period. If the substation and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site, 

then the lower half of the site ( which is the most accessible end) could be converted into open space with 

mature trees planted. As this site is immediately adjacent to the bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that 

support active transport could be included. This would result increase the green space for residents and result in 

a pleasant green environment for pedestrians, rather than a fenced facility. 

V The EIS currently permits trucks to access local roads in `exceptional circumstances', which includes queuing at the 

site. Given the constraints of the site ( and based on experience with cars accessing the site for Dan Murphy's), 

queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS .needs to be amended to rule our queuing as an 

exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads. 

v All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 ( James Street to falls Street) should have a blanket 

prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These hoerris are already suffering the worst 

construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and 

additional noise impacts. These streets are not constructed for heavy vehicle movements and on this basis should 

also be ruled out. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements including parking ) and worker parking on 

all 	of these streets. 

v The EIS needs to require that all workers are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail with no 

parking whatsoever permitted on local roads at the Darley Road site. This is justified because the site provides.  11 

car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a 

strict requirement on workers to use public transport or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in 

place against parking on local streets. The EIS needs to require that this restriction is included in all contracts 

and in the relevant approval documentation. 

v The Darley Road site shot:Ad be rejected because it involves acquiring Dan Murphy's. This business was rennovated 

and opened with full knowledge that it was to be acquired. The lessee and sub-lessees should not be permitted 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  

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

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

Name• 	
 La.u•ce.  

Signature 	- 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration : I 

Address- 
	 cLA-12.Aoin 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SS1 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

Suburb:  	 V\.. o€, 	 Postcode  1/0  
compensation in these circumstances. The demolition of the entire building ( which the EIS confirms will occur) is 

wasteful and represents mismanagement of public resources. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  



Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: 
, 	 Uthu403Q.C21--i 

Address: 	L2_-  49eck.t...  ja5:134 	c4- 

Application Number: SSI 7485 
- 

Suburb:A(24.0(
Dury 

 Postcode 
 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 	4' i lAk_dekritt 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-MS Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

> The EIS admits that air pollutants will exceed 
permitted levels along the Canal Rd used to 
access the St Peters Interchange because the 
traffic will be heavier. This is an unacceptable 
impact which will adversely affect vehicle users 
because it is known that people in their vehicles 
are not protected from the air pollution, as well as 
anyone on foot or cycling in the streets around the 
interchange. No amelioration is offered. 

> The EIS states that traffic congestion around the 
St Peters Interchange is expected to be worse 
after completion of the M5 and the M4-M5 Link 
particularly in the evening peak hour. The EIS 
admits that this will have a "moderate negative" 
impact on the neighbourhood in increasing 
pollution (also admitted separately) therefore in 
health impacts, on safety for foot and cycle traffic 
but also for vehicles and on the local amenity. 

> The traffic around St Peters expected to be 
heavier because of the increased road access to 
the new Interchange will adversely affect our 
community because moving around to our parks 
and to the shops, to the buses and to the train 
stations, for pedestrians and cars, will be more 
difficult. Our community is being sacrificed for the 
marginal improvement in traffic movement • 
elsewhere in Sydney. No measures to ameliorate 
the impact are mentioned. This is unacceptable. 

> The EIS admits that the increased traffic 
congestion around the St Peters Interchange will 
impact on bus running times especially in the 
evening peak hour and increase the time taken  

(2.5 minutes, which seems optimistic). The 422 
bus and associated cross city services which use 
the Princes Highway are notorious for irregular 
running times because of the congestion on the 
Princes highway and cross roads, so an admitted 
worsening of the running time will adversely 
impact the people who are dependent on the 
buses. This will be compounded by the loss of 
train services at St Peters station while it is closed 
for the Sydney Metro build and then subsequently 
when it re-opens. In all the impact of the new M5 
and the M4-M5 link is to worsen access to public 
transport significantly for the residents of the St 
Peters neighbourhood. 

It is obvious the NSW government is in a 
desperate rush to get planning approval for the 
M4/M5. It has only allowed 60 days for comment 
yet the M4/M5 project is the most expensive and 
complicated stage of WestConnex. Critically, it 
involves building three layers of underground 
tunnels under parts of Rozelle. Such tunnelling 
does not exist anywhere in the world and as yet 
there are no engineering plans for this complex 
construction. Approval depends on senior staff in 
NSW Planning compliantly agreeing to tick off on 
the EIS, as was done with the New M5 and the 
M4. This demonstrates a wanton disregard for the 
safety of the residents of Rozelle and those who 
will be using the tunnel. WHAT IS THE RUSH? 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 • Mobile 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: 
C.—t_Cgdglik 

• 
Address: 	t 	_ 2 , aeprtAces.25.,t 	li... 

Application Number: SSI 7485 •Suburb: 02a730) 	Postcode  

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 	q,1„..yejc IiL 
Please Include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 

any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I do not accept that King Street traffic 
congestion will be improved by this project, 
There should be a complete review of the 
traffic modelling that does not appear to take 
sufficient notice of the impact of pouring 51000 
extra cars down Euston Rd on top of increases 
in population in the area. Given that there is no 
outlet between the St Peters and Haberfield or 
Rozelle, all traffic going to the CBD, East or 
into the Inner West will use local roads. 

.2. EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) states. "...... this 
may result in changes to both the project 
design and the construction methodologies 
described and assessed in this EIS. Any changes 
to the project would be reviewed for 
consistency with the assessment contained in 
the EIS including relevant mitigation measures, 
environmental performance outcomes and any 
future conditions of approval". It is unstated 
just who would have responsibility for such a 
"review(ed) for consistency", and how these 
changes would be communicated to the 
community. The EIS should not be approved till 
significant 'uncertainties' have been fully 
researched and surveyed and the results (and 
any changes) published for public comment (ie : 

• the Sydney Water Tunnels issues at 12-57) 

3. I object to the issue of this EIS only 14 days 
after the period for submission of comments on 

• the concept design closed. There is no public  

response to the 1,000s of comments made on 
the design and it seems impossible that the 
comments could have been reviewed, assessed 
and responses to them incorporated into the EIS 
in that time. This casts doubt over the 
integrity of the entire EIS process. 

4. Why is there no detailed information about the 
so called 'King Street Gateway' included in the 
EIS ? 

5. An on-line interactive map was published with 
the M4-M5 Concept Design that indicated a 
very wide yellow 'swoosh' that is upwaOrds of a 
kilometre wide in some sections of the M4-M5 
proposals. SMC have NEVER publicly published 
or acknowledged that the contractor to be 
appointed to build the tunnels will be 
'encouraged' to do so within the yellow swoosh 
footprint, but may go outside the indicative 
swoosh area if found necessary after further 
geotech and survey work. The proposed Sydney 
Water Tunnels surveys (EIS 12-57) could 
potentially see a dramatic change in the tunnel 
alignments in the Newtown area. Why were 
these surveys not done during the past three 
years such that 'definitive' rather than 
'indicative' alignments could be published. The 
EIS should be withdrawn till such time that it 
is a true and fair 'definitive' document open for 
genuine public comment. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 

Organisation: 	i-t)  c \ 

Address: . 	Subu Post Code 

Email: 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 	Yes / C) 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Pedestrian and cyclist movements 

• I object to the EIS because it fails to describe the temporary changes to Darley Road, Leichhardt to enable access to and from the 
ancillary facility that would likely be required in relation to the Darley Rd site and instead allows for the final plan to be decided by 
the contractor. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that: 

'Temporary changes to Darley Road to enable access to and from the ancillary facility would likely be required. These may include 
changes to line marking to provide a temporary turning lane for construction traffic and temporary diversions to the pedestrian 
path on the northern side of Darley Road. These would be confirmed during detailed design following the appointment of a design 
and construction contractor and in consideration of the safety and function of the road network, maintaining access to the 
Leichhardt North light rail stop and providing for continued pedestrian and cyclist movement. ' 

It is not clear how continued access, pedestrian and cyclist movement will be preserved and I am concerned that the impacts have 
not been correctly identified and assessed by the proponent. 

I object to the fact that I am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. I object to the fact that I will have no 
right or opportunity to have input into detailed design following the appointment of a design and construction contractor. 

Light rail access 

• I object to the EIS because it does not guarantee that the existing access to the Leichhardt North light rail stop would be 
maintained at all times. Fig 6-4 indicates that only the eastern access will be maintained. This greatly disadvantages the elderly and 
disabled who have to walk up a steep hill to the eastern access. If the proponent cannot guarantee access to the Leichhardt North 
light rail stop from the existing entry points or from points that are accessible to all then the Darley Road, Leichhardt construction 
site should be abandoned. The proponent should be directed to find a site where its operations will not impact on users of the 
Light Rail. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	

Organisation:  , 	 . 
Address: 	  	Suburb 	 t Code 

Email: 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 	Yes JD 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Noise impacts 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has not provided.details of the noise mitigation measures proposed in relation to the 
Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. As a result it is not possible to assess the noise impacts of the Darley Road civil 
and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. It is unacceptable for the proponent to establish a major construction site in the middle of a 
residential area without a clear plan for mitigating noise impacts. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that: 

'Acoustic barriers and devices at the access tunnel entrances would be considered and implemented where reasonable and feasible 
to minimise potential noise impacts associated with out-of-hours works within the tunnels. In addition, temporary noise mitigation 
measures may include noise barriers and other temporary structures such as site buildings, which would be provided to minimise 
noise impacts on surrounding properties.' 

Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) will create a high level of noise impact for residents yet the proponent has not given details of 
the plan for mitigating this impact. The measures will be implemented only if 'reasonable and feasible' which is a subjective 
assessment as it does not states whether they will be assessed as reasonable from the standpoint of the proponent or the residents. 
What the proponent thinks is reasonable may not meet the residents expectation as to what is reasonable. The measures appear 
to be optional as the proponent only states that that 'may include noise barriers and other temporary structures such as site 
buildings'. • 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has not provided a clear plan for measures that will be taken to minimise noise impacts 
from work within and outside of standard construction hours at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the fact that the demolition of 7 Darley Road, Leichhardt 
will remove a significant noise barrier to traffic noise from the City West Link. This will mean increased traffic noise impacts to the 
residents of Darley Rd, Francis St, Hubert St and Charles St. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the noise impact of fully laden spoil haulage trucks exiting 
the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt driving up the very steep blind turn at the intersection with the City West 
Link. The RMS should install noise measuring equipment and monitoring cameras at this location to measure noise from heavy 
vehicles and identify vehicles whose noise that exceeds the applicable Australian standard. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the noise impact of spoil haulage trucks using air brakes on 
the descent down Darley Rd off the City West Link. Heavy vehicle drivers should avoid using exhaust brakes, engine compression 
or 'jake' brakes near residential areas and noise-sensitive areas such as hospitals and schools, unless they are necessary for safety 
reasons. RMS should implement noise limits from engine compression brakes and should use roadside noise 'cameras' as an aid to 
enforcement at every location where WestConnex vehicles emiting engine compression brake noise might affect nearby 
communities. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex.M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	 . 
Organisation: 	 9 c-W 	 CI 

 ' 	Subur st Code Address: 	

Email: 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 	YesQ,N 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Cumulative impacts of aircraft noise and construction noise• 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the cumulative impact of its proposed Darley Road, 
Leichhardt civil and tunnel site operations and the aircraft noise which the residents near the site already endure. 

The attached extract from Webtrak shows that Darley Road, Leichhardt and adjacent streets are directly under The flight path. 

Airservices Australia reports that in April to June 2017 the number of average daily noise events over 70 dBA. In Leichhardt this is 
an average of 16- 17 per hour over the peak morning period and 16 per hour in the early evening peak period. 	. 

Hourly distribution of noise events above 70dBA 
20 

,M•11,0 

I object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd because this will mean an additional cumulative impact of spoil truck diesel 
engine, exhaust and potentially air brake noise every 4 minutes in peak hour based on number of truck movements per hour and in 
excess of every 4 minutes per hour in non peak permitted construction hours. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	

Organisation: 	csc\s  Q W ni 
Address: 	 	. 	Suburb 	 Post Code 

Email: . 
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your webslte 	Yes /0 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in .the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Hours of operation 

• I object to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the proponent represents that spoil removal 
from this site would only occur within standard construction hours. 

1 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4): 

'Spoil handling associated with tunnelling supported by the Darley Road civil and tunnel site would occur 24 hours a day, seven 
days a week. Spoil would be handled below ground wherever practicable to reduce the potential for amenity impacts in adjacent, 
areas. Spoil handing at the surface outside standard day time construction hours would occur within an acoustic shed to manage 
potential amenity impacts. Spoil removal from this site would only occur within standard construction hours, between 7.00 am and 
6.00 pm Monday to Friday, and between 8.00 am and 1.00 pm on Saturdays.' 

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to assess or explain the 
impacts of this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other 
than spoil trucks), workers arriving for shifts and leaving after shifts. It is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain 
noise. The Jim Holt report stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear 
whether the proponent will mandate the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection rather than what is feasible. 

I object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its plan for a dive site as it is 
clear impacts are too great for the community. At the very least the site should be restricted to standard construction hours for all 
operations above ground and there should be no shifts commencing or ending outside of standard construction hours. The • 
proponent should be directed to find a site where its operations will not impact on residents outside of standard construction 
hours. 

• I object to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the proponent represents that spoil removal 
from this site would only occur within standard construction hours. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4): 

'Reasonable and feasible work practices and mitigation measures would be implemented to minimise potential noise impacts due 
to activities occurring at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site. Local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA would be kept informed 
about works outside standard day time construction hours at the site. 

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to assess or explain the 
impacts of this On.  the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other 
than spoil trucks), workers arriving for shifts and leaving after shifts. It is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain 
noise. The Jim Holt report stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear. 
whether the proponent will mandate the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection rather than what is feasible. 

I object to the EIS because the proponent/contractor would only have to keep local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA 
informed about works outside standard day time construction hours at the site. Local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA 
would have no right to limit works outside standard day time construction hours at the site. As we have seem with other stages of 
WestConnex this leads to devastating impacts for residents who must endure significant periods of exposure to out of hours works 
which involve noise, lights and disturbance. 

I object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its plan for a dive site as it is 
clear impacts are too great for the community. At the very least the site should be restricted to standard construction hours for all • 
operations above ground and there should be no shifts commencing or ending outside of standard construction hours. The 
proponent should be directed to find a site where its operations will not impact on residents outside of standard construction 
hours. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	  

Organisation: 	2 v--\dtRi_ , 	 ...- 	----__.) 
. 

Address: 	 Suburb Post Code 

Email: 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to'your website 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years.. 

Yes N 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Non-compliance with SEARS 

I object to the proposal because it does not comply with the SEARS requirements. The EIS must include, but not necessarily be limited 
to, a description of the project and all components and activities (including ancillary components and 'activities) required to construct 
and operate it, including the location and operational requirements of construction ancillary facilities and access. 

In so far as it describes the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt the EIS does not meet this requirement because it does 
not describe the components and activities that have been described to the community either in meetings with LAW (Leichhardt Against 
WestConnex) or at the WestConnex Community Reference Group established by Sydney Motorway Corporation. 

The EIS has been released before the proponent is able to describe how it actually plans to carry out construction activities at Darley 
Road, Leichhardt, in particular the plan for stagirig the arrival of spoil trucks. 

The proponent via its agent Sydney Motorway Corporation's employee Peter Jones has advised on several occasions that spoil haulage 
trucks will be staged from the Sydney Ports land on Glebe Island via James Craig Rd. This is to avoid the situation at Haberfield where 
trucks circle the Northcote St site as they are not able to queue to enter it creating congestion and noise impacts as they drive slowly 
into Wattle St and Ramsay St. before making a second run at the Northcote St site from the Parramatta Road entrance. 

No details of this staged spoil haulage proposal at Darley Road, Leichhardt are prOvided other than that 'construction traffic may also.  
access the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt via the westbound lanes of City West Link'. 

Peter Jones from Sydney Motorway Corporation has advised that he is in the process of finalising an agreement with Sydney Ports 
which will enable him to stage trucks from a location on Glebe Island via James Craig Rd. The EIS should not have been released before 
this plan was finalised. Peter Jones has advised that he is only required to describe the 'worst case scenario' in the EIS, which is trucks 
arriving ad hoc via the eastbound lanes of City West Link. The EIS should describe what the proponent actually plans to do as well as 

• the worst case scenario so that the impacts of all options being considered can be assessed and commented on. 

• It is not clear from the EIS how the alternative plan for the staged arrival of spoil trucks from Sydney Ports will be documented and how 
stakeholders will have an opportunity to assess its impacts. The EIS does not specifically state that this staged arrival plan will be • 
documented in the CTAMP, the Ancillary Facilities Management Plan or the Preferred Infrastructure Report. 

I object to the EIS on the grounds that it does not comply with the SEARS. 

Construction vehicle safety impacts 

I object to the EIS because the proposal in relation to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at .Leichhardt stated therein, that 'heavy 
vehicles associated with spoil haulage would travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt' presents 
unacceptable safety and amenity impacts. 

The corner of Darley Rd (actually James St) and the City West Link is a pedestrian zone for: 

Pupils of Orange Grove Public School who live in Leichhardt 
Students of Sydney Secondary College, Leichhardt Campus who alight at Leichhardt North light rail stop 
Students of other schools along the light rail who board at Leichhardt North light rail stop 
Commuters who board at Leichhardt North light rail stop 
Residents walking to Leichhardt Park Acquatic Centre and adjacent sporting facilities 
Residents walking to the Orange Grove markets on Saturdays 

The proponents plan brings pedestrians and school children in particular directly into the path of spoil haulage trucks at an intersection 
found to be the third most dangerous according to Transport for NSW figures. 

A further impact will be to discourage people from walking in this area leading to greater car Use for local trips. 

I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on the above grounds. 

003867-M00004



Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	  . 
. 

Organisation: 	9 c' 
Address: 	 	 Suburb 	 st Code 

Email: 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 	Yes() 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Noise impacts 

• The proponent has identified that the most affected receivers are residential receivers which adjoin the Darley Road civil and tunnel 
site (C4) at Leichhardt on Darley Road between Norton Street and Falls Street. The most noise affected receivers are located 
between Charles Street and Norton Street due to their proximity to the construction site. 

The proponent has identified that the worst case construction scenario will occur during 
- 	Road adjustments works 
- 	spoil handling works within the acoustic shed during all works periods 

Highest construction noise impacts: 
- 	Use of a rock breaker during the daytime period as part of the demolition works and 
- 	Use of a road profiler during the night-time period as part of the road adjustment works 

I object to the EIS because the proponent provides that spoil handling works within the acoustic shed will take place for the 
duration of the construction phase which could be up to two to three years' duration, yet there is no clear plan for measures that 
will be taken to minimise noise impacts. 

• I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on the basis that there is no clear plan in the EIS for measures 
that will provide the maximum possible level of mitigation from noise impacts. I also object because there is no clear plan for 
remedies available to residents who are impacted. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent's assessment of who are Highly Noise Affected receivers in the area adjacent to the 
Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt is incorrect and wrongly minimises the actual number of Highly Noise Affected 
receivers. 

• Many residents in Charles St and Hubert St were highly affected by noise from works conducted during the renovation of 7 Darley 
Rd in 2016. In Hubert St, residents at least as far as No 31 and No 32 Hubert St were affected. The affected properties are not 
correctly reflected in the EIS. 

I object to the EIS because it underestimates the number of residents that will be highly affected by noise. It does not take 	. 
account of the impact of vehicle noise from fully laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep incline from Darley Rd to the City West 
Link. It does not take account of the noise impact of vehicles using air brakes down the same incline and braking to enter the site. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent incorrectly asserts construction traffic is unlikely to result in a noticeable increase in lAeq 
noise levels at receivers along the proposed construction traffic route (Darley Road, Leichhardt and City West Link). This does not . 
take account of the impact of vehicle noise from fully laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep incline from Darley Rd to *the City 
West Link. It does not take account of the noise impact of vehicles using air brakes down the same incline and braking to enter the 
site. The impact of these will be substantial. • 

Commercial trucks are very loud; a standard diesel engine produces approximately 100 decibels (dB) of noise. 

Engine braking noise can be disturbing both because it is loud and also as it has a distinctive characteristic modulation. Engine 
braking noise is caused by pulses of gases being emitted from the truck exhaust system, giving a 'machine gun' sound. 

I object to the Darley Rd site because of the level of noise that the trucks will cause. 

003867-M00005



Attention: 	Director,Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: 	Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	

Address: . 	  Suburb 	 ost Code 

Signature: 	JVL_ 
Please inc , de my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Yes / 	o 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #55.17485 for the 
reason(s) set out below. 

Non-compliance with SEARS 

• I object to the proposal because it does not comply with the SEARS requirements. The EIS must include, 
but not necessarily be limited to, a description of the project and all components and activities 
(including ancillary components and activities) required to construct and operate it, including the location 
and operational requirements of construction ancillary facilities and access. 

Peter Jones from Sydney Motorway Corporation has advised that he is in the process of finalising an 
agreement with Sydney Ports which will enable him to Stage trucks from a location on Glebe Island via 
James Craig Rd. The EIS should not have been released before this plan was finalised. Peter Jones has 
advised that he is only required to describe the 'worst case scenario' in the EIS, which is trucks arriving ad 
hoc via the eastbound lanes of City West Link. The EIS should desCribe what the proponent actually 
plans to do as well as the worst case scenario so that the impacts of all options being considered can.be  
assessed and commented on. 

It is not clear from the EIS how the alternative plan for the staged arrival of spoil trucks from Sydney Ports 
will be documented and how stakeholders will have an opportunity to assess its impacts. The EIS does 
not specifically state that this staged arrival plan will be documented in the CTAMP, the Ancillary Facilities 
Management Plan or the Preferred Infrastructure Report. 

I object to the EIS on the grounds that it does not comply with the SEARS. 

Truck routes 

• I object to the EIS becauselt suggests that no local roads would be used by heavy vehicles during works 
yet at the same time acknowledges that spoil trucks may use local roads in exceptional circumstances 
which include when there is queuing to get into the site. Darley Rd is highly congested with traffic queues 
forming during much of the day which will lead to queues to enter the site. Queuing will not therefore be 
an exceptional circumstance and the result will be that spoil trucks are able to use local roads without 
being in breach, which will be often. This is unacceptable to residents of Francis, Hubert, William and 
Charles St and I object to the EIS on this basis. As queuing cannot be avoided on Darley Rd this clearly 
shows why this location is inappropriate. The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find a 
location directly on the City West Link where spoil trucks will never use local roads. Why should residents' 
lives be put at risk because the project must be delivered as soon as possible? 

Noise impacts 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the noise impact of fully laden 
spoil haulage trucks exiting the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt driving up the very 
steep blind turn at the intersection with the City West Link. The RMS should install noise measuring 
equipment and monitoring cameras at this location to measure noise from heavy vehicles and identify 
vehicles whose noise that exceeds the applicable Australian standard. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 
39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	 	
Address: 	 . 	Suburb • , 	Post Code 

Signature: 

Please include my personal information when pu 	ishing this submission to your website 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Yes  

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Non-compliance with SEARS 

I object to the proposal because it does not comply with the 
SEARS requirements. The EIS must include, but not 
necessarily be limited to, a description of the project and all 
components and activities (including ancillary components 
and activities) required to construct and operate it, including 
the location and operational requirements of construction 
ancillary facilities and access. 

In so far as it describes the Darley Road civil and tunnel site 
(C4) at Leichhardt the EIS does not meet this requirement 
because it does not describe the components and.activities 
that have been described to the community either in 
meetings with LAW (Leichhardt Against WestConnex) or at 
the WestConnex Community Reference Group established 
by Sydney Motorway Corporation. 

The EIS has been released before the proponent is able to 
describe how it actually plans to carry out construction 
activities at Darley Road, Leichhardt, in particular the plan for 
staging the arrival of spoil trucks. 

The proponent via its agent Sydney Motorway Corporation's 
employee Peter Jones has advised on several occasions 
that spoil haulage trucks will be staged from the Sydney 
Ports land on Glebe Island via James Craig Rd. This is to 
avoid the situation at Haberfield where trucks circle the 
Northcote St site a they are not able to queue to enter it 
creating congestion and noise impacts as they drive slowly 
into Wattle St and Ramsay St. before making a second run 
at the Northcote St site from the Parramatta Road entrance. 

No details of this staged spoil haulage proposal at Darley 
Road, Leichhardt are provided other than that 'construction 
traffic may also access the Darley Road civil and tunnel site 
(C4) at Leichhardt via the westbound lanes of City West 
Link'. 

Peter Jones from Sydney Motorway Corporation has advised 
that he is in the process of finalising an agreement with 
Sydney Ports which will enable him to stage trucks from a 
location on Glebe Island via James Craig Rd. The EIS 
should not have been released before this plan was finalised. 
Peter Jones has advised that he is only required to describe 
the 'worst case scenario' in the EIS, which is trucks arriving 
ad hoc via the eastbound lanes of City West Link. The EIS 
should describe what the proponent actually plans to do as 
well as the worst case scenario so that the impacts of all 
options being considered can be assessed and commented 
on. 

It is not clear from the EIS how the alternative plan for the 
staged arrival of spoil trucks from Sydney Ports will be 
documented and how stakeholders will have an opportunity 
to assess its impacts. The EIS does not specifically state 
that this staged arrival plan will be documented in the 
CTAMP, the Ancillary Facilities Management Plan or the 
Preferred Infrastructure Report. 

I object to the EIS on the grounds that it does not comply 
with the SEARS. 

Construction vehicle safety impacts 

I object to the EIS because the proposal in relation to the 
Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt stated 
therein, that 'heavy vehicles associated with spoil haulage 
would travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into 
Darley Road, Leichhardt' presents unacceptable safety and 
amenity impacts. 

The corner of Darley Rd (actually James St) and the City 
West Link is a pedestrian zone for: 

Pupils of Orange Grove Public School who live in 
Leichhardt 
Students of Sydney Secondary College, Leichhardt 
Campus who alight at Leichhardt North light rail 
stop 
Students of other schools along the light rail who 
board at Leichhardt North light rail stop 
Commuters who board at Leichhardt North light rail 
stop 
Residents walking to Leichhardt Park Acquatic 
Centre and adjacent sporting facilities 
Residents walking to the Orange Grove markets on 
Saturdays 

The proponents plan brings pedestrians and school children 
in particular directly into the path of spoil haulage trucks at 
an intersection found to be the third most dangerous 
according to Transport for NSW figures. 

A further impact will be to discourage people from walking in 
this area leading to greater car use for local trips. 

I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at 
Leichhardt on the above grounds. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 
39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

• Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 	. 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	

Address: 	 . 	Suburb Post Code 

Signature: 

Please include my personal i 	ormation when publishing this submission to your website 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration: 

- Ye 
, 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Cumulative impacts of aircraft noise and construction 
noise 

t. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to 
take account of the cumulative impact of its proposed 
Darley Road, Leichhardt civil and tunnel site operations 
and the aircraft noise which the residents near the site 
already endure. 

The attached extract from Webtrak shows that Darley 
Road, Leichhardt and adjacent streets are directly under 
the flight path. 
Airservices Australia reports that in April to June 2017 
the number of average daily noise events over 70 dBA. 
In Leichhardt this is an average of 16- 17 per hour over 
the peak morning period and 16 per hour in the early 
evening peak period. 

I object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd 
because this will mean an additional cumulative impact of 
spoil truck diesel engine, exhaust and potentially air brake 
noise every 4 minutes in peak hour based on number of 
truck movements per hour and in excess of every 4 minutes 
per hour in non peak permitted construction hours. 

Hourly distribution of noise events above 70dBA 
20 

15 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 
39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	

Address: 	 	Suburb  Post Code 

'Signature: 	 --.....___, 
Please include my pers 	al information when publishing this submission to your website 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Yes 

• 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. , 

Noise impacts 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has not 
provided details of the noise mitigation measures 
proposed in relation to the Darley Road civil and tunnel 
site (C4) at Leichhardt. As a result it is not possible to 
assess the noise impacts of the Darley Road civil and 
tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. It is unacceptable for the 
proponent to establish a major construction site in the 
middle of a residential area without a clear plan for 
mitigating noise impacts. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site 
(C4) that: 

'Acoustic barriers and devices at the access tunnel 
entrances would be considered and implemented where 
reasonable and feasible to minimise potential noise 
impacts associated with out-of-hours works within the 
tunnels. In addition, temporary noise mitigation 
measures may include noise barriers and other 
temporary structures such as site buildings, which would 
be provided to minimise noise impacts on surrounding 
properties.' 

Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) will create a high 
level of noise impact for residents yet the proponent has 
not given details of the plan for mitigating this impact. 
The measures will be implemented only if 'reasonable 
and feasible' which is a subjective assessment as it 
does not states whether they will be assessed as 
reasonable from the standpoint of the proponent or the 
residents. What the proponent thinks is reasonable may 
not meet the residents expectation as to what is 
reasonable. The measures appear to be optional as the 
proponent only states that that 'may include noise 
barriers and other temporary structures such as site 
buildings'. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has not 
provided a clear plan for measures that will be taken to 
minimise noise impacts from work within and outside of 
standard construction hours at the Darley Road civil and 
tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to 
take account of the fact that the demolition of 7 Darley 
Road, Leichhardt will remove a significant noise barrier 
to traffic noise from the City West Link. This will mean 
increased traffic noise impacts to the residents of Darley 
Rd, Francis St, Hubert St and Charles St. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to 
take account of the noise impact of fully laden spoil 
haulage trucks exiting the Darley Road civil and tunnel 
site (C4) at Leichhardt driving up the very steep blind 
turn at the intersection with the City West Link. The 
RMS should install noise measuring equipment and 
monitoring cameras at this location to measure noise.  
from heavy vehicles and identify vehicles whose noise 
that exceeds the applicable Australian standard. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to 
take account of the noise impact of spoil haulage trucks 
using air brakes on the descent down Darley Rd off the 
City West Link. Heavy vehicle drivers should avoid 
using exhaust brakes, engine compression or 'jake' 
brakes near residential areas and noise-sensitive areas 
such as hospitals and schools, unless they are 
necessary for safety reasons. RMS should implement 
noise limits from engine compression brakes and should 
use roadside noise 'cameras' as an aid to enforcement 
at every location where WestConnex vehicles emitting 
engine compression brake noise might affect nearby 
communities. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 
39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Applicatibn Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	
_ - 	   Address: 	 	Suburb 

___
Post Code 

Signature: 	 • 
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 	Y 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Noise impacts 

I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at 
Leichhardt because engine noise from the trucks 
approaching the intersection up the grade would be a 
constant source of annoyance to residents of Darley Road 
down to its intersection with Charles Street. 

The independent engineer engaged by the Inner West 
Council Jim Holt also came to this conclusion in his report to 
the Council. SMC have not recognised this impact in the 
EIS. They sent a response to the Council as follows: 

'Response: Noise from construction traffic using the public 
road network is assessed under the Roads and Maritime 
Noise Criteria Guideline (NCG), which documents Roads 
and Maritime's approach to implementing the Road Noise 
Policy (RNP). Under the NCG, an initial screening test is 
carried out to determine whether noise levels would increase 
by more than two decibels (dBA). This represents an 
increase in the number of vehicles of approximately 60 per 
cent due to construction traffic or a temporary reroute due to 
a road closure. Where increases are 2dBA or less, then 
further assessment is required as noise level changes would 
most likely not be perceptible to most people. Where noise 
levels increase by more than 2dBA (i.e. 2.1 dBA or greater) 
further assessment is required using criteria presented in the 
NCG. 

Darley Road is currently being used by heavy vehicles and 
light commercial vehicles (construction, delivery etc) that 
contribute to background noises. The predicted traffic noise 
increase (dBA) at the Darley Road site is around 0.5dBA.' 

You do not need to be an acoustic engineer to know that 
truck and dogs are very noisy and that local residents will be 
impacted greatly, especially those close to where trucks will 
be accelerating and decelerating. Darley Road, Leichhardt is 
not currently experiencing 14 truck and dog movements an 
hour during peak time stated in the EIS and an unknown (but 
presumably greater) number of truck movements within off 
peak construction hours. This is a truck movement every 3-4 
minutes during peak. Assuming that they will increase truck 
movements during off peak residents can expect a truck 
every 2-3 minutes. We do not need a screening test or 
assessment to tell us that residents will be subjected to 
extreme levels of truck noise. 

SMC's response does not acknowledge this and does not 
refute Jim Holt's conclusion that residents will be impacted. 
SMC's response like the proponent's EIS fails to 
acknowledge the true impact of the Darley Road civil and 
tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. 

The resident's of Darley Rd, Francis, Hubert and Charles St 
have little acoustic protection against the noise of truck 
engines, exhaust and brakes and non is contemplated in the 
EIS. 

I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at 
Leichhardt because the truck noise impacts for residents will 
be too great for the extended period of construction involved 
and the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt 
should be rejected on this basis. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 
39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	

Address: 	 	Suburb  Post Code 

Signature: 	 • 

Please include my 	ersonal information when publishing this submission to your website 	Ye 	No  

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Noise impacts 

• The proponent has identified that the most affected 
receivers are residential receivers which adjoin the 
Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on 
Darley Road between Norton Street and Falls Street. 
The most noise affected receivers are located between 
Charles Street and Norton Street due to their proximity 
to the construction site. 

The proponent has identified that the worst case 
construction scenario will occur during 

Road adjustments works 
spoil handling works within the acoustic shed 
during all works periods 

Highest construction noise impacts: 
- 	Use of a rock breaker during the daytime 

period as part of the demolition works and 
Use of a road profiler during the night-time 
period as part of the road adjustment works 

I object to the EIS because the proponent provides that 
spoil handling works within the acoustic shed will take 
place for the duration of the construction phase which 
could be up to two to three years' duration, yet there is 
no clear plan for measures that will be taken to minimise 
noise impacts. 

• I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at 
Leichhardt on the basis that there is no clear plan in the 
EIS for measures that will provide the maximum 
possible level of mitigation from noise impacts. I also 
object because there is no clear plan for remedies 
available to residents who are impacted. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent's assessment 
of who are Highly Noise Affected receivers in the area 
adjacent to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at 
Leichhardt is incorrect and wrongly minimises the actual 
number of Highly Noise Affected receivers. 

• Many residents in Charles St and Hubert St were highly 
affected by noise from works conducted during the 
renovation of 7 Darley Rd in 2016. In Hubert St, 
residents at least as far as No 31 and No 32 Hubert St 
were affected. The affected properties are not correctly 
reflected in the EIS. 

I object to the EIS because it underestimates the 
number of residents that will be highly affected by noise. 
It does not take account of the impact of vehicle noise 
from fully laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep 
incline from Darley Rd to the City West Link. It does not 
take account of the noise impact of vehicles using air 
brakes down the same incline and braking to enter the 
site. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent incorrectly 
asserts construction traffic is unlikely to result in a 
noticeable increase in LAeq noise levels at receivers 
along the proposed construction traffic routes (Darley 
Road, Leichhardt and City. West Link). This does not 
take account of the impact of vehicle noise from fully 
laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep incline from 
Darley Rd to the City West Link. It does not take 
account of the noise impact of vehicles using air brakes 
down the same incline and braking to enter the site. 
The impact of these will be substantial. 

Commercial trucks are very loud; a standard diesel 
engine produces approximately 100 decibels (dB) of 
noise. 

Engine braking noise can be disturbing both because it 
is loud and also as it has a distinctive characteristic 
modulation. Engine braking noise is caused by pulses of 
gases being emitted from the truck exhaust system, 
giving a 'machine gun' sound. 

I object to the Darley Rd site because of the level of 
noise that the trucks will cause. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 
39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	

Address: 	 / / 	 	Suburb  	Post Code 

Signature: 	 --........., 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Y 	(o 	— 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Hours of operation 

• I object to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour 
operation despite the fact that the proponent represents 
that spoil removal from this site would only occur within 
standard construction hours. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site 
(C4): 

'Spoil handling associated with tunnelling supported by 
the Darley Road civil and tunnel site would occur 24 
hours a day, seven days a week. Spoil would be 
handled below ground wherever practicable to reduce 
the potential for amenity impacts in adjacent areas. Spoil 
handing at the surface outside standard day time 
construction hours would occur within an acoustic shed 
to manage potential amenity impacts. Spoil removal 
from this site would only occur within standard 
construction hours, between 7.00 am and 6.00 pm 
Monday to Friday, and between 8.00 am and 1.00 pm 
on Saturdays.' 

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above 
ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to assess 
or explain the impacts of this on the residents in nearby 
streets. These impacts could include construction noise, 
light and heavy vehicles (other than spoil trucks), 
workers arriving for shifts and leaving after shifts. It is 
not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain 
noise. The Jim Holt report stated that the acoustic shed 
would not operate effectively due to its location on the 
site. It is not clear whether the proponent will mandate 
the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic 
protection rather than what is feasible. 

I object to the EIS and the Darley Rd constructipn site. 
The proponent should be directed to abandon its plan 
for a dive site as it is clear impacts are too great for the 
community. At the very least the site should be 
restricted to standard construction hours for all 
operations above ground and there should be no shifts 
commencing or ending outside of standard construction 
hours. The proponent should be directed to find a site 
where its operations will not impact on residents outside 
of standard construction hours. 

• I object to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour 
operation despite the fact that the proponent represents 
that spoil removal from this site would only occur within 
standard construction hours. The EIS states in 6.5.8 
Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4): 

'Reasonable and feasible work practices and mitigation 
measures would be implemented to minimise potential 
noise impacts due to activities occurring at the Darley 
Road civil and tunnel site. Local residents, businesses 
and the NSW EPA would be kept informed about works 
outside standard day time construction hours at the site. 

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above 
ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to assess 
or explain the impacts of this on the residents in nearby 
streets. These impacts could include construction noise, 
light and heavy vehicles (other than spoil trucks), 
workers arriving for shifts and leaving after shifts. It is 
not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain 
noise. The Jim Holt report stated that the acoustic shed 
would not operate effectively due to its location on the 
site. It is not clear whether the proponent will mandate 
the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic 
protection rather than what is feasible. 

I object to the EIS because the proponent/contractor 
would only have to keep local residents, businesses and 
the NSW EPA informed about works outside standard 
day time construction hours at the site. Local residents, 
businesses and the NSW EPA would have no right to 
limit works outside standard day time construction hours 
at the site. As we have seem with other stages of 
WestConnex this leads to devastating impacts for 
residents who must endure significant periods of 
exposure to out of hours works which involve noise, 
lights and disturbance. 

I object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. 
The proponent should be directed to abandon its plan 
for a dive site as it is clear impacts are too great for the 
community. At the very least the site should be 
restricted to standard construction hours for all 
operations above ground and there should be no shifts 
commencing or ending outside of standard construction 
hours. The proponent should be directed to find a site 
where its operations will not impact on residents outside 
of standard construction hours. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: 	Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	

Address: 	 	Suburb 	
Post Code 	

Signature: 	 ...- 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Yes /CO 	. 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the 
reason(s) set out below. 

Cumulative impacts of aircraft emissions and spoil truck emissions 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the cumulative impact of emissions from spoil 
truck vehicles from it proposed Darley Road, Leichhardt civil and tunnel site operations and emissions from aircraft to 
which residents near the site are already exposed. 

The attached extract from Webtrak shows that Darley Road, Leichhardt and adjacent streets are directly under the 
flight path. 

Airplane exhaust, like car exhaust, contains a variety of air pollutants, including sulfur dioxide and nitrogen oxides. 
Many of these particles of pollution are tiny, about a hundred millionths of an inch wide, or smaller than the width of a 
human hair. So-called particulate matter that's especially small is the main culprit in human health effects, especially 
since the particulates can become wedged deep in the lung and possibly enter the bloodstream, scientists say. 

Exposure to loud noise from living under a flight path over a long period of time may increase the risk of developing 
high blood pressure or having a stroke, a 2013 study by researches at the University of Athens suggests. 

Researchers examined data from 420 people living near busy Athens International Airport in Greece and found living 
with high noise levels from aircraft, especially at night, was associated with high blood pressure. 

Every additional 10 decibels of night-time aircraft noise appeared to result in a 69 per cent increased risk of high 
blood pressure, also known as hypertension. 

The researchers at the University of Athens found that around half the participants (just under 45 per pent) were 
exposed to more than 55 decibels of daytime aircraft noise, while around one in four (just over 27 per cent) were 
exposed to more than 45 decibels of night-time aircraft noise: 

Only around one in 10 (11 per cent) were exposed to significant road traffic noise of more than 55 decibels. 

Between 2004-6 and 2013, 71 people were newly diagnosed with high blood pressure and 44 were diagnosed with 
heart flutter (cardiac arrhythmia), while a further 18 had a heart attack, the researchers found. 

I object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd because in addition to the existing aircraft emissions and 
noise experienced by people living near the site, this will mean an additional cumulative impact of spoil truck diesel 
exhaust emissions and noise every 4 minutes in peak hour based on number of truck movements per hour and in 
excess of every 4 minutes per hour in non peak permitted construction hours. This will give rise to increased health 
risks from noise and air pollution which research suggest will cause increased blood pressure and risk of stroke. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: 	Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	1  
Address: 	   suburb 	Post Code  
Signature: 	 . 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Yes / 	o 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donatione in the last 2 years. 	. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the 
reason(s) set out below. 

Hours of operation 

• I object to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the proponent 
represents that spoil removal from this site would only occur within standard construction hours. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4): 

'Reasonable and feasible work practices and mitigatiOn measures would be implemented to minimise 
potential noise impacts due to activities occurring at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site. Local residents, 
businesses and the NSW EPA would be kept informed about works outside standard day time 
construction hours at the site. 

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to 
assess or explain the impacts of this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include 
construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other than spoil trucks), workers arriving for shifts and 
leaving after shifts. It is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain noise. The Jim Holt report 
stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear 
whether the proponent will mandate the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection 
rather than what is feasible. 

Noise impacts 

• The resident's of Darley Rd, Francis, Hubert and Charles St have little acoustic protection against the 
noise of truck engines, exhaust and brakes and none is contemplated in the EIS. 

I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt because the truck noise impacts for 
residents will be too great for the extended period of construction involved and the Darley Road civil and 
tunnel site (C4)at Leichhardt should be rejected on this basis. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: 	Application Number - SSI 7485 
• Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

. Name: 	

Address: # 	 	Subur 	Post Code  

Signature:  

Please inclw; - my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Yes / 	o 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the 
reason(s) set out below. 

Noise impacts 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent incorrectly asserts construction traffic is unlikely to result in a 
noticeable increase in LAeq noise levels at receivers along the proposed construction traffic routes 
(Darley Road, Leichhardt and City West Link). This does not take account of the impact of vehicle noise 
from fully laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep incline from Darley Rd to the City West Link. It does 
not take account of the noise impact of vehicles using air brakes down the same incline and braking to 
enter the site. The impact of these will be substantial. 

Commercial trucks are very loud; a standard diesel engine produces approximately 100 decibels (dB) of 
noise. 

Engine braking noise can be disturbing both because it is loud and also as it has a distinctive 
characteristic modulation. Engine braking noise is caused by pulses of gases being emitted from the truck 
exhaust system, giving a 'machine gun' sound. 

I object to the Darley Rd site because of the level of noise that the trucks will cause. 

Truck routes 

• I object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation 
to the Darley Rd site and instead allows for the final plan to be detailed in the CTAMP, Preferred 
Infrastructure Report or Ancillary Facilities Management Plan. 
Peter „Jones of SMC has on many occasions made representations to the community that his plan is to 
stage trucks from the port and eventually when possible to have them arrive and depart from the site 
underground when a tunnel is established between Leichhardt and the M4 East. He has also said that 
loading of spoil would take place underground at this time. He has recently told us of his plan to load 
trucks from a ramp off the city west link by means of a hopper conveyor which would pass over the Light 
rail station delivering spoil into silos below which trucks would pull up to receive their load. The laden 
trucks would then travel west bound along the city west link. None of this plan is detailed in the EIS. 
I object to the fact that I am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. I object to the 
fact that I will have no right or opportunity to have input into the CTAMP, PIR or AFMP on matters which 
will have a devastating impact to me and to residents near 7 Darley Rd. 	 • 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney,. NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: 	Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	

Address: 	 	Suburb 	 ost Code  

Signature: 

Please include my 	rsonal information when publishing this submission to your website Yes / 	ce) 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the 
reason(s) set out below. 

Construction vehicle safety impacts 

I object to the EIS because the proposal in relation to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at 
Leichhardt stated therein, that 'heavy vehicles associated with spoil haulage would travel eastbound 
on City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt' presents unacceptable safety and 
amenity impacts. 

The corner of Darley Rd (actually James St) and the City West Link is a pedestrian zone for: 

- Pupils of Orange Grove Public School who live in Leichhardt 
- Students of Sydney Secondary College, Leichhardt Campus who alight at Leichhardt North 

light rail stop 
- Students of other schools along the light rail who board at Leichhardt North light rail stop 
- Commuters who board at Leichhardt North light rail stop 
- Residents walking to Leichhardt Park Acquatic Centre and adjacent sporting facilities 
- Residents walking to the Orange Grove markets on Saturdays 

The proponents plan brings pedestrians and school children in particular directly into the path of spoil 
haulage trucks at an intersection found to be the third most dangerous according to Transport for 
NSW figures. 

A further impact will be to discourage people from walking in this area leading to greater car use for 
local trips. 

• I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on the above grounds. 

Noise impacts 
I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the fact that the demolition of 
7 Darley Road, Leichhardt will remove a significant noise barrier to traffic noise from the City West 
Link. This will mean increased traffic noise impacts to the residents of Darley Rd, Francis St, Hubert 
St and Charles St. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 
39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	  

Address: 	 	Suburb  Post Code 

Signature: 
— 

Please include my personal I 	ormation when publishing this submission to your website 	Y iirt 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Cumulative impacts of aircraft emissions and spoil truck 
emissions 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to 
take account of the cumulative impact of emissions from 
spoil truck vehicles from it proposed Darley Road, 
Leichhardt civil and tunnel site operations and emissions 
from aircraft to which residents near the site are already 
exposed. 

The attached extract from Webtrak shows that Darley 
Road, Leichhardt and adjacent streets are directly under 
the flight path. 

Airplane exhaust, like car exhaust, contains a variety of 
air pollutants, including sulfur dioxide and nitrogen 
oxides. Many of these particles of pollution are tiny, 
about a hundred millionths of an inch wide, or smaller 
than the width of a human hair. So-called particulate 
matter that's especially small is the main culprit in 
human health effects, especially since the particulates 
can become wedged deep in the lung and possibly enter 
the bloodstream, scientists say. 

Exposure to loud noise from living under a flight path 
over a long period of time may increase the risk of 
developing high blood pressure or having a stroke, a 
2013 study by researches at the University of Athens 
suggests. 

Researchers examined data from 420 people living near 
busy Athens International Airport in Greece and found 
'living with high noise levels from aircraft, especially at 
night, was associated with high blood pressure. 

Every additional 10 decibels of night-time aircraft noise 
appeared to result in a 69 per cent increased risk of high 

. blood pressure, also known as hypertension. 

The researchers at the University of Athens found that 
around half the participants (just under 45 per pent) 
were exposed to more than 55 decibels of daytime 
aircraft noise, while around one in four (just over 27 per 
cent) were exposed to more than 45 decibels of night-
time aircraft noise. 

Only around one in 10 (11 per cent) were exposed to 
significant road traffic noise of more than 55 decibels. 

Between 2004-6 and 2013, 71 people were newly 
diagnosed with high blood pressure and 44 were 
diagnosed with heart flutter (cardiac arrhythmia), while a 
further 18 had a heart attack, the researchers found. 

I object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd 
because in addition to the existing aircraft emissions and 
noise experienced by people living near the site, this will 
mean an additional cumulative impact of spoil truck 
diesel exhaust emissions and noise every 4 minutes in 
peak hour based on number of truck movements per 
hour and in excess of every 4 minutes per hour in non 
peak permitted construction hours. This will give rise to 
increased health risks from noise and air pollution which 
research suggest will cause increased blood pressure 
and risk of stroke. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: 	Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	

Address: 	 Suburb Post Code 

Signature: 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission tq your website Yes 	No 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the 
reason(s) set out below. 

Cumulative impacts of aircraft noise and construction noise 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the cumulative impact of its 
proposed Darley Road, Leichhardt civil and tunnel site operations and the aircraft noise which the 
residents near the site already endure. 

The attached extract from Webtrak shows that Darley Road, Leichhardt and adjacent streets are directly 
under the flight path. 

Airservices Australia reports that in April to June 2017 the number of average daily noise events over 70 
dBA. In Leichhardt this is an average of 16- 17 per hour over the peak morning period and 16 per hour in 
the early evening peak period. 

Hourly distribution of noise events above 70d3A 

" 	 

I object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd because this will mean an additional cumulative 
impact of spoil truck diesel engine, exhaust and potentially air brake noise every 4 minutes in peak hour 
based on number of truck movements per hour and in excess of every 4 minutes per hour in non peak 
permitted construction hours. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 
39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	

Address: 	 	Suburb Post Code 

Signature: 	 4—./ 
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Yes / 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Pedestrian and cyclist movements 

• I object to the EIS because it fails to describe the 
temporary changes to Darley Road, Leichhardt to 
enable access to and from the ancillary facility that 
would likely be required in relation to the Darley Rd site 
and instead allows for the final plan to be decided by the 
contractor. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site 
(C4) that: 

'Temporary changes to Darley Road to enable access to 
and from the ancillary facility would likely be required. 
These may include changes to line marking to provide a 
temporary turning lane for construction traffic and 
temporary diversions to the pedestrian path on the 
northern side of Darley Road. These would be confirmed 
during detailed design following the appointment of a 
design and construction contractor and in consideration 
of the safety and function of the road network, 
maintaining access to the Leichhardt North light rail stop 
and providing for continued pedestrian and cyclist 
movement. 

It is not clear how continued access, pedestrian and 
cyclist movement will be preserved and I am concerned 
that the impacts have not been correctly identified and  

assessed by the proponent. 

I object to the fact that I am denied the opportunity to 
assess the impacts of all options. I object to the fact 
that I will have no right or opportunity to have input into 
detailed design following the appointment of a design 
and construction contractor. 

Light rail access 

• I object to the EIS because it does not guarantee that 
the existing access to the Leichhardt North light rail stop 
would be maintained at all times. Fig 6-4 indicates that 
only the eastern access will be maintained. This greatly 
disadvantages the elderly and disabled who have to 
walk up a steep hill to the eastern access. If the 
proponent cannot guarantee access to the Leichhardt 
North light rail stop from the existing entry points or from 
points that are accessible to all then the Darley Road, 
Leichhardt construction site should be abandoned. The 
proponent should be directed to find a site where its 
operations will not impact on users of the Light Rail. 
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Attention: 
	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 

39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name:  WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	

Address: 	 	Suburb  Post Code 

Signature: 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Yes 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Truck routes 

• I object to the EIS because it suggests that no local 
roads would be used by heavy vehicles during works yet 
at the same time acknowledges that spoil trucks may 
use local roads in exceptional circumstances which 
include when there is queuing to get into the site. 
Darley Rd is highly congested with traffic queues 
forming during much of the day which will lead to 
que`ues to enter the site. Queuing will not therefore be 
an exceptional circumstance and the result will be that 
spoil trucks are able to use local roads without being in 
breach, which will be often. This is unacceptable to 
residents of Francis, Hubert, William and Charles St and 
I object to the EIS on this basis. As queuing cannot be 
avoided on Darley Rd this clearly shows why this 
location is inappropriate. The proponent should 
abandon a dive site completely or find a location directly 
on the City West Link where spoil trucks will never use 
local roads. Why should residents' lives be put at risk 
because the project must be delivered as soon as 
possible? 

• I object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck 
route options available to the proponent in relation to the 
Darley Rd site, which SMC have on many occasions told 
the community they are contemplating as alternatives. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site 
(C4) that 'It is anticipated that the majority of 
construction traffic would enter the site from the 
southern (westbound) carriageway of Darley Road, 
Leichhardt via new driveways. Heavy vehicles 
associated with spoil haulage would travel eastbound on 
City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, 
Leichhardt. A temporary right turning lane at the 
intersection of City West Link and Darley Road, 
Leichhardt would be provided for use by construction 
vehicles. Heavy vehicles would exit the site by turning 
left onto Darley Road, Leichhardt before turning left onto 
City West Link. 

'Construction traffic may also access the Darley Road 
civil and tunnel site (C4) via the westbound lanes of City 
West Link.' 

'Temporary traffic management measures would be 
established to enable access and egress arrangements. 
These would be detailed in a CTAMP, which would be 
prepared to manage construction traffic associated with 
the project.' 

I object to the proposal for vehicles associated with 
spoil haulage to travel eastbound on City West Link and 
turn right into Darley Rd. This proposal is dangerous  

and the impacts and risks are too great. Darley Rd is 
acknowledged by RMS to be a sub-standard road in 
terms of its construction. The intersection from the city 
west link is a steep blind turn even for traffic coming 
across from James St. This is followed by immediate 
left hand turns into both Francis St and Hubert St. A 
number of properties on Darley Rd would be at risk of 
destruction from spoil haulage trucks in the event of a 
truck having to brake suddenly to avoid stationary 
vehicles. 

The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or 
find a location directly on the City West Link where spoil 
trucks will never use local roads. Why should residents 
lives be put at risk because the project must be 
delivered as soon as possible? 

• I object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck 
route options available to the proponent in relation to the 
Darley Rd site and instead allows for the final plan to be 
detailed in the CTAMP, Preferred Infrastructure Report ' 
or Ancillary Facilities Management Plan. 

Peter Jones of SMC has on many occasions made 
representations to the community that his plan is to 
stage trucks from the port and eventually when possible 
to have them arrive and depart from the site 
underground when a tunnel is established between 
Leichhardt and the M4 East. He has also said that 
loading of spoil would take place underground at this 
time. He has recently told us of his plan to load trucks 
from a ramp off the city west link by means of a hopper 
conveyor which would pass over the Light rail station 
delivering spoil into silos below which trucks would pull 
up to receive their load. The laden trucks would then 
travel west bound along the city west link. None of this 
plan is detailed in the EIS. 

I object to the fact that I .am denied the opportunity to 
assess the impacts of all options. I object to the fact 
that I will have no right or opportunity to have input into 
the CTAMP, PIR or AFMP on matters which will have a 
devastating impact to me and to, residents near 7 Darley 
Rd. 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 

P0 Box Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: 	r0a/rej/C_  

	

Address: 	 ,,,j  tj---- 
- 

	

. 	 . 	i 
Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Suburb: 	E (-6geift (e.._ Postcode 2,0‘.4- 

Signature: 
Please INCLUDE my personal information when publishing th s submission to your website 

reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made any 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Heavy vehicle movements during peak hours - Leichhardt. The EIS states that 'reasonable and practical 
management strategies would be investigated to minimize the volume of heavy vehicle movements during 
peak hours.' (8-53). This is also not acceptable as it is not known what will actually be done to manage this 
impact. It is not good enough for the EIS, which forms the basis of the approval of this project, to simply 

. mention 'investigations' and not detail a proper plan (on which residents can comment) on management of 
heavy vehicle movements during peak hours. In addition, Darley Road is very congested from 7am until 
9.30am and then from 4pm-6.30pm, well outside the 'peak' periods identified in the EIS. And the impact on 
traffic will be caused by 'light' vehicles and not simply heavy vehicles. It is clear that there is no plan for 

• managing these vehicle movements. The EIS should not be approved as drafted. It is unacceptable for this 
volume of vehicles to be proposed for this critical arterial road with no plan for management. 

• 2. Light construction vehicle routes - the EIS acknowledges that these vehicles will use 'dispersed' 
routes (8-62). In other words, construction vehicles will use and park on local roads. The EIS does not 
propose any management as to which roads they use. The addition of 70-100 light vehicle movements 
day in Leichhardt will result in our small, congested streets, which are already at capacity and suffering 
parking shortages, will have the added impact of workers travelling to and from the site and parking in 
local streets. There will be rat running. The EIS should provide an agreed route (using arterial roads 
only) that can be used by all vehicles associated with the project. 

3. EIS is Indicative only - The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for 
residents as to what is proposed and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. 
The EIS states 'the detail of the design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept 
design and is subject to detailed design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful 
contractors.' The community will have no opportunity to comment on the Preferred Infrastructure Report 
which forms the basis of the approval conditions. This means the community will have limited say in the 
management of the impacts identified in the EIS. The EIS needs to provide an opportunity for the 
community to meaningfully input into this report and approval conditions. 

4. Intersection of James St and City West Link - The EIS (8-630 indicates that there will be an increase 
in traffic volume during construction of nearly 400 vehicles during peak hour. The only strategy to manage 
this is allowing a right-hand turn into James Street. This intersection is the third most dangerous in the inner 
west (based on TfNSW's own statistics). There is no analysis of crash statistics at this intersection provided 
in the EIS. The EIS should not be approved in its current form. It needs to provide certainty to the community 
that they will be able to reasonable access this part of the road network in a timely and safe manner. 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals 
as contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Leichhardt Environmental issues - Substation and water treatment plant 
The EIS proposes that 'treated' water from the tunnel will be directly discharged into the 
stormwater drain at Blackmore oval. There are four long-standing rowing clubs in the vicinity 
of this location. This plan will jeopardise the integrity of our waterway and compromise the use 
of the bay for recreational activities for boat and other users. We object in the strongest terms 
to this proposal on environmental and health reasons. 

2. Presence of Substation and water treatment plant - Leichhardt 
There is no detail in the EIS about the impact of the ongoing Motorway maintenance activities 
during operation provided (noise, vibrations, hours of operation, workers on site etc). The 
community therefore cannot comment on the impact that this permanent facility will have on 
the amenity of the area. The erection of this facility should not be approved in the basis that 
no information is provided and therefore impacts (on parking, safety, noise, amenity of the 
area) are not known. 

3. Out-of-hours and night work - Leichhardt 
Because Darley Rd is highly.congested during day time, it is likely there will be frequent out of 
hours and night work. The EIS as drafted effectively permits out of hours to be undertaken 
whenever this is convenient to the contractor. This will create an unacceptable impact on those 
living close to the site. The approval conditions need to prohibit out of hours and night work except 
in genuine exceptional circumstances (for example, a risk to life). It is unacceptable to not provide 
limits and clear rules on such work. 

4. Flooding — Leichhardt 
The EIS states that there may be impacts from flooding which, amongst other things, may disrupt 
drainage systems. Darley Road is in a flood zone and there have been ongoing issued with flooding 
requiring remedial work. This proposal creates an unacceptable risk of flooding and associated 
damage and a major tunnelling site should not be permitted on this site on this ground. There is no 
detail as to how the issues with flooding at Darley Road will be managed and on their potential 
impact on the area. 
Disruption to road network — Leichhardt 

5. Disruption to road network 
The EIS states that there will be 'impacts' that would affect the efficiency of the road network.' No 
detail is provided in the EIS as to how cars will be able to access and cross the City West Link 
once 170 vehicles (heavy and light) access the site on a daily basis. it belies common sense how 
this can even be considered, given its impact on commuter times. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 
parties 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. No need for 'dive' site — Leichhardt. There is no need for the Darley Road site, other than a time saving 
(tunneling) of several months. It is unacceptable that the community should be forCed to endure 5 years of 

• severe disruption to accommodate the timetable of the private contractors. The EIS should not be approved 
on the basis that it contains provision for the Darley Road site without any proper justification as for its need. 

2. Truck routes — Leichhardt: No trucks should be permitted on Darley Road or local roads in Leichhardt 
or Lilyfield. The EIS proposes that all trucks will arrive at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site from 
Haberfield and travel along Darley Road to the site, with a right-hand turn now permitted into James 
Street. The proposed route will result in a truck every 3-4 minutes for 5 years running directly by the 
small houses, on Darley Road. These homes will not be habitable during the five-year construction 
period due to the unacceptable noise impacts. The truck noise will be worsened by their need to travel 
up a steep hill to return to the City West Link, so the noise impacts will affect not just those homes on 
or immediately adjacent to Darley Road. The proposal to run trucks so close to homes is dangerous 
and there have been two fatalities on Darley Road at the proposed site location. The EIS does not 
propose any noise or safety barriers to address this. Despite the unacceptable impact to nearby homes, 
there is no proposal for noise walls, nor any mitigation to individual homes. 

3. Alternative access route for trucks — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there are 'investigations' 
occurring into alternative access to the Darley Road site. The EIS does not provide any detail on which 
residents can comment about alternative access which 'would keep trucks off Darley Road. The plans 
for alternative access should be expedited. It should be a condition of approval that the alternative 
access is confirmed and that no spoil trucks are permitted to access Darley Road due to the 
unacceptable noise, safety and traffic issues that the current proposal creates. 

4. Vegetation: Leichhardt. The mature trees on the Darley Road site should be preserved. If any trees are 
removed during construction it should be a condition of approval that they are replaced with mature trees. 

5. Permanent substation and water treatment plant — Leichhardt: I object to the location of this facility in 
our neighbourhood as out of step with the surroundings. If it is retained, then it should be moved to the north 
of the site, out of view from homes. The residual land should be returned for community purposes such as 
parkland. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 
be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 
parties 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Traffic operational modelling — Leichhardt. The EIS does not provide any operational modelling for 
the Darley Road area (8-11), despite the fact 170 vehicles a day are proposed to enter this highly 
congested (during peak hours) area. Darley Road is a critical arterial road for commuters accessing the 
City West Link and this analysis should be provided so that impacts can be properly assessed. 

2. Crash statistics — City West Link and James St intersection. The EIS only analyses crash statistics 
near the interchanges. It does not provide any detail as to the number of crashes at the James St/City 
West Link intersection which, on Transport for NSW's own figures, is the third most dangerous 
intersection in the inner west. Nor does it comment on the two fatalities that occurred on Darley Road 
near the proposed construction site. The EIS needs to detail the increased risk in crashes that will be 
caused by the additional 170 vehicles a day that are proposed to enter and leave Darley Road during 
the construction period. The EIS needs to detail how this risk of crashes will be managed to an 
acceptable level, which it does not. 

3. Worker parking — Leichhardt. There is provision in the EIS for only a dozen worker car parks and no 
provision for the 100 or so workers who will be permanently based at the Darley Road site for up to five 
years. A major construction site project should not be permitted in a neighbourhood area without allocated 
parking for all workers. No other business would be permitted to be established without this requirement 
being satisfied — why is it acceptable for this project? In addition, the EIS proposes the ,removal of 20 car 
spaced used by residents on Darley Road and will remove the 'kiss and ride' facility at the light rail stop. This 
will result in residents being unable to park in their own street and will increase noise impacts from workers 
doing shift changeovers 24 hours a day. The EIS needs to mandate the use of public transport or provide 
for workers to be bussed in if adequate allocated parking is not provided. 

4. Number of vehicle movements — Leichhardt. The EIS states that there will be 170 heavy and light vehicle 
movements a day during construction (5 years). There is no guarantee that these figures are accurate as 
they are indicative only. The effect of these'movements will be drastically increased commuter times for 
anyone accessing the City West Link during peak periods. The Darley Road site is equally busy on Saturday 
and this is not accounted for or acknowledged in the EIS. The EIS should not permit this number of vehicle 
movements and should be rejected on this basis as there is no plan as to how this will be managed. Referring 
to a future traffic management plan is inadequate — there is no guarantee that any such plan will be able to 
manage this traffic impact to an acceptable level. 

5. Access routes — Leichhardt. The EIS .states that all construction vehicles will enter and leave via Darley 
Road. Although near the City West Link, Darley Rd abuts a large number of small, local streets and homes 
and streets near Darley Road will be impacted by a heavpvehicle movement every 3-4 minutes. This is an 
unacceptable impact. No heavy or light vehicle movements should be permitted on Darley Road whatsoever 
and an alternative route which does not involve Darley-  Road is the only route that should be approved. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Traffic diversions — Leichhardt. The EIS states that 'temporary diversions along Darley Road may be 
required during construction' (8-65). No detail is provided as to when these diversions would occur; 
there is no provision for consultation with the community; no detail as to how long the diversions will be 
in place and no comment on the impact of diversions on local roads or the amenity of residents. Will 
diversions occur at night? If so, down what streets? Diverting the arterial traffic from Darley Road down 
local streets (which are not designed for heavy vehicle volumes) will result in damage to streets, sleep 
disturbances for residents and create safety issues. There is also childcare centre and a school near 
the William Street/Elswick Street intersection which will be impacted by diverting vehicles onto local 
roads. It is unacceptable for proposed road diversions not to be detailed whatsoever in the EIS. The 
EIS should not be approved without setting out the impacts of road diversions On residents and 
businesses. 

2. Permanent water treatment plant and substation — Leichhardt The proposal to locate this permanent 
structure in a residential setting is opposed. The site will have a negative visual impact on the area and is in 
direct line of sight of a number of homes. If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the site 
further from homes. 

3. Discharge of water into storm water at Blackmore Oval — Leichhardt The permanent substation and 
water treatment plant proposed for the Darley Road site facility should not be approved as part of the EIS. It 
proposes discharging water from the tunnels into the storm water canal near Blackmore Oval. This will 
devastate our waterways and impact negatively on the amenity of the bay which has four rowing clubs in 
close proximity. In addition, the environmental impacts of this discharge are not properly set out in the EIS. 

4. Impacts not provided — Permanent water treatment plant and substation .— The EIS states that 
there will be an office, worker parking and buildings to accommodate this facility on a permanent basis. 
It does not provide any detail as to — noise impacts, numbers of workers on site, any health risks 
associated with the facility. This is simply inadequate and the decision to locate this facility should be 
subject to a thorough assessment and approval process. It should not be approved as part of this EIS 
as there is simply no detail provided about the impact of this facility on the amenity of the area. 

5. Removal of vegetation — Leichhardt. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the Darley • 
Road site. There are several mature trees located on the north of the site. None of these trees should be 
removed as they provide precious greenery. They also act as a visual and noise screen for residents from 
the City West Link traffic. All efforts should be taken to retain the trees and the EIS should not simply permit 
these trees to be removed without proper investigations being undertaken as to how they can be retained. If 
they are removed 9followign a proper investigation and consideration of all options) then the approval needs 
to specify that all streets are replaced with mature, native trees at the conclusion of the construction at the 
site. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 
parties 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Acquisition and demolition of Dan Murphys - I object to the acquisition of this site on the basis that Dan 
Murphys renovated and started a new business in December 2016, in full knowledge that they were to be 
acquired, with the acquisition process commencing early November 2016. This is maladministration of public 
money and the tax payer should not be left to foot the compensation bill in these circumstances. It is also 
wasteful that several million dollars was spent on renovations, for the entire structure to de demolished less 

' than 18 months later. 
2. Night works - Leichhardt. The EIS states that to minimize disruptions to traffic on the existing road network 

(including in peak hours) there will be night works where appropriate. Given the congested nature of Darley 
Road, it is likely there will be frequent night work (EIS, 6.4). This will create an unacceptable impact in 
residents. It is unacceptable that a highly unsuitable site has been selected. And, instead of a proper plan to 
manage traffic, the EIS contemplate work simply occurring at night. This is objected to in the strongest terms. 

3. Additional facilities. The EIS states that the contractor may decide upon additional 'construction ancillary 
facilities' to the 12 identified in the EIS. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be more 
unidentified sites taken, as residents will have no opportunity to comment on their impacts. The approval 
condition should limit any construction facilities to those already notified and detailed in the EIS. 

4. Permanent substation and water treatment plant - Residents on Darley Rd opposite the site and residents 
in Hubert St will have a direct line of site to the Motorway operation infrastructure. The resultant impact is a 
permanent degradation of the visual environment, is a loss of amenity and is detrimental to the community. 
This facility should not be permitted in this location and the EIS needs to demonstrate why it is required at 

• this site. If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the site out of line of site of residents. The 
residual land should be returned for community purposes, such as green space, with future commercial uses 
ruled out. If the community is forced to endure 5 years of severe disruptions due to this toll road, the 
compensation should, at the very least, result in the land being returned to the community as green space. 

5. Noise mitigation - Leichhardt. The noise mitigation proposed in the EIS is unacceptable. No detail of 
• noise walls is provided, giving residents no opportunity to comment on whether final impacts are acceptable. 

This is despite the fact 36 homes are identified in the EIS as severely affected by construction noise. The 
acoustic shed proposed is of the lowest grade and does not cover the entire site, resulting in noise impacts 
from the movement of trucks in and out of the tunnel access point. The highest grade acoustic shed should 
be provided, with the shed covering the entire site. The additional noise mitigation such as noise walls, need 
to be set out in detail so that residents can properly comment on the impacts. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 
be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 
parties 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Construction hours — Leichhardt. The EIS states that works affecting parts of the surface road network 
'subject to high traffic volumes' will occur out of hours. As Darley Road falls into this category it is likely 
residents will be subjected to regular out of hours works. This is an unacceptable impact given the EIS 
provides for 10 weeks of surface works. Any approval conditions need to place a reasonable and enforceable 
limit on the number of nights of out of hours work. 

2. EIS is 'indicative only' The EIS states that the EIS is indicative only and can be subject to change by the 
contractor. In addition, the community will have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs, nor on 
the preferred Infrastructure Report. The EIS should not be approved as it does not give the community a 
meaningful opportunity to comment on the impacts to which it will be subject to as a result of this project. 

3. Lack of information The EIS sets out the 'consultation' which has occurred with the community over the 
past 12 months. However, these consultation sessions have not provided any meaningful information. And 
in the EIS no detail is provided as to how impacts will be managed. For example, the traffic will be subject to 
a traffic management plan. What is traffic cannot be managed to an acceptable level at Darley Road? The 
EIS does not provide any assurance that impacts such as congestion caused by the addition of 170 vehicle 
movements a day at the Darley Road site, will be managed to an acceptable level. 

4. Blackmore oval. The EIS states that Blackmore Oval was not taken for this project as a result of feedback 
from the community. I understand that the site was unsuitable for tunneling as it suffered from flooding and 
was ruled out on this basis. The EIS should not contain misrepresentations such as this. 

5. Flooding — Leichhardt. Darley Road and adjacent streets such as Hubert St are exposed to flood. The flood 
impact could be exacerbated by the disruption or blockage of existing drainage networks, which are risks 
identified in the EIS. The EIS has not assessed whether the identified risk to the existing drainage network 
will cause increased risk of flood damage to flood lots and it fails to take account of the Inner West Council's 
Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan which contains recommended flood modification options. The 
EIS has not assessed.whether its drainage infrastructure will impede .the Inner West Council's Leichhardt 
Floodplain Risk Management Plan option HC_FM3 to lay additional pipes/culverts from Elswick Street to 
Hawthorne Canal . (via Regent Street and Darley Road). RMS has not assessed whether its drainage 
infrastructure will impede Inner West Council's Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan option 
HC_FM4 to lay additional pipes/ culverts from William Street to Hawthorne Canal via Hubert Street and 
Darley Road. The EIS should not be approved as it has not properly explained or assessed these impacts. 

6. Leichhardt North Light Rail — The presence of hundreds of trucks and heavy machinery at the Darley Road 
site will make it difficult and hazardous for pedestrians to access the light rail. There is no detail in the EIS 
as to how this impact will be managed and the EIS should not be approved without properly identifying 
management strategies for this risk. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 
be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 
parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
Suburb: . .Postcode.. 

Signature 	- 

I submit my objection  to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, for the following 
reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application and require preparation of a genuine, not indicative, EIS  

o An on-line interactive map was published with the M4-M5 Concept Design that indicated a very wide yellow 'swoosh' 
that is upwards of a kilometre wide in some sections of the M4-M5 proposals. SMC have NEVER publicly published or 
acknowledged that the contractor to be appointed to build the tunnels will be 'encouraged' to do so within the yellow 
swoosh footprint, but may go outside the indicative swoosh area if found necessary after further geotech and survey 
work. The proposed Sydney Water Tunnels surveys (EIS 12-57) could potentially see a dramatic change in the tunnel 
alignments in the Newtown area. Why were these surveys not done during the past three years such that 'definitive' 
rather than 'indicative' alignments could be published. The EIS should be withdrawn till such time that it is a true and 
fair 'definitive' document open for genuine public comment. 

o I object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the project 
on the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured that 
the land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this facility will 
forever prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users required to walk down 
a dark and winding path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is to be located then it 
should be moved to the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual impact on residents. 

o Traffic operational modelling — Leichhardt. The EIS does not provide any operational modelling for the Darley Road 
area (8-11), despite the fact 170 vehicles a day are proposed to enter this highly congested (during peak hours) area. 
Darley Road is a critical arterial road for commuters accessing the City West Link and this analysis should be provided 
so that impacts can be properly assessed. 

o There is a higher than average number of shift workers in the Inner West. The EIS acknowledges that even allowing 
for mitigation measures such as acoustic sheds and noise walls, shift workers will be more vulnerable to impacts of 
years of construction work and will consequently be at risk of a loss of quality of life, loss of productivity and chronic 
mental and physical illness. 

o The project directly affected five listed heritage items, including demolition of the storm water canal at Rozelle. 
Twenty-one other statutory heritage items of State or local heritage significant would be subject to indirect impacts 
through vibration, settlement and visual setting. And directly affected nine individual buildings as assessed as being 
potential local heritage items. It is unacceptable that heritage items are removed or potentially damaged and the 
approval should prohibit such destruction. (Executive Summary xviii) 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this 
submission. 

2. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a reliable basis on which to base the 
approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful 
feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the Government to provide a consultation process 
because the designs are 'indicative' only and subject to change. Because of this the EIS has many caveats and 
depends upon further steps (such as traffic management plans), the detail of which is not provided. The 
community has no certainty that any of the impacts from construction will be managed to an acceptable level. 

3. There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will significantly 
worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas: No additional mitigation or any compensation is 
offered for residents for these periods (Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents should have 
these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no attempt to measure or 
mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of Construction noise exposure. 

4. The EIS states that there may be a 'small increase in pollutant concentrations' near surface roads. The EIS 
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and 
'particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be 'acceptable.' We 
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because of 
these impacts. (Executive Summary xvi) 

5. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the 
fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and 
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii) 

6. There are 36 homes identified as having severe noise impacts during construction in Leichhardt and Lilyfield. 
No noise barriers have been identified so residents are unable to comment as to whether this impact will be 
reduced. No proposal for alternative accommodation is provided. This is unacceptable and all of the proposed 
noise mitigation options should be detailed in the EIS so that residents have an opportunity to comment on 
what is proposed. (Executive Summary xvii) 

7. There ispo plan to manage traffic on Darley Road proposed in the EIS. This critical arterial road is regularly 
congested at peak periods. Reference in the EIS to developing a traffic management plan in the future is not 
acceptable. The detail of what is proposed needs to be contained in the EIS so that residents can assess whether 
the impact of 170 light and heavy vehicle movements a day in and out of the site can be acceptably managed. 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the selection Of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds. 

2. I object to the proposal that 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day will occur at this site. This will create an 
unacceptable risk to pedestrians and bicycle users. The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley 
Road site. The alternative proposal which provides that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the 
only proposal that should be considered. The EIS does not mention that many students walk or ride to Orange Grove 
and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road. There are also a number of childcare centres very close 
to the Darley Road site. 

3. I object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the project 
on the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured 
that the land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this 
facility will forever prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users 
required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is 
to be located then it should be moved to the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual 
impact on residents. 

4. Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of 
damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and 
less this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be repaired 
at the Government's expense. However, no details or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project 
should not be approved with such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of damage and 
how and when it will be repaired. It will lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage 
structural engineers and lawyers to prove that the damage was linked to WestConnex works, with no assurance that 
this property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed. 

5. The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory 
environmental and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable and the 
EIS does not provide the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is deprived of any 
opportunity to comment on their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be additional 
ventilation facilities that are not disclosed in the EIS. 

6. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a strict 
prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already suffering the worst 
construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and 
additional noise impacts. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker 
parking on all of these streets. 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

I . I object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this submission. 
2. I object because of the unacceptable risk it will create to the safety of our community. Darley Road is a known 

accident and traffic blackspot and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of 
accidents. On Transport for NSW's own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the , 
third most dangerous in the inner west. 

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the site. 
Given the constraints of the Darley Road site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS needs to be amended to 
remove queuing as an exceptional circumstance. The truck movements should properly managed by the contractor 
so that there is no queuing. This exception will make it easier for contractors to neglect their obligation to monitor 
and manage truck movements in and out of the site and needs to be removed. The EIS needs to specifically provide 
that all local streets abutting Darley Road and expressly prohibited truck movements (including parking) on these 
streets. This should include all streets from the north (James St) to the south (Falls Road), which are near the 
project footprint. 

4. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three years. 
The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works 
on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised. 

5. The EIS states that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation. The 
additional mitigation is mentioned but not proposed or any detail provided. All possible mitigation should be 
included as a condition of approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial above ground invasive works will be 
required-to demolish the Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The EIS noise projections indicate that for 
10 weeks residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS does not contain a plan to manage or mitigate 
this terrible impact. There is no detail as to which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary relocation; there are 
no details of any noise walls or what treatments will be provided to individual homes that are badly affected. The 
approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact will be managed and minimised during the 
construction period and, in particular, during site establishment. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site on 
the basis that the works required (demolition and surface works) will create unacceptable and unbearable noise and 
vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates that at least 36 homes will basically be unlivable during this 
period. In addition, the planned 170 heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction 
noise. 

6. The EIS does not even mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels 
identified are misleading. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts 
it will have on surrounding homes and businesses. 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys site on Darley Road for the creation of a civil and tunnel 

works site:  

2. The Darley Road site.has many issues which make tunneling at this point an unacceptable risk, including that it is in 

a flood zone. This proposal will worsen the existing flooding risk. The mitigation suggested in the EIS is not 

adequate. 

3. The EIS states that property damage will oocurdue to ground movement may occur. The EIS states that 'settlement, 

induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment'. 

The proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable risk of ground movement. We object to the project in its 

entirety on this basis. The risk of ground movement is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 metres. However, 

some tunnelling is at lessthan 10 metres. 

4. The EIS states that 'a preferred noise mitigation option' would be determined during 'detailed design'. This 

approach deprives residents of any ability to comment on the detailed designs. (Executive Summary xvi) 

5. The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. Therefore, noise levels identified inthe 

EISare misleading. The EIS states there will be at least 10 weeks of severe noise impacts during the time that Dan 

Murphys is demolished and the road prepared. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the 

unacceptable noise impacts it will have on surrounding homes and businesses, with at least 36 homes identified as 

suffering extreme noise interference for this initial 10-week period. 

6. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the DarieyRoad site which includes several mature trees. I object to 

the removal of these trees which create a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the trees 

are removed they must be replaced with mature trees as soon as the remediation of the site commences. 

7. There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be safe. The EIS simply states that 'the 

ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions fronn the tunnel and are predicted to have 

negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the impacts on air 

quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the impact. 

8. The proposal fOr a permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road will prevent 

direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affectthe future uses of the site once the project is completed. 

The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the 

area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct 

line of sight to the facility. It should not be permitted to be located on this site. 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 

application, for the following reasons: 

1. I further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this 

submission. 

2. The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed and does 
not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states 'the detail of the design and construction 
approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed design and construction planning to 
be undertaken by the successful contractors.' The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a 
reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine 
opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the Government to 
provide a consultation process because the designs are 'indicative' only and subject to change. Because of this the 
EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of project delivery. The additional effect of 
this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the Council will be unable to undertake compliance 
activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack any substantial detail. 

3. The impacts in the EIS are misleading because they do not include any detail of the cumulative impact caused by 
the overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 (of up to one year). No additional mitigation or any 
compensation is offered for residents for these periods (Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents 
should have these prolonged periods of exposure to multiple WestConnex projects. The EIS makes no attempt to 
measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure. Nor does the 
EIS provide for any traffic management to prevent rat running during the period of construction, when Stages 1 and 
2 have opened. The EIS should not be approved without this detail and adequate plaris to manage this impact. 

4. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the fact 
that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and 
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii) 

5. The EIS states that all vegetation on the Darley Road site will be removed. This includes a mature large tree 
which provides a visual and noise barrier from the City West Link. The tree should not be permitted to be 
removed. 

6. Despite the fact the EIS identifies over 30 homes with severe noise impacts, no mitigation is mandated. While the 
possibility of noise walls is flagged, along with in-home treatments, none of this is a requirement. Nor is any detail 
provided on which residents or business owners can comment. No noise barriers have been proposed. This is 
unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary 
xvii) 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds. 

2. The period of construction proposed is unacceptably long. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that 
the Darley Road site would be operational for three years while the EIS states that it will be operational for 5 
years. This period creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a 
three-year program as was promised. 

3. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level and the EIS should not be 
approved on this basis. The EIS states that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at 
the Darley road construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the 
Leichhardt or St Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of 
nearby residents and businesses. 

4. No truck movements should be permitted on Darley Rd or any local roads in Leichhardt or adjoining suburbs. The 
EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley 
Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also 
compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this 
critical arterial road providing access to and across the City West Link. The EIS states that an alternative truck 
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road. 
I object to the selection of the Darley Rd site altogether, but propose this alternative, which appears to represent 
the least worst impact, should be chosen if this site is to be used. 

5. I object to the number of truck movements proposed at the Darley Road site. The EIS states that there will be daily 
movements of 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of 
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on 
Darley Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at 
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck 
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The selection 
of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, as is currently provided. 

6. No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking is at a 
premiUm in this area and many residents do not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five 
years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of 'kiss and ride facilities' at the 
light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account in the 
EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on local streets 
and provide a plan for enforcement (to be paid for my SMC and not by the Inner West Council). 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. 	I object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys site on Darley Road for the creation of a civil and tunnel 
works site as it will create unacceptable noise impacts for the community and lead to traffic chaos, along with 
creating an increased risk of accidents to pedestrians and cycle users. 

2.. The substation and water treatment plant proposed for Darley Road should be moved to the north end of the site 
near the City West link so that it is less visible to residents. There are no homes that will have direct line of site of the 
facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access to the light rail without the need to use the 
winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and adds to the time required to access the light rail 
stop. 

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in 'exceptional circumstances', which includes queuing at the site. Given 
the acknowledged constraints of the Darley Rd site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site for Dan 
Murphy's), queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS, as pertains to the Darley Road site, needs to be 
amended to rule out queuing as an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads. 

4. At the conclusion of the construction period, the Darley Road site should be returned to the community as 
compensation for the imposition of this construction site in our neighbourhood for a 5-year period. If the substation 
and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site, then the lower half of the site (which is the most 
accessible end) could be converted into open space with mature trees planted. As this site is immediately adjacent 
to the bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that support active transport could be included. This would result 
increase the green space for residents and result in a pleasant green environment for pedestrians, rather than a 
fenced facility. The approval conditions need to mandate that the Darley Rd site is to be preserved as green space 
or other community purposes at the conclusion of the construction period. 

5. No trucks (heavy or light) should be permitted on any streets adjacent to Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James 
Street to Falls Street). A blanket prohibition should be in force with respect to any worker vehicles from the 
construction site parking on these local streets. These homes will already suffer the worst construction impacts . 
and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and the additional noise impacts of additional cars 
on their street. These local streets are not designed to handle heavy vehicle movements. Therefore, any approval 
conditions need to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker parking on all local streets 
adjacent to Darley Road. 

6. Any approval conditions and the relevant construction contracts must require that all workers to the Darley Rd site 
are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail, with no parking whatsoever permitted on local roads 
adjacent to the Darley Road site. The site currently provides only 11 car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day 
on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a strict requirement on workers to use public 
transport or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in place against parking on local streets. 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
,application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys site on Darley Road for the Creation of a civil and tunnel 
works site as it will create unacceptable noise impacts for the community and lead to traffic chaos, along with 
creating an increased risk of accidents to pedestrians and cycle users. 

2. The substation and water treatment plant proposed for Darley Road should be moved to the north end of the site 
near the City West link so that it is less visible to residents. There are no homes that will have direct line of site of the 
facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access to the light rail without the need to use the 
winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and adds to the time required to access the light rail 
stop. 

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in 'exceptional circumstances', which includes queuing at the site. Given 
the acknowledged constraints of the Darley Rd site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site for Dan 
Murphy's), queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS, as pertains to the Darley Road site, needs to be 
amended to rule out queuing as an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads. 

4. At the conclusion of the construction period, the Darley Road site should be returned to the community as 
compensation for the imposition of this construction site in our neighbourhood for a 5-year period: If the substation 
and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site, then the lower half of the site (which is the most 
accessible end) could be converted into open space with mature trees planted. As this site is immediately adjacent 
to the bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that support active transport could be included. This would result 
increase the green space for residents and result in a pleasant green environment for pedestrians, rather than a 
fenced facility. The approval conditions need to mandate that the Darley Rd site is to be preserved as green space 
or other community purposes at the conclusion of the construction period. 

5. No trucks (heavy or light) should be permitted on any streets adjacent to Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James 
Street to Falls Street). A blanket prohibition should be in force with respect to any worker vehicles from the 
construction site parking on these local streets. These homes will already suffer the worst construction impacts 
and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and the additional noise impacts of additional cars 
on their street. These local streets are not designed to handle heavy vehicle movements. Therefore, any approval 
conditions need to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker parking on all local streets 
adjacent to Darley Road. 

6. Any approval conditions and the relevant construction contracts must require that all workers to the Darley Rd site 
are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail, with no parking whatsoever permitted on local roads 
adjacent to the Darley Road site. The site currently provides only 11 car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day 
on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a strict requirement on workers to use public 
transport or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in place against parking on local streets. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
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object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Construction hours — Leichhardt. The EIS states that works affecting parts of the surface road network 
'subject to high traffic volumes' will occur out of hours. As Darley Road falls into this category it is likely 
residents will be subjected to regular out of hours works. This is an unacceptable impact given the EIS 
provides for 10 weeks of surface works. Any approval conditions need to place a reasonable and enforceable 
limit on the number of nights of out of hours work. 

2. EIS is 'indicative only' The EIS states that the EIS is indicative only and can be subject to change by the 
contractor. In addition, the community will have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs, nor on 
the preferred Infrastructure Report. The EIS should not be approved as it does not give the community a 
meaningful opportunity to comment on the impacts to which it will be subject to as a result of this project. 

3. Lack of information, The EIS sets out the 'consultation' which has occurred with the community over the 
past 12 months. However, these consultation sessions have not provided any meaningful information. And 
in the EIS no detail is provided as to how impacts will be managed. For example, the traffic will be subject to 
a traffic management plan. What is traffic cannot be managed to an acceptable level at Darley Road? The 
EIS does not provide any assurance that impacts such as congestion caused by the addition of 170 vehicle 
movements a day at the Darley Road site, will be managed to an acceptable level. 

4. Blackmore oval. The EIS states that Blackmore Oval was not taken for this project as a result of feedback 
from the community. I understand that the site was unsuitable for tunneling as it suffered from flooding and 
was ruled out on this basis. The EIS should not contain misrepresentations such as this. 

5. Flooding — Leichhardt. Darley Road and adjacent streets such as Hubert St are exposed to flood. The flood 
impact could be exacerbated by the disruption or blockage of existing drainage networks, which are risks 
identified in the EIS. The EIS has not assessed whether the identified risk to the existing drainage network 
will cause increased risk of flood damage to flood lots and it fails to take account of the Inner West Council's 
Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan which contains recommended flood modification options. The 
EIS has not assessed whether its drainage infrastructure will impede the Inner West Council's Leichhardt 
Floodplain Risk Management Plan option HC_FM3 to lay additional pipes/culverts from Elswick Street to 
Hawthorne Canal (via Regent Street and Darley Road). RMS has not assessed whether its drainage 
infrastructure will . impede Inner West Council's Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan option 
HC_FM4 to lay additional pipes/ culverts from William Street to Hawthorne Canal via Hubert Street and 
Darley Road. The EIS should not be approved as it has not properly explained or assessed these impacts. 

6. Leichhardt North Light Rail — The presence of hundreds of trucks and heavy machinery at the Darley Road 
site will make it difficult and hazardous for pedestrians to access the light rail. There is no detail in the EIS 
as to how this impact will be managed and the EIS should not be approved without properly identifying 
management strategies for this risk. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 
be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 
parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

I . I object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this submission. 

2. I object because of the unacceptable risk it will create to the safety of our community. Darley Road is a known 
accident and traffic blackspot and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of 
accidents. On Transport for NSW's own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the 
third most dangerous in the inner west. 

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the site. 
Given the constraints of the Darley Road site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS needs to be amended to 

remove queuing as,  an exceptional circumstance. The truck movements should properly managed by the contractor 
so that there is no queuing. This exception will make it easier for contractors to neglect their obligation to monitor 
and manage truck movements in and out of the site and needs to be removed. The EIS needs to specifically provide 
that all local streets abutting Darley Road and expressly prohibited truck movements (including parking) on these 
streets. This should include all streets from the north (James St) to the south (Falls Road), which are near the 

project footprint. 
4. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three years. 

The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works 
on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised. 

5. The EIS states that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation. The 
additional mitigation is mentioned but not proposed or any detail provided. All possible mitigation should be 
included as a condition of approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial above ground invasive works will be 
required to demolish the Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The'EIS noise projections indicate that for 
10 weeks residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS does not contain a plan to manage or mitigate 
this terrible impact. There is no detail as to which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary relocation; there are 
no details of any noise walls or what treatments will be provided to individual homes that are badly affected. The 
approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact will be managed and minimised during the 
construction period and, in particular, during site establishment. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site on 
the basis that the works required (demolition and surface works) will -create unacceptable and unbearable Poise and 
vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates that at least 36 homes will basically be unlivable during this 

period. In addition, the planned 1 70 heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction 

noise. 
6. The EIS does not even mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels 

identified are misleading. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts 
it will have on surrounding homes and businesses. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Acquisition and demolition of Dan Murphys — I object to the acquisition of this site on the basis that Dan 
Murphys renovated and started a new business in December 2016, in full knowledge that they were to be 
acquired, with the acquisition process commencing early November 2016. This is maladministration of public 
money and the tax payer should not be left to foot the compensation bill in these circumstances. It is also 
wasteful that several million dollars was spent on renovations, for the entire structure to de demolished less 
than 18 months later. 

2. Night works'— Leichhardt. The EIS states that to minimize disruptions to traffic on the existing road network 
(including in peak hours) there will be night works where appropriate. Given the congested nature of Darley 
Road, it is likely there will be frequent night work (EIS, 6.4). This will create an unacceptable impact in 
residents. It is unacceptable that a highly unsuitable site has been selected. And, instead of a proper plan to 
manage traffic, the EIS contemplate work simply occurring at night. This is objected to in the strongest terms. 

3. Additional facilities. The EIS states that the contractor may decide upon additional 'construction ancillary 
facilities' to the 12 identified in the EIS. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be more 
unidentified sites taken, as residents will have no opportunity to comment on their impacts. The approval 
condition should limit any construction facilities to those already notified and detailed in the EIS. 

4. Permanent substation and water treatment plant - Residents on Darley Rd opposite the site and residents 
in Hubert St will have a direct line of site to the Motorway operation infrastructure. The resultant impact is a 
permanent degradation of the visual environment, is a loss of amenity and is detrimental to the community. 
This facility should not be permitted in this location and the EIS needs to demonstrate why it is required at 
this site. If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the site out of line of site of residents. The 
residual land should be returned for community purposes, such as green space, with future commercial uses 
ruled out. If the community is forced to endure 5 years of severe disruptions due to this toll road, the 
compensation should, at the very least, result in the land being returned to the community as green space. 

5. Noise mitigation — Leichhardt. The noise mitigation proposed in the EIS is unacceptable. No detail of 
noise walls is provided, giving residents no opportunity to comment on whether final impacts are acceptable. 
This is despite the fact 36 homes are identified in the EIS as severely affected by construction noise. The 
acoustic shed proposed is of the lowest grade and does not cover the entire site, resulting in noise impacts 
from the movement of trucks in and out of the tunnel access point. The highest grade acoustic shed should 
be provided, with the shed covering the entire site. The additional noise mitigation such as noise walls, need 
to be set out in detail so that residents can properly comment on the impacts. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 
be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 
parties 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds. 

2. 1 object to the proposal that 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day will occur at this site. This will create an 
unacceptable risk to pedestrians and bicycle users. The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley 
Road site. The alternative proposal which provides that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the 
only proposal that should be considered. The EIS does not mention that many students walk or ride to Orange Grove 
and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road. There are also a number of childcare centres very close 
to the Darley Road site. 

3. I object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the project 
on the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured 
that the land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this 
facility will forever prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users 
required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is 
to be located then it should be moved to the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual 
impact on residents. 

4. Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of 
damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and 
less this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be repaired 
at the Government's expense. However, no details or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project 
should not be approved with such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of damage and 
how and when it will be repaired. It will lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage 
structural engineers and lawyers to prove that the damage was linked to WestConnex works, with no assurance that 
this property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed. 

5. The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory 
environmental and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable and the 
EIS does not provide the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is deprived of any 
opportunity to comment on their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be additional 
ventilation facilities that are not disclosed in the EIS. 

6. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a strict 
prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already suffering the worst 
construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and 
additional noise impacts. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker 
parking on all of these streets. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Traffic operational modelling — Leichhardt. The EIS does not provide any operational modelling for 
the Darley Road area (8-11), despite the fact 170 vehicles a day are proposed to enter this highly 
congested (during peak hours) area. Darley Road is a critical arterial road for commuters accessing the 
City West Link and this analysis should be provided so that impacts can be properly assessed. 

2. Crash statistics — City West Link and James St intersection. The EIS only analyses crash statistics 
near the interchanges. It does not provide any detail as to the number of crashes at the James St/City 
West Link intersection which, on Transport for NSVV's own figures, is the third most dangerous 
intersection in the inner west. Nor does it comment on the two fatalities that occurred on Darley Road 
near the proposed construction site. The EIS needs to detail the increased risk in crashes that will be 
caused by the additional 170 vehicles a day that are proposed to enter and leave Darley Road during 
the construction period. The EIS needs to detail how this risk of crashes will be managed to an 
acceptable level, which it does not. 

3. Worker parking — Leichhardt. There is provision in the EIS for only a dozen worker car parks and no 
provision for the 100 or so workers who will be permanently based at the Darley Road site for up to five 
years. A major construction site project should not be permitted in a neighbourhood area without allocated 
parking for all workers. No other business would be permitted to be established without this requirement 
being satisfied — why is it acceptable for this project? In addition, the EIS proposes the removal of 20 car 
spaces used by residents on Darley Road and will remove the `kiss and ride' facility at the light rail stop. This 
will result in residents being unable to park in their own street and will increase noise impacts from workers 
doing shift changeovers 24 hours a day. The EIS needs to mandate the use of public transport or provide 
for workers to be bussed in if adequate allocated parking is not provided. 

4. Number of vehicle movements— Leichhardt. The EIS states that there will be 170 heavy and light vehicle 
movements a day during construction (5 years). There is no guarantee that these figures are accurate as 
they are indicative only. The effect of these movements will be drastically increased commuter times for 
anyone accessing the City West Link during peak periods. The Darley Road site is equally busy on Saturday 
and this is not accounted for or acknowledged in the EIS. The EIS should not permit this number of vehicle 
movements and should be rejected on this basis as there is no plan as to how this will be managed. Referring 
to a future traffic management plan is inadequate — there is no guarantee that any such plan will be able to 
manage this traffic impact to an acceptable level. 

5. Access routes — Leichhardt. The EIS states that all construction vehicles will enter and leave via Darley 
Road. Although near the City West Link, Darley Rd abuts a large number of small, local streets and homes 
and streets near Darley Road will be impacted by a heavy vehicle movement every 3-4 minutes. This is an 
unacceptable impact. No heavy or light vehicle movements should be permitted on Darley Road whatsoever 
and an alternative route which does not involve Darley Road is the only route that should be approved. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Traffic diversions — Leichhardt. The EIS states that 'temporary diversions along Darley Road may be 
required during construction' (8-65). No detail is provided as to when these diversions would occur; 
there is no provision for consultation with the community; no detail as to how long the diversions will be 
in place and no comment on the impact of diversions on local roads or the amenity of residents. Will 
diversions occur at night? If so, down what streets? Diverting the arterial traffic from Darley Road down 
local streets (which are not designed for heavy vehicle volumes) will result in damage to streets, sleep 
disturbances for residents and create safety issues. There is also childcare centre and a school near 
the William Street/Elswick Street intersection which will be impacted by diverting vehicles onto local 
roads. It is unacceptable for proposed road diversions not to be detailed whatsoever in the EIS. The 
EIS should not be approved without setting out the impacts of road diversions on residents and 
businesses. 

2. Permanent water treatment plant and substation — Leichhardt The proposal to locate this permanent 
structure in a residential setting is opposed. The site will have a negative visual impact on the area and is in 
direct line of sight of a number of homes. If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the site 
further from homes. 

3. Discharge of water into storm water at Blackmore Oval — Leichhardt The permanent substation and 
water treatment plant proposed for the Darley Road site facility should not be approved as part of the EIS. It 
proposes discharging water from the tunnels into the storm water canal near Blackmore Oval. This will 
devastate our waterways and impact negatively on the amenity of the bay which has four rowing clubs in 
close proximity. In addition, the environmental impacts of this discharge are not properly set out in the EIS. 

4. Impacts not provided — Permanent water treatment plant and substation — The EIS states that 
there will be an office, worker parking and buildings to accommodate this facility on a permanent basis. 
It does not provide any detail as to — noise impacts, number i of workers on site, any health risks 
associated with the facility. This is simply inadequate and the decision to locate this facility should be 
subject to a thorough assessment and approval process. It should not be approved as part of this EIS 
as there is simply no detail provided about the impact of this facility orl the amenity of the area. 

5. Removal of vegetation — Leichhardt. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the Darley 
Road site. There are several mature trees located on the north of the site. None of these trees should be 
removed as they provide precious greenery. They also act as a visual and noise screen for residents from 
the City West Link traffic. All efforts should be taken to retain the trees and the EIS should not simply permit 
these trees to be removed without proper investigations being undertaken as to how they can be retained. If 
they are removed 9f0110wign a proper investigation and consideration of all options) then the approval needs 
to specify that all streets are replaced with mature, native trees at the conclusion of the construction at the 
site. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must ' 
be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 
parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) 
set out below. 

Cumulative impacts of aircraft emissions and spoil truck emissions 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the cumulative impact of emissions from spoil . 
truck vehicles from it proposed Darley Road, Leichhardt civil and tunnel site operations and emissions from aircraft to 
which residents near the site are already exposed. 

The attached extract from Webtrak shows that Darley Road, Leichhardt and adjacent streets are directly under the flight 
path. 

Owe 	 (tordn
, 
 ey 

Airplane exhaust, like car exhaust, contains a variety of air pollutants; including sulfur dioxide and nitrogen oxides. Many 
of these particles of pollution are tiny, about a hundred millionths of an inch wide, or smaller than the width of a human 
hair. So-called particulate matter that's especially small is the main culprit in human health effects, especially since the 
particulates can become wedged deep in the lung and possibly enter the bloodstream, scientists say. 

Exposure to loud noise from living under a flight path over a long period of time may increase the risk of developing high 
blood pressure or having a stroke, a 2013 study by researches at the University of Athens suggests. 

Researchers examined data from 420 people living near busy Athens International Airport in Greece and found living with 
high noise levels from aircraft, especially at night, was associated with high blood pressure. 

Every additional 10 decibels of night-time aircraft noise appeared to result in a 69 per cent increased risk of high blood 
pressure, also known as hypertension. • 

The researchers at the University of Athens found that around half the participants (just under 45 per pent) were exposed 
to more than 55 decibels of daytime aircraft noise, while around one in four (just over 27 per cent ) were exposed to 
more than 45 decibels of night-time aircraft noise. 

Only around one in 10 (11 per cent) were exposed to significant road traffic noise of more than 55 decibels. 

Between 2004-6 and 2013, 71 people were newly diagnosed with high blood pressure and 44 were diagnosed with heart 
flutter (Cardiac arrhythmia), while a further 18 had a heart attack, the researchers found. 

object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd because in addition to the existing aircraft emissions and noise 
experienced by people living near the site, this will mean an additional cumulative impact of spoil truck diesel exhaust 
emissions and noise every 4 minutes in peak hour based on number of truck movements per hour and in excess of every 4 
minutes per hour in non peak permitted construction hours. This will give rise to increased health risks from noise and air 
pollution which research suggest will cause increased blood pressure and risk of stroke. 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this 
submission. 

2. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a reliable basis on which to base the 
approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful 
feedback in accordance with the legislative - obligation of the Government to provide a consultation process 
because the designs are 'indicative' only and subject to change. Because of this the EIS has many caveats and 
depends upon further steps (such as traffic management plans), the detail of which is not provided. The 
community has no certainty that any of the impacts from construction will be managed to an acceptable level. 

3. There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will significantly 
worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any compensation is 
offered for residents for these periods (Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents should have 
these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no attempt to measure or 
mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure. 

4. The EIS states'that there may be a 'small increase in pollutant concentrations' near surface roads. The EIS 
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and 
particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be 'acceptable.' We 	. 
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because of 
these impacts. (Executive Summary xvi) 

5. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the 
fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and 
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii) 

6. There are 36 homes identified as having severe noise impacts during construction in Leichhardt and Lilyfield. 
No noise barriers have been identified so residents are unable to comment as to whether this impact will be 
reduced. No proposal for alternative accommodation is provided. This is unacceptable and all of the proposed 
noise mitigation options should be detailed in the EIS so that residents have an opportunity to comment on 
what is proposed. (Executive Summary xvii) 

7. There is no plan to manage traffic on Darley Road proposed in the EIS. This critical arterial road is regularly 
congested at peak periods. Reference in the EIS to developing a traffic management plan in the future is not 
acceptable. The detail of what is proposed needs to be contained in the EIS so that residents can assess whether 
the impact of 170 light and heavy vehicle movements a day in and out of the site can be acceptably managed. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals 
as contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Leichhardt Environmental issues - Substation and water treatment plant 
The EIS proposes that 'treated' water from the tunnel will be directly discharged into the 
stormwater drain at Blackmore oval. There are four long-standing rowing clubs in the vicinity 
of this location. This plan will jeopardise the integrity of our waterway and compromise the use 
of the bay for recreational activities for boat and other users. We object in the strongest terms 
to this proposal on environmental and health reasons. 

2. Presence of Substation and water treatment plant - Leichhardt 
There is no detail in the EIS about the impact of the ongoing Motorway maintenance activities 
during operation provided (noise, vibrations, hours of operation, workers on site etc). The 
community therefore cannot comment on the impact that this permanent facility will have on 
the amenity of the area. The erection of this facility should not be approved in the basis that 
no information is provided and therefore impacts (on parking, safety, noise, amenity of the 
area) are not known. 

3. Out-of-hours and night work - Leichhardt 
Because Darley Rd is highly congested during day time, it is likely there will be frequent out of 
hours and night work. The EIS as drafted effectively permits out of hours to be undertaken 
whenever this is convenient to the contractor. This will create an unacceptable impact on those 
living close to the site. The approval conditions need to prohibit out of hours and night work except 
in genuine exceptional circumstances (for example, a risk to life). It is unacceptable to not provide 
limits and clear rules on such work. 

4. Flooding — Leichhardt 
The EIS states that there may be impacts from flooding which, amongst other things, may disrupt 
drainage systems. Darley Road is in a flood zone and there have been ongoing issued with flooding 
requiring remedial work. This proposal creates an unacceptable risk of flooding and associated 
damage and a major tunnelling site should not be permitted on this site on this ground. There is no 
detail as to how the issues with flooding at Darley Road will be managed and on their potential 
impact on the area. 
Disruption to road network — Leichhardt 

5. Disruption to road network 
The EIS states that there will be 'impacts' that would affect the efficiency of the road network.' No 
detail is provided in the EIS as to how cars will be able to access and cross the City West Link 
once 170 vehicles (heavy and light) access the site on a daily basis. it belies common sense how 
this can even be considered, given its impact on commuter times. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 
parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: 	ifriem MAO 
Address: zi e 	c4,,,, , 1,,,i- i il,--ez,i— 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: 4-1-4 (An k- a 4LA--- 	Postcode -2-6.- . 
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

Signature: 	// 

Please INCLUDE my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website 

any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. No need for 'dive' site — Leichhardt. There is no need for the Darley Road site, other than a time saving 
(tunneling) of several months. It is unacceptable that the community should be forced to endure 5 years of 
severe disruption to accommodate the timetable of the private contractors. The EIS should not be approved 
on the basis that it contains provision for the Darley Road'site without any proper justification as for its need. 

2. Truck routes — Leichhardt: No trucks should be permitted on Darley Road or local roads in Leichhardt 
or Lilyfield. The EIS proposes that all trucks will arrive at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site from 
Haberfield and travel along Darley Road to the site, with a right-hand turn now permitted into'James 
Street. The proposed route will result in a truck every 3-4 minutes for 5 years running directly by the 
small houses on Darley Road. These homes will not be habitable during the five-year construction 
period due to the unacceptable noise impacts. The truck noise will be worsened by their need to travel 
up a steep hill to return to the City West Link, so the noise impacts will affect not just those homes on 
or immediately adjacent to Darley Road. The proposal to run trucks so close to homes is dangerous 
and there have been two fatalities on Dar-ley Road at the proposed site location. The EIS does not 
propose any noise or safety barriers to address this. Despite the unacceptable impact to nearby homes, 
there is no proposal for noise walls, nor any mitigation to individual homes. 

3. Alternative access route for trucks — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there are 'investigations' 
occurring into alternative access to the Darley Road site. The EIS does not provide any detail on which 
residents can comment about alternative access which would keep trucks off Darley Road. The plans 
for alternative access should be expedited. It should be a condition of approval that the alternative 
access is confirmed and that no spoil trucks are permitted to access Darley Road due to the 
unacceptable noise, safety and traffic issues that the current proposal creates. 

4. Vegetation: Leichhardt. The mature trees on the Darley Road site should be preserved. If any trees are 
removed during construction it should be a condition of approval that they are 'replaced with mature trees. 

5. Permanent substation and water treatment plant — Leichhardt: I object to the location of this facility in 
our neighbourhood as out of step with the surroundings. If it is retained, then it should be moved to the north 
of the site, out of view from homes. The residual land should be returned for community purposes such as 
parkland. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 
parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: 
i'le( 	- Er4 0 CQ . 

Address: Le 	(Ai 1t  v kJ 	s
c 1— v Ce I 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb:Lbaitla SI—Postcode  

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds. 

2. The period of construction proposed is unacceptably long. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that 
the Darley Road site would be operational for three years while the EIS states that it will be operational for 5 
years. This period creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a 
three-year program as was promised. 

3. The noise impacts 'of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level and the EIS should not be 
approved on this basis. The EIS states that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at 
the Darley road construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the 
Leichhardt or St Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of 
nearby residents and businesses. 

4. No truck movements should be permitted on Darley Rd or any local roads in Leichhardt or adjoining suburbs. The 
EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley 
Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also 
compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this 
critical arterial road providing access to and across the City West Link. The EIS states that an alternative truck 
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road. 
I object to the selection of the Darley Rd site altogether, but propose this alternative, which appears to represent 
the least worst impact, should be chosen if this site is to be used. 

5. I object to the number of truck movements proposed at the Darley Road site. The EIS states that there will be daily 
movements of 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of 
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on 
Darley Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at 
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck 
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access .Darley Road. The selection 
of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, as is currently provided. 

6. No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking is at a 
premium in this area and many residents do not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five 
years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of 'kiss and ride facilities' at the 
light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account in the 
EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on local streets 
and provide .a plan for enforcement (to be paid for my SMC and not by the Inner West Council). 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to:Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	He 	le 	if‘ 	.r.,Kz in (-4. 	* 
Organisation: 

Address: .2-1---g 	CA, & vles f-I 	Suburb Le.:1  On h a /AA Post Code '10 4 
Email: k kr- 	r\ 0 	0 	V D'i—rx".9‘-• 1 1 	C 	1/\ 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 	(9s / No 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

. I object to the WetConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the.reason(s) 
set out below. 

Hours of operation 

• I object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its plan 
for a dive site as it is clear impacts are too great for the community. At the very least the site should be 
restrjcted to standard construction hours for all operations above ground and there should be no shifts 
commencing or ending outside of standard construction hours. The proponent should be directed to find a 
site where its operations will not impact on residents outside of standard construction hours. 

Truck routes 

• I object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation to 
the Darley Rd site, which SMC have on many occasions told the community they are contemplating as 
alternatives. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that 'It is anticipated that the majority of 
construction traffic would enter the site from the southern (westbound) carriageway of Darley Road, 
Leichhardt via new driveways. Heavy vehicles associated with spoil haulage would travel eastbound on City 
West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt. A temporary right turning lane at the intersection of 
City West Link and Darley Road, Leichhardt would be provided for use by construction vehicles. Heavy 
vehicles would exit the site by turning left onto Darley Road, Leichhardt before turning left onto City West 
Link. 

'Construction traffic may also access the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) via the westbound lanes of City 
West Link.' 

'Temporary traffic management measures would be established to enable access and egress arrangements. 
These would be detailed in a CTAMP, which would be prepared to manage construction traffic associated 
with the project.' 

I object to the proposal for vehicles associated with spoil haulage to travel eastbound on City West Link and 
turn right into Darley Rd. This proposal is dangerous and the impacts and risks are too great. Darley Rd is 
acknowledged by RMS to be a sub-standard road in terms of its construction. The intersection from the city 
west link is a steep blind turn even for traffic coming across from James St. This is followed by immediate left 
hand turns into both Francis St and Hubert St. A number of properties on Darley Rd would be at risk of 
destruction from spoil haulage trucks in the event of a truck having to brake suddenly to avoid stationary 
vehicles. 

The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find a location directly on the City West Link where 
spoil trucks will never use local roads. Why should resident's lives be put at risk because the project must be 
delivered as soon as possible? 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to:Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	Li f 1 e L,- 	VA (..._ 

Organisation:  
Address: 	l't 1 	(..ikr•Cl 	(/ (t' _J 	f4" 	Su b p rb 1-J2-• Cilnk10 4,4--  -204z Post Code 

Email: \Th tr 	•-f)---61 in cp 	6 	P-A o --I ivi A O.- 	C 	WI_ 
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Yes / No 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) 
set out below. 

Noise impacts 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has not provided a clear plan for measures that will be taken to 
minimise noise impacts from work within and outside of standard construction hours at the Darley Road civil 
and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. 

Non-compliance with SEARS 

• I object to the proposal because it does not comply with the SEARS requirements. The EIS must include, but 
not necessarily be limited to, a description of the project and all components and activities (including 
ancillary components and activities) required to construct and operate it, including the location and 
operational requirements of construction ancillary facilities and access. 

The proponent via its agent Sydney Motorway Corporation's employee Peter Jones has advised on several 
occasions that spoil haulage trucks will be staged from the Sydney Ports land on Glebe Island via James Craig 
Rd. This is to avoid the situation at Haberfield where trucks circle the Northcote St site as they are not able to 
queue to enter it creating congestion and noise impacts as they drive slowly into Wattle St and Ramsay St. 
before making a second run at the Northcote St site from the Parramatta Road entrance. 

No details of this staged spoil haulage proposal at Darley Road, Leichhardt are provided other than that 
'construction traffic may also access the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt via the westbound 
lanes of City West Link'. 

Noise impacts 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the noise impact of spoil haulage 
trucks using air brakes on the descent down Darley Rd off the City West Link. Heavy vehicle drivers should 
avoid using exhaust brakes, engine compression or 'jake' brakes near residential areas and noise-sensitive 

• areas such as hospitals and schools, unless they are necessary for safety reasons. RMS should implement 
noise limits from engine compression brakes and should us 6 roadside noise 'cameras' as an aid to 
enforcement at every location where WestConnex vehicles emitting engine compression brake noise might 
affect nearby communities. 

Noise impacts 

• I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on the basis that there is no clear plan in 
the EIS for measures that will provide the maximum possible level of mitigation from noise impacts. I also 
object because there is no clear plan for remedies available to residents who are impacted. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to:Application Number - SSI 7485 
• : 	Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	

Organisation: 

Address 	Suburb Post Code 

Email: 	

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 	Yes / No 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) 
set out below. 

Construction vehicle safety impacts 

I object to the EIS because the proposal in relation to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at 
Leichhardt stated therein, that 'heavy vehicles associated with spoil haulage would travel eastbound on 
City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt' presents unacceptable safety and amenity 
impacts. 

The corner of Darley Rd (actually James St) and the City West Link is a pedestrian zone for: 

- Pupils of Orange Grove Public School who live in Leichhardt 
- Students of Sydney Secondary College, Leichhardt Campus who alight at Leichhardt North light 

rail stop 
Students of other schools along the light rail who board at Leichhardt North light rail stop 
Commuters who board at Leichhardt North light rail stop 

- Residents walking to Leichhardt Park Acquatic Centre and adjacent sporting facilities 
Residents walking to the Orange Grove markets on Saturdays 

The proponents plan brings pedestrians and school children in particular directly into the path of spoil 
haulage trucks at an intersection found to be the third most dangerous according to Transport for NSW 
'figures. 

A further impact will be to discourage people from walking in this area leading to greater car use for local 
trips. 

I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on the above grounds. 

Noise impacts 

I Object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the fact that the demolition of 7 
Darley Road, Leichhardt will remove a significant noise barrier to traffic noise from the City West Link. 
This will mean increased traffic noise impacts to the residents of Darley Rd, Francis St, Hubert St and 
Charles St. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to:Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	/ . 
Organisation: , 
Address: 	  	 Suburb 	Post Code 

Email: 	

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 	. / No 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) 
set out below. 

Hours of operation 

I object to the EIS because the proponent/contractor would only have to keep local residents, businesses 
and the NSW EPA informed about works outside standard day time construction hours at the site. Local 
residents, businesses and the NSW EPA would have no right to limit works outside standard day time 
construction hours at the site. As we have seem with other stages of WestConnex this leads to 
devastating impacts for residents who must endure significant periods of exposure to out of hours works 
which involve noise, lights and disturbance. 

Non-compliance with SEARS 

I object to the proposal because it does not comply with the SEARS requirements. The EIS must include, 
but not necessarily be limited to, a description of the project and all components and activities 
(including ancillary components and activities) required to construct and operate it, including the location 
and operational requirements of construction ancillary facilities and access. 

In so far as it describes the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt the EIS does not meet this 
requirement because it does not describe the components and activities that have been described to the 
community either in meetings with LAW (Leichhardt Against WestConnex) or at the WestConnex 
Community Reference Group established by Sydney Motorway Corporation. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to:Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	H-,t_ I e 	,-. 	4=7-ii, if) 	(--e_ 
Organisation: . 	 . 

Address: 	ii--g 	c,.. (a-N. A 7  (P ..i 	£4 	Suburb 1—e_ C,17-) h o -10 Post Code 2 ()et:,  , 
Email: 	. 	l/x U 	0 	frLO +-1/1/` bi I I , C -91"4  
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 	Yes / No 

Declaration; I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) 
set out below. 

Noise impacts 

• Many residents in Charles St and Hubert St were highly affected by noise from works conducted during the 
renovation of 7 Darley Rd in 2016. In Hubert St, residents at least as far as No 31 and No 32 Hubert St were 
affected. The affected properties are not correctly reflected in the EIS. 

I object to the EIS because it underestimates the number of residents that will be highly affected by noise. It 
does not take account of the impact of vehicle noise from fully laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep 
incline from Darley Rd to the City West Link. It does not take account of the noise impact of vehicles using air 
brakes down the same incline and braking to enter the site. 

Pedestrian and cyclist movements 

• I object to the EIS because it fails to describe the temporary changes to Darley Road, Leichhardt to enable 
access to and from the ancillary facility that would likely be required in relation to the Darley Rd site and 
instead allows for the final plan to be decided by the contractor. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that: 

'Temporary changes to Darley Road to enable access to and from the ancillary facility would likely be' 
required. These may include changes to line marking to provide a temporary turning lane for construction 
traffic and temporary diversions to the pedestrian path on the northern side of Darley Road. These would be 
confirmed during detailed design following the appointment of a design and construction contractor and in 
consideration of the safety and function of the road network, maintaining access to the Leichhardt North 
light rail stop and providing for continued pedestrian and cyclist movement. ' 

It is not clear how continued access, pedestrian and cyclist movement will be preserved and I am concerned 
that the impacts have not been correctly identified and assessed by the proponent. 

I object to the fact that I am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. I object to the fact 
that I will have no right or opportunity to have input into detailed design following the appointment of a 
design and construction contractor. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to:Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	1-4 -(' 	( p  V,  	C---a t/-1 C't 
Organisation: 

Address: 	I't 	CA" CI V (--e J S4 Suburb JO  C h irTh (.1 IL-I Post Code 2(-) 
Email: 	k \.-- -Fy---0 r-‘0 	6 	Ir.) .61 rv-‘. 0 	( I 	_ 	C vv\- 
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website C.:.. / No 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) 
set out below. 

Non-compliance with SEARS 

• I object to the proposal because it does not comply with the SEARS requirements. The EIS must include, but 
not necessarily be limited to, a description of the project and all components and activities (including 
ancillary components and activities) required to construct and operate it, including the location and 
operational requirements of construction ancillary facilities and access. 

Peter Jones from Sydney Motorway Corporation has advised that he is in the process of finalising an 
agreement with Sydney Ports which will enable him to stage trucks from a location on Glebe Island via James 
Craig Rd. The EIS should not have been released before this plan was finalised. Peter Jones has advised that 
he is only required to describe the 'worst case scenario' in the EIS, which is trucks arriving ad hoc via the 
eastbound lanes of City West Link. The EIS should describe what the proponent actually plans to do as well 
as the worst case scenario so that the impacts of all options being considered can be assessed and 
commented on. 

It is not clear from the EIS how the alternative plan for the staged arrival of spoil trucks from Sydney Ports will 
be documented and how stakeholders will have an opportunity to assess its impacts. The EIS does not 
specifically state that this staged arrival plan will be documented in the CTAMP, the Ancillary Facilities 
Management Plan or the Preferred Infrastructure Report. 

I object to the EIS on the grounds that it does not comply with the SEARS. 

Truck routes 

• I object to the EIS because it suggests that no local roads would be used by heavy vehicles during works yet 
at the same time acknowledges that spoil trucks may use local roads in exceptional circumstances which 
include when there is queuing to get into the site. Darley Rd is highly congested with traffic queues forming 
during much of the day which will lead to queues to enter the site. Queuing will not therefore be an 
exceptional circumstance and the result will be that spoil trucks are able to use local roads without being in 
breach, which will be often. This is unacceptable to residents of Francis, Hubert, William and Charles St and I 
object to the EIS on this basis. As queuing cannot be avoided on Darley Rd this clearly shows why this 
location is inappropriate. The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find a location directly on 
the City West Link where spoil trucks will never use local roads. Why should residents' lives be put at risk 
because the project must be delivered as soon as possible? 

Noise impacts 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the noise impact of fully laden spoil 
haulage trucks exiting the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt driving up the very steep blind 
turn at the intersection with the City West Link. The RMS should install noise measuring equipment and 
monitoring cameras at this location to measure noise from heavy vehicles and identify vehicles whose noise 
that exceeds the applicable Australian standard. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to:Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	I___( t, t c 	rria)  0 (J 

Organisation: 	 , 

Address: 	Li- f 	C.. (7\ a v. le j 	,---1 	Suburb& ICAnin 661- 	Post Code 

Email: 	ItTh V 	efrO fr"\ 62_ 	6 	ho -kA" 	a ii 	I • 	C A/1-- 
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website C.9 s / No 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) 
set out below. 

Noise impacts 

• I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt because engine noise from the trucks 
approaching the intersection up the grade would be a constant source of annoyance to residents of Darley 

• Road down to its intersection with Charles Street. 

The independent engineer engaged by the Inner West Council Jim Holt also came to this conclusion in his 
report to the Council. SMC have not recognised this impact in the EIS. They sent a response to the Council 
as follows: 

'Response: Noise from construction traffic using the public road network is assessed under the Roads 
and Maritime Noise Criteria Guideline (NCG), which documents Roads and Maritime's approach to 
implementing the Road Noise Policy (RNP). Under the NCG, an initial screening test is carried out to 
determine whether noise levels would increase by More than two decibels (dBA). This represents an 
increase in the number of vehicles of approximately 60 per cent due to construction traffic or a temporary 
reroute due to a road closure. Where increases are 2dBA or less, then further assessment is required as 
noise level changes would most likely not be perceptible to most people. Where noise levels increase by 
more than 2dBA (i.e. 2.1 dBA or greater) further assessment is required using criteria presented in the 
NCG. 

Darley Road is currently being used by heavy vehicles and light commercial vehicles (construction, delivery 
etc) that contribute to background noises. The predicted traffic noise increase (dBA) at the Darley Road 
site is around 0.5dBA.' 

You do not need to be an acoustic engineer to know that truck and dogs are very noisy and that local 
residents will be impacted greatly, especially those close to where trucks will be accelerating and decelerating. 
Darley Road, Leichhardt is not currently experiencing 14 truck and dog movements an hour during peak time 
stated in the EIS and an unknown (but presumably greater) number of truck movements within off peak 
construction hours. This is a truck movement every 3-4 minutes during peak. Assuming that they will 
increase truck movements during off peak residents can expect a truck every 2-3 minutes. We do not need a 
screening test or assessment to tell us that residents will be subjected to extreme levels of truck noise. 

SMC's response does not acknowledge this and does not refute Jim Holt's conclusion that residents will be 
impacted. SMC's response like the proponent's EIS fails to acknowledge the true impact of the Darley Road 
civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to:Application Number - 551 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	He I e frA 	1-  a 	in (-) 
Organisation: 

Address: 	If -‘g 	C .,-'\ 0‘. V 	 ._.(' irefubArb. 	b2.1 (..11 k041:4-  Post Code 204 L. 

Email: 	k r",--rr—Ci v-\ 67 	0 	k c) t--- )-\". ok...11 .  
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Y 	/ No 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) 
set out below. 	• 

Light rail access 

• I object to the EIS because it does not guarantee that the existing access to the Leichhardt North light rail 
stop would be maintained at all times. Fig 6-4 indicates that only the eastern access will be maintained. This 
greatly disadvantages the elderly and disabled who have to walk up a steep hill to the eastern access. If the 
proponent cannot guarantee access to the Leichhardt North light rail stop from the existing entry points or 
from points that are accessible to all then the Darley Road, Leichhardt construction site should be abandoned. 
The proponent should be directed to find a site where its operations will not impact on users of the Light Rail. 

Noise impacts 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent's assessment of who are Highly Noise Affected receivers in the area 
adjacent to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt is incorrect and wrongly minimises the 
actual number of Highly Noise Affected receivers. 

Noise impacts 

• The proponent has identified that the most affected receivers are residential receivers which adjoin the Darley 
Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on Darley Road between Norton Street and Falls Street. The most 
noise affected receivers are located between Charles Street and Norton Street due to their proximity to the 
construction site. 

The proponent has identified that the worst case construction scenario will occur during 
- Road adjustments works 
- spoil handling works within the acoustic shed during all works periods 

Highest construction noise impacts: 
Use of a rock breaker during the daytime period as part of the demolition works and 
Use of a road profiler during the night-time period as part of the road adjustment works 

I object to the EIS because the proponent provides that spoil handling works within the acoustic shed will 
take place for the duration of the construction phase which could be up to two to three years' duration, yet 
there is no clear plan for measures that will be taken to minimise noise impacts. 

11 



Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to:Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	
. 
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Organisation: 
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Email: 	1-1 r ,frok i" 	CP 	6 	-- 'N 	° h 
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

/ No 

I object to the WdstConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) 
set out below. 

Non-compliance with SEARS 

• I object to the proposal, because it does not comply with the SEARS requirements. The EIS must include, but 
not necessarily be limited to, a description of the project and all components and activities (including 
ancillary components and activities) required to construct and operate it, including the location and 
operational requirements of construction ancillary facilities and access. 

The EIS has been released before the proponent is able to describe how it actually plans to carry out 
construction activities at Darley Road, Leichhardt, in particular the plan for staging the arrival of spoil trucks. 

Hours of operation 

• I object to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite 'the fact that the proponent represents 
that spoil removal from this site would only occur within standard construction hours. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4): 

'Spoil handling associated with tunnelling supported by the Darley Road civil and tunnel site would occur 24 
hours a day, seven days a week. Spoil would be handled below ground wherever practicable to reduce the 
potential for amenity impacts in adjacent areas. Spoil handing at the surface outside standard day time 
construction hours would occur within an acoustic shed to manage potential amenity impacts. Spoil removal 
from this site would only occur within standard construction hours, between 7.00 am and 6.00 pm Monday 
to Friday, and between 8.00 am and 1.00 pm on Saturdays.' 

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to 
assess or explain the impacts of this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include 
construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other than spoil trucks), workers arriving for shifts and leaving 
after shifts. It is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain noise. The Jim Holt report stated that 
the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear whether the 
proponent will mandate the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection rather than what is 
feasible. 

I object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its plan 
for a dive site as it is clear impacts are to'o great for the community. At the very least the site should be 
restricted to standard construction hours for all operations above ground and there should be no shifts 
commencing or ending outside of standard construction hours. The proponent should be directed to find a 
site where its operations will not impact on residents outside of standard construction hours. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to:Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	V--1--t- 1 e (--\ 	t--  r-a v• k---4 

Organisation: 
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Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) 
set out below. 

Cumulative impacts of aircraft noise and construction noise 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the cumulative impact of its proposed 
Darley Road, Leichhardt civil and tunnel site operations and the aircraft noise which the residents near the site 
already endure. 

The attached extract from Webtrak shows that Darley Road, Leichhardt and adjacent streets are directly under 
the flight path. 

Airservices Australia reports that in April to June 2017 the number of average daily noise events over 70 dBA. 
In Leichhardt this is an average of 16- 17 per hour over the peak morning period and 16 per hour in the early 
evening peak period. 

Houdy distnbuoon of nal. wants ate. 70dBA 

0111114J. 
I object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd because this will mean an additional cumulative impact of 
spoil truck diesel engine, exhaust and potentially air brake noise every 4 minutes in peak hour based on number 
of truck movements per hour and in excess of every 4 minutes per hour in non peak permitted construction 
hours. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to:Application Number - SSI 7485 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) 
set out below. 

Hours of operation 

• I object to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the proponent represents 
that spoil removal from this site would only occur within standard construction hours. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4): 

'Reasonable and feasible work practices and mitigation measures would be implemented to minimise 
potential noise impacts due to activities occurring at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site. Local residents, 
businesses and the NSW EPA would be kept informed about works outside standard day time construction 
hours at the site. 

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to 
assess or explain the impacts of this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include 
construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other than spoil truCks), workers arriving for shifts and leaving 
after shifts. It is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will cOntain noise. The Jim Holt report stated that 
the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear whether the 
proponent will mandate the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection rather than what is 
feasible. 

Noise impacts 

• The resident's of Darley Rd, Francis, Hubert and Charles St have little acoustic protection against the noise of 
truck engines, exhaust and brakes and none is contemplated in the EIS. 

I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt because the truck noise impacts for 
residents will be too great for the extended period of construction involved and the Darley Road civil and 
tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt should be rejected on this basis. 

1 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to:Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
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,1-6 	ej,  

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) 
set out below. 

Noise impacts 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent incorrectly asserts construction traffic is unlikely to result in a 
noticeable increase in LAeq noise levels at receivers along the proposed construction traffic routes (Darley 
Road, Leichhardt and City West Link). This does not take account of the impact of vehicle noise from fully 
laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep incline from Darley Rd to the City West Link. It does not take 
account of the noise impact of vehicles using air brakes down the same incline and braking to enter the site. 
The impact of these will be substantial. 

Commercial trucks are very loud; a standard diesel engine produces approximately 100 decibels (dB) of noise. 

Engine braking noise can be disturbing both because it is loud and also as it has a distinctive characteristic 
modulation. Engine braking noise is caused by pulses of gases being emitted from the truck exhaust system, 
giving a 'machine gun sound. 

I object to the Darley Rd site because of the level of noise that the trucks will cause. 

Truck routes.  

• I object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation to 
the Darley Rd site and instead allows for the final plan to be detailed in the CTAMP, Preferred Infrastructure 
Report or Ancillary Facilities Management Plan. 
Peter Jones of SMC has on many occasions made representations to the community that his plan is to stage 
trucks from the port and eventually when possible to have them arrive and depart from the site underground 
when a tunnel is established between Leichhardt and the M4 East. He has also said that loading of spoil 
would take place underground at this time. He has recently told us of his plan to load trucks from a ramp off 
the city west link by means of a hopper conveyor which would pass over the Light rail station delivering spoil 
into silos below which trucks would pull up to receive their load. • The laden trucks would then travel west 
bound along the city west link. None of this plan is detailed in the EIS. 
I object to the fact that I am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. I object to the fact 
that I will have no right or opportunity to have input into the CTAMP, PIR or AFMP on matters which will have 
a devastating impact to me and to residents near 7 Darley Rd. 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: .  
fileiem Pioi 0 CQ 

Address:. 	4 v • c 1,10, 	-e I ji\r -Cti 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: Li ) 0,,, t,,, a  qAtiostcode 	Loqo 
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 	. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this 
submission. 

2. The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed and does 
not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states 'the detail of the design and construction 
approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed design and construction planning to 
be undertaken by the successful contractors.' The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a 

' reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine 
opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the Government to 
provide a consultation process because the designs are 'indicative' only and subject to change. Because of this the 
EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of project delivery. The additional effect of 
this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the Council will be unable to undertake compliance 
activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack any substantial detail. 

3. The impacts in the EIS are misleading because they do not include any detail of the cumulative impact caused by 
the overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 (of up to one year). No additional mitigation or any 
compensation is offered for residents for these periods (Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents 
should have these prolonged periods of exposure to multiple WestConnex projects. The EIS makes no attempt to 
measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure. Nor does the 
EIS provide for any traffic management to prevent rat running during the period of construction, when Stages 1 and 
2 have opened. The EIS should not be approved without this detail and adequate plans to manage this impact. 

4. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the fact 
that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and 
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii) 

5. The EIS states that all vegetation on the Darley Road site will be removed. This includes a mature large tree 
which provides a visual and noise barrier from the City West Link. The tree should not be permitted to be 
removed. 

6. Despite the fact the EIS identifies over 30 homes with severe noise impacts, no mitigation is mandated. While the 
possibility of noise walls is flagged, along with in-home treatments, none of this is a requirement. Nor is any detail 
provided on which residents or business owners can comment. No noise barriers have been proposed. This is 
unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary 
xvii) 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 

PO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

• 
Name: 	 '01-etettl -rat 0 Ce 

Address: 	
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Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb:  Postcode -Zock 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 
Please INCLUDE my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 

reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made any 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Heavy vehicle movements during peak hours — Leichhardt. The EIS states that 'reasonable and practical 
management strategies would be investigated to minimize the volume of heavy vehicle movements during 
peak hours.' (8-53). This is also not acceptable as it is not known what will 'actually be done to manage this 
impact. It is not good enough for the EIS, which forms the basis of the approval of this project, to simply 
mention 'investigations' and not detail a proper plan.(on which residents can comment) on management of 
heavy vehicle movements during peak hours. In addition, Darley Road is very congested from 7am until 
9.30am and then from 4pm-6.30pm, well outside the 'peak' periods identified in the EIS. And the impact on 
traffic will be caused by 'light' vehicles and not simply heavy vehicles. It is clear that there is no plan for 
managing these vehicle movements. The EIS should not be approved as drafted. It is unacceptable for this 
volume of vehicles to be proposed for this critical arterial road with no plan for management. 

2. Light construction vehicle routes — the EIS acknowledges that these vehicles • will use 'dispersed' 
routes (8-62). In other words, construction vehicles will use and park on local roads. The EIS does not 
propose any management as to which roads they use. The addition of 70-100 light vehicle movements 
day in Leichhardt will result in our small, congested streets, which are already at capacity and suffering 
parking shortages, will have the added impact of workers travelling to and from the site and parking in 
local streets. There will be rat running. The EIS should provide an agreed route (using arterial roads 
only) that can be used by all vehicles associated with the project. 

3. EIS is Indicative only - The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for 
residents as to what is proposed and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. 
The EIS states 'the detail of the design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept 
design and is subject to detailed design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful 
contractors.' The community will have no opportunity to comment on the Preferred Infrastructure Report 
which forms the basis of the approval conditions. This means the community will have limited say in the 
mandgement of the impacts identified in the EIS. The EIS needs to provide an 'opportunity for the 
community to meaningfully input into this report and approval conditions. 

4. Intersection of James St and City West Link — The EIS (8-630 indicates that there will be an increase 
in traffic volume during construction of nearly 400 vehicles during peak hour. The only strategy to manage 
this is allowing a right-hand turn into James Street. This intersection is the third most dangerous in the inner 
west (based on TfNSW's own statistics). There is no analysis of crash statistics at this intersection provided 
in the EIS. The EIS should not be approved in its current form. It needs to provide certainty to the community 
that they will be able to reasonable access this part of the road network in a timely and safe manner. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 

parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: 
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Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 	1 	I 
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any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys site on Darley Road for the creation of a civil and tunnel 

works site. 

2. The Darley Road site has many issues which make tunneling at this point an unacceptable risk, including that it is in 

a flood zone. This proposal will worsen the existing flooding risk. The mitigation suggested in the EIS is not 

adequate. 

3. The EIS states that property damage will occurdue to ground movement may occur. The EIS states that 'settlement, 

induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment'. 

The proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable risk of ground movement. We object to the project in its 

entirety on this basis. The risk of ground movementis lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 metres. However, 

some tunnelling is at less than 10 metres. 

4. The EIS states that 'a preferred noise mitigation option' would be determined during 'detailed design'. This 

approach deprives residents of any ability to comment on the detailed designs. (Executive Summary xvi) 

5. The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. Therefore, noise levels identified inthe 

8Sare misleading. The EIS states there will be at least 10 weeks of severe noise impacts during the time that Dan 

Mu rphys is demolished and the road prepared. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the 

unacceptable noise impacts it will have on surrounding homes and businesses, with at least 36 homes identified as 

suffering extreme noise interference for this initial 10-week period. 

6. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the DarleyRoad site which includes several mature trees. I object to 

the removal of these trees which create a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the trees 

are removed they must be replaced with mature trees as soon as the remediation of the site commences. 

7. There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be safe. The EIS simply states that 'the 

ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel and are predicted to have 

negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the impacts on air 

quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the impact. 

The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road will prevent 

direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the project is completed. 

The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low'rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the 

area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have direct 

line of sight to the facility. It should not be permitted to be located on this site. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Envimnment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name

Organisation: 

Address: 	 Suburb  Post Code 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website Yes 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last a years. 
Signed - 	 Date 3 / 1 / 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out 
below. 

• Contaminated site 
I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at L,eichhardt because the proponent has 
failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, that the project is designed, 
constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air quality impacts (including nuisance dust and 
odour) to minimise risks to human health and the environment to the greatest extent practicable. 

The proponent rates contamination at this site as a medium risk yet the proponent's track record in 
managing these risks suggests otherwise. 

In April 2016 Marrickville Council voted to release confidential legal advice which suggested that 
WestConnex had been operating for months without any legal approval, including in the handling of 
toxic waste and asbestos. 
(http://www.southernthunderer.com.au/westconnex-acts-illegally-in-handling-of-toxic-waste-and-
asbestosn  
In September zoto it was reported by the ABC that a former employee of Sydney excavation company 
Moits, Daniel McIntyre, has claimed the company supplied asbestos-laden road base to the 
WestConnex project. 
(http://www.abc.net.au/news/2m6-oo-ot/asbestos-westconnex-allegations-labor-calls-for-works-to-
stop/78o3378)  
In August 2017 it was reported by the Parramatta advertiser that Granville and Harris Park residents 
living in a hotspot asbestos dumping ground, who have been warned not to mow their lawns too short 
or dig in their backyards for fear of deadly contamination, say they are inhaling dust kicked up by 
WestConnex trucks. 
(http://www.dailytelegraph.com.au/newslocal/parramatta/granville-and-harris-park-residents-fear-
contamination-from-asbestos-from-dust-created-by-westconnex-trucks/news-
story/853d43(1153da6c5edeb64tho43booc68)  
In August 2017 the NSW Environment Protection Authority (EPA) has fined WestConnex co
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On numerous occasions in Campbell Street St Peters residents have observed inadequate and 
dangerous risk asbestos management practices by WestConnex contractors such as using hoses to 
damp down dust and material containing asbestos without wearing protective clothing. 

I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at L,eichhardt because of the impact that 
disturbance of asbestos and other contaminants will have on health and on property. The community 
should not be put at risk when a dive site is not necessary. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and 
Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name

Organisation: „.....----- 

Address: 	 Suburb 
 

Post Code 

 
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 	Yes e
Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 
Signe Date 3110 /ii 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the 
reason(s) set out below. 

• Dust emission from construction activities 

I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because the 
proponent has failed to comply with the SEARS requirement in relation to Air quality, that the 
project is designed, constructed and operated in a manner that minimises air quality impacts 
(including nuisance dust and odour) to minimise risks to human health and the environment to the 
greatest extent practicable. 

The proponent appears to downplay the impact of dust emission from construction activities by 
stating that 'It is difficult to reliably quantify dust emissions from construction activities. 
Due to the variability of the weather it is impossible to predict what the weather conditions 
would be when specific construction activities are undertaken'. 

This is an astonishing statement given the fact that the proponent is undertaking identical 
construction activities at numerous other sites as part of Stages 1 and 2 of the project. The 
proponent should by now be able to reduce any risks and impacts to zero in all weather 
circumstances. The proponent has failed to demonstrate that it is capable of managing risks that 
are capable of being managed and its proposals for the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel 
Construction site at Leichhardt should be rejected on this basis. 

The proponent appears to downplay the impact of dust emission from construction activities 
further by stating that 'Any effects of construction on airborne particle concentrations would also 
generally be temporary and relatively short-lived.' This is also an astonishing statement given that 
a consequence of even one exposure to asbestos is fatal lung disease, not to mention the risk to 
children and adults with asthma. One asthma attack can result in death. 

I object to the Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt because it creates an 
unacceptable risk to the health of workers and residents due to the dust impacts from demolition 
and construction and in addition will cause loss of amenity to residents. 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

Name- 
	 -s'P'•  6-3 

Signature 	  

Please Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your webs ite 
Declaration : I 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Address. 	 Sec Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

  

Suburb: vi--k-n& (2—DT a3,—( Postcode 	 

 

o The EIS states that an alternative truck movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no 
need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road. This proposal is supported, subject to further information about 
potential impacts being provided. The EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170 
heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and 
noise impacts for adjacent homes while also compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and 
bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this critical arterial road providing access to and across the City west 
Link. The current proposal which provides for truck movements solely on Darley Road should not be approved 
and approval should only be given to the alternative proposal. I repeat however my objection to the selection 
of this site altogether, but propose the least worst impact should be chosen if this site is to be used. 

o The EIS indicates that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at the Darley road 
construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the Leichhardt or St 
Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of nearby 
residents and businesses. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level 
and the EIS should not be approved on this basis. 

o We object to the selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that it provides for daily movements of 170 
heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley. Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of pedestrians 
accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on Darley 
Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at 
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck 
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The 
selection of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, which is 
what it currently provides.. 

o No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking is at 
a premium in this area and many residents to not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five 
years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of 'kiss and ride facilities' at 
the light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account 
in the EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on 
local streets. 

o Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three 
years. The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for 
residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the WestConnex,M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application 
# SSI 7485, for th—ei-e -s s set out below. 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director - Trarisport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 
Application 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

4- 	We object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the project on 
the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured that the 
land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this facility will forever 
prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users required to walk down a dark and 
winding path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is to be located then it should be moved to 
the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual impact on residents. 

4- 	Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of damage 
to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real 
risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the Government's 
expense. However no details or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project should not be approved with 
such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of damage and how and when it will be repaired. It will 
lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage structural engineers and lawyers to prove that the 
damage was linked to Westconnex works, with no assurance that this property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily 
fixed. 

4 	The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory environmental 
and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable and the EIS does not provide 
the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefOre the community is deprived of any opportunity to comment on 
their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be additional ventilation facilities that are not 
disclosed in the EIS. 

4- Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road.There are also a 
number of childcare centres very close to the Darley Road site. 

4. The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day at this site will create an unacceptable risk to students. 
The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site. The alternative proposal which provides 
that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the only proposal that should be considered. 

4- 	All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a strict prohibition 
on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already suffering the worst construction impacts 
of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and additional noise impacts. The 
EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker parking on all of these streets. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: 	Ul t, 	Va_s IQ 
Address: 	It  

Application  Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: 	fro. trr,LikV C tt .2-- 	Postcode 7_1_, 0`1- 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 	C"------A.  ---, 
Please include / delete (cross out or circle) my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 

any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration: I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained 
in the Environmental Impact Statement M4/M5 application, for the following reasons: 

1. SMC has made it all but impossible for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and 
business hours. The Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. Monday and 
Wednesday: 10am to 7pm. Tuesday: 10am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am to 5pm. Saturday and Sunday: 11am to 
4pm. This restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair community engagement 

2. EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncertainties. "The EIS is based on the concept 
design developed for the project. As such, it is to be expected that some uncertainties exist that will need to be resolved during 
detailed design and construction and operational planning. As described in Chapter 1, construction contractors (for each 
stage of the project) would be engaged during detailed design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of 
temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction methodology to be adopted. This may 
result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in this EIS. Any 
changes to the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant 
mitigation measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval". The EIS should not be 
approved until critical 'uncertainties' have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) 
published for public comment. 

3. At 7-25 the EIS refers to 876 comments (limited to 140 characters) made via the collaborative map on the Concept Design 
'up to July' that were considered in the preparation of the EIS. It does not mention the many hundreds of extended written 
submissions that were lodged in late July and early August. These critical 'community engagement' feedback submissions 
have clearly not been considered in the preparation of the EIS. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS 
process. 

4. The EIS acknowledges at 7-41 that there is great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will be made a 24-
hour clearway, stating "Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street". This statement 
is deliberately misleading - it infers that SMC has authority in controlling impacts on regional roads. Roads and Maritime 
have the unfettered right to declare Clearways wherever and whenever they wish, and RMS has NEVER  stated publicly 
that KingStreet will not be subject to extended clearways. 

5. The EIS at 7-51 refers to concerns that were raised by the community that the alignment of tunnels in Newtown appeared 
to go to the east of King Street, an area that had had no geotech testing. SMC staff indicated at Community information 
sessions that the maps included in the Concept Design were broad and indicative only, and that further details would be 
available in the EIS. There are no further details provided. Again, this casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS 
process. 

6. The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is clear from more detailed reading deep into the EIS 
(ie 12-57 Sydney Water Tunnels) that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may vary very significantly, after further 
survey work has been done and construction methodology determined by the construction contractor. The maps 
provided in the EIS are nothing more than 'indicative' and are misleading the community. The EIS should be withdrawn, 
corrected and updated, and reissued for genuine public comment based on 'definitive' information. 

I call on the Minister for Planning to reject this project and demand that the government re-think the transport planning for 
the whole metropolitan area. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details 
must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to 
other parties 

Name 	 ; Email: 	 ; Mobile 	  
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

RT-Sfe-' 1;- Name• 	 

Signature• 	 

Submission to: 

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

Please include / delete (cross out or circle)  my personal information when 
publishing this submission to your webs ite Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any 
reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

 

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
Address: 	I Lt 	 

Yr1 	dit 	t  Suburb: 	 Postcode 

  

 

1. Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex and the government is seeking approval, yet there 
are no detailed construction plans so we are not speaking to a real situation. 

2. The process that has led to this EIS has been undemocratic and obscure, driven by decisions made behind closed 
doors. 

3. The business case for the project in all three stages has failed to taken into account the external costs of these 
massive road projects in air pollution for human and environmental health, in adding fossil fuel emissions to increase 
global warming effects, and in the economic and social costs of the disruption to human activities, of displacement 
of people and businesses and of the destruction of community cohesion and amenity. These external costs far 
outweigh any benefits from building roads which poorly serve people's transport needs but instead enrich private 
corporations. 

4. This EIS contains no meaningful design and construction details and no parameters as to how broad changes and 
therefore impacts could be. It therefore fails to allow the community to be informed about and comment on the 
project impacts in a meaningful way. 

5. The EIS at 7-41 acknowledges that there is great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will be made 
a 24 hour clearway, stating "Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street". This 
statement is deliberately misleading - it infers that SMC has authority in controlling impacts on regional roads. Roads 
and Maritime have the unfettered right to declare Clearways wherever and whenever they wish, and RMS has 
NEVER  stated publicly that King Street will not be subject to extended clearways. 

6. The EIS at 12-57 describes possible disruptions of water supply to a vast area of Sydney as a result of tunnelling in 
the proximity of two major Sydney Water Tunnels in the Newtown area, stating "Detailed surveys should be 
undertaken to verify the levels and condition of these Sydney Water Assets". Why has an EIS been published that 
infers that the tunnel alignments have been thoroughly surveyed and researched, when further survey work could 
dramatically alter the alignments in the future? 

7. There are estimated 100 heavy and 70 light vehicle movements a day and the plan is to allow a right-hand turn into 
Darley Road from the CW Link. The trucks will drive onto Darley Road, turn right into the site and then left back out 
onto the CW Link, which is unrealistic given the amount of traffic on these roads now. 

8. I am appalled that the Sydney Motorway Corporation could seek approval to build complex interchanges under the 
suburbs of Rozelle and Leichhardt on the basis of an EIS that is based on a concept design rather than detailed 
proposal that includes engineering plans. 

9. The warm and caring words contained in the EIS, ref Sustainability Management Strategy, have not been reflected in 
the wanton destruction of homes, trees and habitat already. Why should we believe them? 

10. The increased amount of traffic the M4-M5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters Interchange will 
have a heavy disruptive impact on the local transport routes, whether by vehicle, bus, or active transport (walking and 
cycling). 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Application Number: 551 7485 Application 

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 

Signature: 

object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons: 

• It is clear that the tunnel portals will be major sites for more traffic congestion. Some intersections that are 

currently very congested will be just as bad in 2033. 

• No road junction as large and complex as the extraordinary spaghetti junction proposed to go underground has 

been built anywhere in the world. The feasibility is not tested. There are no international or national standards for 

such a construction. 

• The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-M5 link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in 

the same area - in the Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown 

hazard to the soundness of the buildings above, and given that two different tunnelling operations will take place 

quite close, the people in those buildings will struggle to get repairs and compensation for loss because either 

contractor will no doubt blame the other. 

• The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is clear from more detailed reading deep into 

the EIS (ie 12-57 Sydney Water Tunnels) that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may vary very significantly, 

after further survey work has been done and construction methodology determined by the construction 

contractor. The maps provided in the EIS are nothing more than 'indicative' and are misleading the community. 

The EIS should be withdrawn, corrected and updated, and reissued for genuine public comment based on 

'definitive' information. 

The justification for this project relies on the completion of other projects such as the Western Harbour Tunnel 

which has not yet been planned, let alone approved. 

Are there other potentially serious problems with Sydney Water utility services (described at EIS 12-57) or with 

other utilities in other suburbs or along the proposed Ma-Ms tunnel alignment ? If so, the EIS proposals and 

application should not be approved till these are all disclosed, researched, surveyed and the resolution publicly 

published. 

The increased amount of traffic the M4-M5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters, Haberfield and 

Rozelle Interchanges will disrupt local transport networks including bus and active transport (walking and cycling). 

I oppose the destruction of any more of Sydney's heritage for WestCONnex. I am appalled that Sydney Motorway 

Corporation is seeking approval to tunnel under hundreds of highly valued heritage buildings in Newtown without 

any serious assessment of risk at all. This heritage belongs to all of Sydney. 

I strongly object to the privatisation of the WestConnex project that turns public monies into private profit. 

The mechanical ventilation proposed depends on single direction tunnel construction, so how it can possibly work 

for large curved tunnels on multiple levels is unknown. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 
	 Email 	 Mobile 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 
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Application Number: Number: SSI 7485 
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Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained 
in the Environmental Impact Statement M4/M5 application, for the following reasons: 

1. SMC has made it all but impossible for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and 
business hours. The Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. Monday and 
Wednesday: 10am to 7pm. Tuesday: 10am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am to 5pm. Saturday and Sunday: 11am to 
4pm. This restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair community engagement. 

2. EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncertainties. "The EIS is based on the concept 
design developed for the project. As such, it is to be expected that some uncertainties exist that will need to be resolved during 
detailed design and construction and operational planning. As described in Chapter 1, construction contractors (for each 
stage of the project) would be engaged during detailed design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of 
temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction methodology to be adopted. This may 
result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in this EIS. Any 
changes to the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant 
mitigation measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval". The EIS should not be 
approved until critical 'uncertainties' have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) 
published for public comment. 

3. At 7-25 the EIS refers to 876 comments (limited to 140 characters) made via the collaborative map on the Concept Design 
`up to July' that were considered in the preparation of the EIS. It does not mention the many hundreds of extended written 
submissions that were lodged in late July and early August. These critical 'community engagement' feedback submissions 
have clearly not been considered in the preparation of the EIS. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS 
process. 

4. The EIS acknowledges at 7-41 that there is great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will be made a 24-
hour clearway, stating "Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street". This statement 
is deliberately misleading - it infers that SMC has authority in controlling impacts on regional roads. Roads and Maritime 
have the unfettered right to declare Clearways wherever and wheneverthey wish, and RMS has NEVER  stated publicly 
that King Street will not be subject to extended clearways. 

5. The EIS at 7-51 refers to concerns that were raised by the community that the alignment of tunnels in Newtown appeared 
to go to the east of King Street, an area that had had no geotech testing. SMC staff indicated at Community information 
sessions that the maps included in the Concept Design were broad and indicative only, and that further details would be 
available in the EIS. There are no further details provided. Again, this casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS 
process. 

6. The EIS uses maps indicating alignment of the mainline tunnels. It is clear from more detailed reading deep into the EIS 
(ie 12-57 Sydney Water Tunnels) that the alignment and depths of the tunnels may vary very significantly, after further 
survey work has been done and construction methodology determined by the construction contractor. The maps 
provided in the EIS are nothing more than 'indicative' and are misleading the community. The EIS should be withdrawn, 
corrected and updated, and reissued for genuine public comment based on 'definitive' information. 

I call on the Minister for Planning to reject this project and demand that the government re-think the transport planning for , 
the whole metropolitan area. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details 
must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to 
other parties 

Name 	 ; Email: 	 ; Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 
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Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 	 -. 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained 
in the Environmental Impact Statement M4/M5 application, for the following reasons: 

1. I am deeply disappointed that the EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a 
wish list not based on actual effects. Everything is indicative, 'would' not 	telling me nothing is actually 'known' for 
certain. This is a dangerous and reckless attempt to get approval for a project that is yet to be properly designed. 

2. This EIS provides no basis on which to approve such a complex project including the building of interchanges 
underneath Sydney suburbs Rozelle and Leichhardt. It would be absurd to approve the building of up to three tunnels 
under people's homes on the basis of such flimsy information. 

3. Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex, yet there are no detailed construction plans. It is not 
enough to say there will be mitigation if negative impacts unfold. An EIS should assess risks and be able to predict 
whether they are worth risking and if so, what mitigation should be necessary. 

4. The justification for this project relies on the completion of other projects such as the Western Harbour Tunnel which 
has not yet been planned, let alone approved. 

5. It is clear that the tunnel portals will be major sites for more traffic congestion. Some intersections that are currently 
very congested will be just as bad in 2033. 

6. I completely reject the idea that unfiltered pollution stacks should be built anywhere in Sydney, let alone three or four in 
a single area. I am particularly concerned that schools would be near such unfiltered stacks. The government needs to 
urgently review its policy of support for unfiltered stacks. 

7. I have read the warm and caring words contained in the EIS, ref Sustainability Management Strategy. What purpose do 
these serve if they are not reflected in actual plans. They simply highlight the wanton destruction of homes, trees and 
habitat already. 

8. There has been no 'meaningful' consultation with the community. Some areas affected by M3/M5 have not even been 
letterboxed by SMC. These include St Peters and sections of Erskineville. The SMC received hundreds of submissions 
on its concept design and failed to respond to any of these before lodging this EIS> 

9. I am concerned that SMC has selected one of Sydney's most dangerous traffic spots, Darley Rd in Leichhardt for a 
construction site that will bring hundreds of extra trucks and cars into the area on a daily basis for years. 

For these and many other reasons, I urge the Secretary of Planning to advise the Minister to reject this EIS. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details 
must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to 
other parties 

Name 	 ; Email: 	 ; Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Application Number: SSI 7485 

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons: 

a. There have been widespread reports in the media about extensive unresolved disputes regarding damages to houses in the Stage I M4 and Stage 2 M5 construction 

process. Why should the community believe that there will not be extensivedamages to houses in Stage 3? 

b. Because this is still based on a "concept design" it is unknown haw the communities affected will not know what is being done below their residences, schools, business 

premises and public spaces, particularly if the whole project is sold into a private corporation's ownership before the actual designs and construction plans are 

determined. The EIS makes references to these designs and plans being reviewed but there is NO information as to what agency will be responsible for such reviews or 

whether the outcomes of such reviews will be made public. The communities below whose homes, business premises, public buildings and public spaces this massive 

project will be excavated and built will be completely in the dark about what is being done, what standards it is supposed to comply with, what inspection or scrutiny it 

will subject to, and whether the private corporations undertaking the work will be held to any liability by our government. 

c. It is quite clear that the escalating cost of tolls will encourage drivers to avoid tollways. This will further pollute and congest local roads. Such impact already evident on 

Parramatta Rd usage after the new M4 tolls were introduced. The community expects similar impacts on roads around the St Peters interchange, including the Princes 

Highway, King St, enmore and Edgeware Roads and though streets of Alexandria and Erskineville. The EIS Traffic analysis fails to deal with this issue of traffic beyond 

the boundaries of the project and should be rejected. 

d. It all very difficult for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, 

and has extremely limited opening hours. This restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair community engagement. 

lam concerned that SMC has selected one of Sydney's most dangerous traffic spots, Darley Rd in Leichhardt for a construction site that will bring hundreds of extra 

trucks and cars into the area on a daily basis for years. 

f. The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in an area where the prevailing south and 

north-westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields. The St Peters Primary School in particular will be at the apex of a triangle 

between the two exhaust stacks on the south-western and north-western corners of the interchange. This is utterly unacceptable. 

g. I completely reject the notion that unfiltered pollution stacks should be built anywhere in Sydney, let alone three or four in a single area. lam particularly concerned that 

schools would be near such unfiltered stacks. The government needs to urgently review its policy of support for unfiltered stacks. 

h. The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in an area where the prevailing south and 

north-westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields. The St Peters Primary School in particular will be at the apex of a triangle 

between the two exhaust stacks on the south-western and north-western corners of the interchange. This is utterly unacceptable. 

i. lam deeply disappointed that the EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a wish list not based on actual effects. Everything is 

indicative, 'would' not 'will', telling me nothing is actually 'known' for certain. This is a dangerous and reckless attempt to get approval for a project that is yet to be 

properly designed. 

j. The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-M5 link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same area - in the Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, 

Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown hazard to the soundness of the buildings above, and given that two different tunnelling operations will take place 

quite close, the people in those buildings Will struggle to get repairs and compensation for loss because either contractor will no doubt blame the other. The increasing 

numbers of vehicles will also increase the vehicle pollution (known to have adverse effects on breathing and also to be carcinogenic) in this area. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	Mobile 	  
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 	 Submission to: 
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Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 
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publis g this submission to your website Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any 
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o The EIS at 12-57 describes potentially serious problems where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key Sydney Water utility services that service 
Sydney's eastern and southern suburbs. Why is SMC proposing tunnelling within metres of these critical services when no accurate surveying 
has been done? And when there is only limited information available about the strength of these water tunnels ? The community can have no 
confidence in the EIS proposals that are incomplete and possibly negligent. The EIS proposals and application should not be approved till these 
issues are definitively resolved and publicly published. 

o Why the so called 'King Street Gateway' been excluded in the analysis of cumulative impacts of other projects? 
o There has been no independent consideration of alternatives, in particular of a major expansion of commuter rail transport. The Department 

should reject this inadequate EIS and have a review of the flawed processes that have already led to massive expenditure on the inadequate 
option of privatised toll roads. This proposal is out of step with contemporary urban planning. 

o I object to the fact that the WestConnex Traffic Model has not been released to Councils and the community. 
o SMC have made it all but impossible for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The 

Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. Monday and Wednesday: 10am to 7pm. Tuesday: 
10am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am to 5pm. Saturday and Sunday: 11am to 4pm. This restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair 
community engagement. 

o Given the high cost of the tolls and their anticipated annual increase it is also expected that there will be an increase on traffic generally on local 
roads as motorists avoid the tollways. This can already be seen on Parramatta Rd immediately the new M4 tolls were activated. We expect 
exactly the same effect in the roads around the interchange, including the Princes Highway, King St, Edgeware and Enmore Roads and through 
the streets of Erskineville and Alexandria. 

o EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncertainties. "The EIS is based on the concept design developed for the 
project. As such, it is to be expected that some uncertainties exist that will need to be resolved during detailed design and construction and 

operational planning. As described in Chapter 1, construction contractors (for each stage of the project) would be engaged during detailed 
design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction 
methodology to be adopted. This may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in 
this EIS. Any changes to the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant mitigation 
measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval". The EIS should not be approved till the bulk of these 
'uncertainties' have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public comment. 

o I object to the publication of this EIS only 14 days after the final date for submission of comments on the concept design. At the time this EIS 
was approved for publication, there had been no public response to the public submissions on the design. It was not possible that the 
community's feedback was considered let alone assessed before the EIS model was finalised. The rushed process exposes the fundamental lack 
of integrity in the feedback process and treats the community with contempt. 

o Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex, yet there are no detailed construction plans. It is not enough to say there will 
be mitigation if negative impacts unfold. An EIS should assess risks and be able to predict whether they are worth risking and if so, what 
mitigation should be necessary. 

o The assessment and solution to potentially serious problems described in the EIS at 12-57 (where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key 
Sydney Water utility services that service Sydney's eastern and southern suburbs) is "based on assumptions about the strength and stiffness of 
the water tunnels given that limited information about the design and condition of these assets was available. Detailed surveys should be 
undertaken to verify the levels and condition of these Sydney Water assets. A detailed assessment would be carried out in consultation with 
Sydney Water to demonstrate that construction of the M4-M5 Link tunnels would have negligible adverse settlement or vibration impacts on 
these tunnels. A settlement monitoring program would also be implemented during construction to validate or reassess the predictions should it 

be required." The community can have no confidence in the EIS proposals that are incomplete and possibly negligent. The EIS proposals and 
application should not be approved till these issues are definitively resolved and publicly published. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I • 	..... 
i Signature: 
j...... 

pl 	 r circle my personal information when publishing this 

s 	your website.I 	VE NOT made reportable po1itica,l.Jonations in the last 2 years. 

Address: bet pre-M  

Attention Director 
Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link j Sub 
1 	 

soniaMlif 	Postcode 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons: 

SMC have made it all but impossible for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The Ncwtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has 

extremely limited opening hours. Monday and Wednesday: 10am to 7pm. Tuesday: 10am to (rpm. Thursday and Friday: 10am to 5pm. Saturday and Sunday: I lam to 4pm. This restricted access 

does NOT constitute open and fair community engagement. 

141* 	Given the high cost of the tolls and their anticipated annual increase it is also expected that there will be an increase on traffic generally on local roads as motorists avoid the tollways. This can 

already be seen on Parramatta Rd immediately the new M4 tolls were activated. We expect exactly the same effect in the roads around the interchange, including the Princes Highway, King St, 

Edgewarc and Enmorc Roads and through the streets of Erskineville and Alexandria. 

4. 	The EIS at 12-57 describes potentially serious problems where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key Sydney Water utility services that service Sydney's eastern and southern suburbs. Why is 

SMC proposing tunnelling within metres of these critical services when no accurate surveying has been done? And when there is only limited information available about the strength of these 

water tunnels ? The community can have no confidence in the EIS proposals that are incomplete and possibly negligent. The EIS proposals and application should not be approved till these issues 

are definitively resolved and publicly published. 

46 	Why the so called 'King Street Gateway' been excluded in the analysis of cumulative impacts of other projects? 

There has been no independent consideration of alternatives, in particular of a major expansion of commuter rail transport. The Department should reject this inadequate EIS and have a review of 

the flawed processes that have already lcd to massive expenditure on the inadequate option of privatised toll roads. This proposal is out of step with contemporary urban planning. 

11. 	I object to the fact that the WestConnex Traffic Model has not been released to Councils and the community. 

11•16 	EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncertainties. "The EIS is based on the concept design developed for the project. As such, it is to be expected that some 

uncertainties exist that will need to be resolved during detailed design and construction and operational planning. As described in Chapter I, construction contractors (for each stage of the 

project) would be engaged during detailed design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction 

methodology to he adopted. This may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to the project would be 

reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant mitigation measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval". The EIS 

should not be approved till the bulk of these 'uncertainties' have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public comment. 

46 	I object to the publication of this EIS only 14 days after the final date for submission of comments on the concept design. At the time this EIS was approved for publication, there had been no 

public response to the public submissions on the design. It was not possible that the community's feedback was considered let alone assessed before the EIS model was finalised. The rushed 

process exposes the fundamental lack of integrity in the feedback process and treats the community with contempt. 

11. 	Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex, yet there arena detailed construction plans. It is not enough to say there will be mitigation if negative impacts unfold. An EIS 

should assess risks and be able to predict whether they arc worth risking and if so, what mitigation should be necessary. 

;46 	The assessment and solution to potentially serious problems described in the EIS at 12-57 (where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key Sydney Water utility services that service Sydney's 

eastern and southern suburbs) is "based on assumptions about the strength and stiffness of the water tunnels given that limited information about the design and condition of these assets was 

available. Detailed surveys should be undertaken to verify thethe levels and condition of these Sydney Water assets. A detailed assessment would be carried out in consultation with Sydney ;Voter to 

demonstrate that construction of the M4-M5 Link tunnels would have negligible adverse settlement or vibration impacts on these tunnels. A settlement monitoring program would also be 

implemented during construction to validate or reassess the predictions should it be required." The community can have no confidence in the EIS proposals that arc incomplete and possibly 

negligent. The EIS proposals and application should not be approved till these issues are definitively resolved and publicly published. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	Mobile 	  
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Name: KiAck 	• 4 

Signatur 

Please include! delete (cross out or circle)  my personal information when 
publishing this submission to your website Declaration: I HAVE NOT  made any 
reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address: 14 Lcf-ros 
LaJ1 Suburb: Postcode 	  

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
	

Submission to: 
application It SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

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

Attn: Director—Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

• The EIS at 12-57 describes potentially serious problems where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key Sydney Water utility services that service 
Sydney's eastern and southern suburbs. Why is SMC proposing tunnelling within metres of these critical services when no accurate surveying 
has been done? And when there is only limited information available about the strength of these water tunnels ? The community can have no 
confidence in the EIS proposals that are incomplete and possibly negligent. The EIS proposals and application should not be approved till these 
issues are definitively resolved and publicly published. 

• Why the so called 'King Street Gateway' been excluded in the analysis of cumulative impacts of other projects? 
• There has been no independent consideration of alternatives, in particular of a major expansion of commuter rail transport. The Department 

should reject this inadequate EIS and have a review of the flawed processes that have already led to massive expenditure on the inadequate 
option of privatised toll roads. This proposal is out of step with contemporary urban planning. 

• I object to the fact that the WestConnex Traffic Model has not been released to Councils and the community. 
• SMC have made it all but impossible for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The 

Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. Monday and Wednesday: 10am to 7pm. Tuesday: 
10am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am to 5pm. Saturday and Sunday: llam to 4pm. This restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair 
community engagement. 

• Given the high cost of the tolls and their anticipated annual increase it is also expected that there will be an increase on traffic generally on local 
roads as motorists avoid the tollways. This can already be seen on Parramatta Rd immediately the new M4 tolls were activated. We expect 
exactly the same effect in the roads around the interchange, including the Princes Highway, King St, Edgeware and Enmore Roads and through 
the streets of Erskineville and Alexandria. 

• EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) describes the Process for addressing project uncertainties. "The EIS is based on the concept design developed for the 
project. As such, it is to be expected that some uncertainties exist that will need to be resolved during detailed design and construction and 
operational planning. As described in Chapter I, construction contractors (for each stage of the project) would be engaged during detailed 
design to provide greater certainty on the exact locations of temporary and permanent facilities and infrastructure as well as the construction 
methodology to be adopted. This may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies described and assessed in 
this EIS. Any changes to the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in the EIS including relevant mitigation 
measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval". The EIS should not be approved till the bulk of these 
'uncertainties' have been fully researched and surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public comment. 

• I object to the publication of this EIS only 14 days after the final date for submission of comments on the concept design. At the time this EIS 
was approved for publication, there had been no public response to the public submissions on the design. It was not possible that the 
community's feedback was considered let alone assessed before the EIS model was finalised. The rushed process exposes the fundamental lack 
of integrity in the feedback process and treats the community.  with contempt. 

• Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex, yet there are no detailed construction plans. It is not enough to say there will 
be mitigation if negative impacts unfold. An EIS should assess risks and be able to predict whether they are worth risking and if so, what 
mitigation should be necessary. 

• The assessment and solution to potentially serious problems described in the EIS at 12-57 (where mainline tunnels alignment crosses key 
Sydney Water utility services that service Sydney's eastern and southern suburbs) is "based on assumptions about the strength and stiffness of 
the water tunnels given that limited information about the design and condition of these assets was available. Detailed surveys should be 
undertaken to verify the levels and condition of these Sydney Water assets. A detailed assessment would be carried out in consultation with 

Sydney Water to demonstrate that construction of the M4-M5 Link tunnels would have negligible adverse settlement or vibration impacts on 
these tunnels. A settlement monitoring program would also be implemented during construction to validate or reassess the predictions should it 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application 
# SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below.  

Name. 
	a vvcci 	q/te,  

Signature. 	 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your webs ite 
Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address. 
	'5 I 5- -LzO  s-T  

Suburb. 
	 i\j5J 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

Postcode 2tPLP 

A. Rozelle Rail Yards will have 400 car parking spaces provided for workers(EiS). The daily workforce for 
these sites is stated to be approximately 550. This means that 150 vehicles will need to park in nearby local 
streets which are already over-subscribed during weekdays by commuters taking the light rail. 

B. There is a higher than average number of shift workers in the Inner West. The EIS acknowledges that even 
allowing for mitigation measures such as acoustic sheds and noise walls, shift workers will be more vulnerable 
to impacts of years of construction work and will consequently be at risk of a loss of quality of life, loss of 
productivity and chronic mental and physical illness. 

C. There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states that 'the 
ventilation outlets would be designed to effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel and are predicted 
to have negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the 
impacts on air quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the 
impact. 

D. EIS social impact study states that "the health and safety of residents should be prioritised around 
construction areas" - this is merely platitudinous in the light of the choice of Darley Rd the third most 
dangerous traffic intersection in the Inner West as a construction site. 

E. SMC have made it all but impossible for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal 
working and business hours. The Newtown Library only has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited 
opening hours. Monday and Wednesday: 10am to 7pm. Tuesday: 10am to 6pm. Thursday and Friday: 10am to 
Spm. Saturday and Sunday: 11am to 4pm. This restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair community 
engagement. 

F. I am deeply disappointed that the EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to 
be a wish list not based on actual effects. Everything is indicative, 'would' not 	telling me nothing is actually 
'known' for certain. This is a dangerous and reckless attempt to get approval for a project that is yet to be properly 
designed. 

G. I strongly object to the proposed location of this permanent operational facility on Darley Road. The presence of this 
site contradicts repeated assurances to the community that the site would be returned after construction Was 
completed. The ongoing presence of this site will limit future uses of the darley Road site which could serve 
community purposes, particularly given its location directly next to public transport. Its presence removes the 
ability to provide more accessible, safer and direct pedestrian access to the North Leichhardt Light Rail Station. The 
plant location, in a neighbourhood setting is not appropriate. It will reduce property values and have an 
unacceptable impacts on the visual amenity of the area. The streets adjacent to Darley Road are comprised of low-
rise residential homes and small businesses and infrastructure such as this should not be permitted in such a 
location. 	 ocr 1,00 	f( (19- 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 
39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	4--01,-, 	crce_ •L., 

Address: lk g-- 	ettaerN 	i-- 	 Suburb fr 	Az-c- ..r Post Code 

Signature: 

Please include my perso 	I 	ormation when publishing this submission to your website 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

/ No 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Noise impacts 

I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at 
Leichhardt because engine noise from the trucks 
approaching the intersection up the grade would be a 
constant source of annoyance to residents of Darley Road 
down to its intersection with Charles Street. 

The independent engineer engaged by the Inner West 
Council Jim Holt also came to this conclusion in his report to 
the Council. SMC have not recognised this impact in the 
EIS. They sent a response to the Council as follows: 

'Response: Noise from construction traffic using the public 
road network is assessed under the Roads and Maritime 
Noise Criteria Guideline (NCG), which documents Roads 
and Maritime's approach to implementing the Road Noise 
Policy (RNP). Under the NCG, an initial screening test is 
carried out to determine whether noise levels would increase 
by more than two decibels (dBA). This represents an 
increase in the number of vehicles of approximately 60 per 
cent due to construction traffic or a temporary reroute due to 
a road closure. Where increases are 2dBA or less, then 
further assessment is required as noise level changes would 
most likely not be perceptible to most people. Where noise 
levels increase by more than 2dBA (i.e. 2.1 dBA or greater) 
further assessment is required using criteria presented in the 
NCG. 

Darley Road is currently being used by heavy vehicles and 
light commercial vehicles (construction, delivery etc) that 
contribute to background noises. The predicted traffic noise 
increase (dBA) at the Darley Road site is around 0.5dBA.' 

You do not need to be an acoustic engineer to know that 
truck and dogs are very noisy and that local residents will be. 
impacted greatly, especially those close to where trucks will 
be accelerating and decelerating. Darley Road, Leichhardt is 
not currently experiencing 14 truck and dog movements an 
hour during peak time stated in the EIS and an unknown (but 
presumably greater) number of truck movements within off 
peak construction hours. This is a truck movement every 3-4 
minutes during peak. Assuming that they will increase truck 
movements during off peak residents can expect a truck 
every 2-3 minutes. We do not need a screening test or 
assessment to tell us that residents will be subjected to 
extreme levels of truck noise. 

SMC's response does not acknowledge this and does not 
refute Jim Holt's conclusion that residents will be impacted. 
SMC's response like the proponent's EIS fails to 
acknowledge the true impact of the Darley Road civil and 
tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. 

The resident's of Darley Rd, Francis, Hubert and Charles St 
have little acoustic protection against the noise of truck 
engines, exhaust and brakes and non is contemplated in the 
EIS. 

I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at 
Leichhardt because the truck noise impacts for residents will 
be too great for the extended period of construction involved 
•and the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt 
should be rejected on this basis. 
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Submission f m: 

Name.  

Signature:.. 

cfkr(c-(ik  

Please inc 	 cross out or circlet  my personal information when publishing 
this submission to your website Declaration : I HAVE NOT  made any reportable 
political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address: it 	PPS  
f 

Suburb: •AV't51t4U 06/(1' 	Postcode  22 7 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 7485, 
for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application. 

D 	The decision to build a three-stage tollway instead of expanding public transport has never been subjected to democratic decision-making and 
in fact has been opposed by the great majority of submissions received in response to the Environmental Impact Statements for the first two 
stages. 

D 	The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. We now have 
proposals for Stages 1,2 and 3 and none achieve this goal. The community is asked to support this proposal on the basis of other major 
unfunded projects, which are little more than ideas on a map. This is NOT the way to plan a liveable city. 

> There will be 100 workers a day on the site, with provision for only 10-20 car spaces and there is a concession that local streets will be used, 
who will be 'encouraged' to use public transport. Our experience with the major construction sites in Haberfield, and St Peters that public 
transport is not used by the workers and that despite the fact they are not supposed to do so, they park in our local streets and cause strife 
with our residents. 

D 	The EIS at 7-21 states that Community update Newsletters were distributed to residents 'near the project footprint' in many suburbs. This 
statement is simply not correct. No such newsletters were received by residents in central and northern Newtown. SMC was made aware of 
this fact, but has not responded to verbal and written requests for audited confirmation of the addresses getterboxed'. This statement of 
community engagement should be rejected by the Department. 

• Darley Road is confirmed as a 'civil and tunnel site (dive site) with a 'Motorway Operations' site at one end for machinery during the build and 
will then house permanent water treatment facilities, despite evidence tendered to the Concept Design explaining that this intersection has 
an high accident rate and is completely unsuitable for such a purpose. 

D 	I do not accept that King Street traffic congestion will be improved by this project, There should be a complete review of the traffic modelling 
that does not appear to take sufficient notice of the impact of pouring 51000 extra cars down Euston Rd on top of increases in population in 
the area. Given that there is no outlet between the St Peters and Haberfield or Rozelle, all traffic going to the CBD, East or into the Inner West 
will use local roads. 

> The decision to build a three-stage tollway instead of expanding public transport has never been subjected to democratic decision-making and 
in fact has been opposed by the great majority of submissions received in response to the Environmental Impact Statements for the first two 
stages. 

> The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. We now have 
proposals for Stages 1,2 and 3 and none achieve this goal. The community is asked to support this proposal on the basis of other major 
unfunded projects, which are little more than ideas on a map. This is NOT the way to plan a liveable city. 

> There will be 100 workers a day on the site, with provision for only 10-20 car spaces and there is a concession that local streets will be used, 
who will be 'encouraged' to use public transport. Our experience with the major construction sites in Haberfield, and St Peters that public 
transport is not used by the workers and that despite the fact they are not supposed to do so, they park in our local streets and cause strife 
with our residents. 

> Why is there no detailed information about the so called 'King Street Gateway' included in the EIS? 
> An on-line interactive map was published with the M4-M5 Concept Design that indicated a very wide yellow 'swoosh' that is upwards of a 

kilometre wide in some sections of the M4-M5 proposals. SMC have NEVER publicly published or acknowledged that the contractor to be 
appointed to build the tunnels will be 'encouraged' to do so within the yellow swoosh footprint, but may go outside the indicative swoosh 
area if found necessary after further geotech and survey work. The proposed Sydney Water Tunnels surveys (EIS 12-57) could potentially see a 
dramatic change in the tunnel alignments in the Newtown area. Why were these surveys not done during the past three years such that 
'definitive' rather than 'indicative' alignments could be published. The EIS should be withdrawn till such time that it is a true and fair 
'definitive' document open for genuine public comment. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Director Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: 	,b, K-t... 	p.....Dcyyle..ir 

— Address: I? 	6-Cte4A.1 	St 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: C.hatax)0 wi Postcode 2_CX,7 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 
	- 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

I . I object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this submission. 
2. I object because of the unacceptable risk it will create to the safety of our community. Darley Road is a known 

accident and traffic blackspot and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of 
accidents. On Transport for NSW's own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the 
third most dangerous in the inner west. 

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the site. 
Given the constraints of the Darley Road site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS needs to be amended to 
remove queuing as an exceptional circumstance. The truck movements should properly managed by the contractor 
so that there is no queuing. This exception will make it easier for contractors to neglect their obligation to monitor 
and manage truck movements in and out of the site and needs to be removed. The EIS needs to specifically provide 
that all local streets abutting Darley Road and expressly prohibited truck movements (including parking) on these 
streets. This should include all streets from the north (James St) to the south (Falls Road), which are near the 
project footprint. 

4. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three years. 
The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works 
on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised. 

5. The EIS states that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation. The 
additional mitigation is mentioned but not proposed or any detail provided. All possible mitigation should be 
included as a condition of approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial above ground invasive works will be 
required to demolish the Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The EIS noise projections indicate that for 
I 0 weeks residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS does not contain a plan to manage or mitigate 
this terrible impact. There is no detail as to which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary relocation; there are 
no details of any noise walls or what treatments will be provided to individual homes that are badly affected. The 
approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact will be managed and minimised during the 
construction period and, in particular, during site establishment. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site on 
the basis that the works required (demolition and surface works) will create unacceptable and unbearable noise and 
vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates that at least 36 homes will basically be unlivable during this 
period. In addition, the planned 170 heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen the, impact of construction 
noise. 

6. The EIS does not even mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels 
identified are misleading. I 'object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts 
it will have on surrounding homes and businesses. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application # SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

Name• 	 .01 
	

41-7,4*(c2 	  
Signature. 	 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration : I 

Submission to: 

Planning Services, 
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4. The EIS states that an alternative truck movement 
is proposed which involves use of the City West 
Link and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley 
Road. This proposal is supported, subject to further 
information about potential impacts being 
provided. The EIS should not be approved on its 
current basis which provides for 170 heavy and 
light vehicles accessing Darley Road on a daily 
basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues 
and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also 
compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the 
light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos 
on this critical arterial road providing access to and 
across the City west Link. The current proposal 
which provides for truck movements solely on 
Darley. Road should not be approved and approval 
should only be given to the alternative proposal. I 
repeat however my objection to the selection of this 
site altogether, but propose the least worst impact 
should be chosen if this site is to be used. 

4- The EIS indicates that 36 homes will have 
unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at 
the Darley road construction site. The EIS does not 
mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in 
the Leichhardt or St Peters area, and therefore does 
not reflect the true impact of construction noise on 
the amenity of nearby residents and businesses. 
The noise impacts of construction are not able to be 
mitigated.  to an acceptable level and the EIS should 
not.be  approved on this basis. 

4- 	We object to the selection of the Darley Road site on 
the basis that it provides for daily movements of 
170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. 
This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of 
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light rail 
stop as well as bicycle users accessing the  

bicycle route on Darley Road and entering Canal 
road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. 
Many school children cross at this point to walk to 
Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. 
The EIS states that an alternative truck movement 
is proposed which involves use of the City West 
Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The 
selection of Darley Road should not be approved if 
it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, 
which is what it currently provides. 

4- No workers associated with the WestConnex 
project should be permitted to park on local streets. 
Parking is at a premium in this area and many 
residents to not have off-street parking. The 
removal of 20 car spaces for five years as is 

• proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation 
as will the removal of 'ki(ss and ride facilities' at the 
light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 
units on William Street which is not taken into 
account in the EIS. This will place further stress on 
parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any 
worker parking on local streets. 

Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC 
that the Darley Road site would be operational for 
three years. The EIS states that it will be 
operational for 5 years. This creates an 
unacceptable impact for residents. The works on 
the site should be restricted to a three-year 
program as was promised: 
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4- 	We object to the location of a permanent substation 
and water treatment plant following the completion of 
the project on the Darley Road site. This will limit the 
future uses of the land and the community has been 
continually assured that the land, which is 
Government-owned, would be available for 
community purposes. The presence of this facility will 
forever prevent the ability for safe and direct 
pedestrian access to the light rail stop; with users • 
required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will 
also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent 
facility is to be located then it should be moved to the 
north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and 
has less visual impact on residents. 

4- Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt 
area as low as 35 metres. This creates and 
unacceptable risk of damage to homes due to 
settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges 
that at tunnelling at 35 metres and less this is a real 
risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. 
Instead, it states that properties will be repaired at the 
Government's expense. However no details or 
assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The 
project should not be approved with such tunnelling 
depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of 
damage and how and when it will be repaired. It will 
lead to the situation where residents and businesses are 
forced to engage structural engineers and lawyers to 
prove that the damage was linked to Westconnex 
works, with no assurance that this property damage 
will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed. 

4. 	The EIS states that, if the current proposal for 
ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve '  

satisfactory environmental and health impacts, that 
further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is 
unacceptable and the EIS does not provide the 
alternative locations for any such facilities and 
therefore the community is deprived of any 
opportunity to comment on their impacts. The EIS 
should not be approved on the basis that there may be 
additional ventilation facilities that are not disclosed 
in the EIS. 

4- Many students walk or ride to Orange Grove and 
Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley 
Road.Tfere are also a number of childcare centres 
very close to the Darley Road site. 

4. The presence of 170 heavy and light vehicle 
movements a day at this site will create an 
unacceptable risk to students. The EIS should not 
permit any truck movements near the Darley Road site. 
The alternative proposal which provides that all spoil 
trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the 
only proposal that should be considered. 

4. 	All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as 
NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a 
strict prohibition on any truck movements and worker 
contractor parking. These homes are already suffering 
the worst construction impacts of the work on the site 
and should be spared the further imposition of lack of 
parking and additional noise impacts. The EIS needs 
to prohibit outright truck movements (including 
parking) and worker parking on all of these streets. 
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4. The project directly affected five listed heritage 
items, including demolition of the stormwater canal 
at Rozel le. Twenty-one other statutory heritage 
items of State or local heritage significant would be 
subject to indirect impacts through vibration, 
settlement and visual setting. And directly affected 
nine individual buildings as assessed as being 
potential local heritage items. It is unacceptablethat 
heritage items are removed or potentially damaged 
and the approval should prohibit such 
destruction.(Executive Summary xviii) 

4. The EIS states that 'Impacts associated with 
property acquisition would be managed through a 
property acquisition support service.' There is no 
reference as to how this support service will be 
more effective than that currently offered. There 
were many upset residents and businesses who did 
not believe they were treated in a respectful and fair 
manner in earlier stages. The EIS needs to include 
details as to lessons learned from earlier projects 
and how this will be improved for the M4-M5 
impacted residents and businesses. (Executive 
Summary xviii) 

The EIS states that investigation would be 
undertaken to confirm whether the Victoria Road 
bridge is a potential roost site for microbats.There 
will be attempts to 'manage potential impacts' if 
confirmed. This is inadequate. The project should 
not be permitted to impact on vulnerable species. 

4-- The EIS acknowledges that visual impacts will 
occur during construction. However it does not 
propose to address these negative impacts in the 
design of the project. This is unacceptable and the 
EIS needs to propose walls„ plant and perimeter 
treatments and  

other measures at appropriate locations to lessen the 
impact on visual amenity. (Executive Summary 
xviii) 

4- The EIS does.  not provide any opportunity to 
comment on the urban design and landscape 
component of the project. It states that 'a detailed 
review and finalisation of the architectural treatment 
of the project operational infrastructure would be 
undertaken 'during detailed design'. The 
Community should be given an opportunity to 
comment upon and influence the design and we 
object to the approval of the EIS on the basis that 
this detail is not provided, nor is the community (or 
other stakeholders) given an opportunity to 
comment or influence the final design. 

4- The construction and operation of the project will 
result in 51 property acquisitions. We object to the 
project in its entirety because of this impact. We 
note that a number of long-standing businesses have 
been acquired and that many families and businesses 
in earlier stages have been forced to go to court to 
seek fair compensation. We object to the acquisition 
in particular of the Dan Murphys site. The business 
was substantially renovated and a new business 
opened with full knowledge of the likely 
acquisition. We object to it being acquired and 
compensated in this circumstances and call on the 
Government to investigate the circumstances which 
led to this occurring (Executive Summary xvii) 
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4- The EIS shoUld not be approved as it does not 
contain any certainty for residents as to what is 
proposed and does not provide a basis on 
which the project can be approved. The EIS 
states 'the detail of the design and construction 
approach is indicative only based on a concept 
design and is subject to detailed design and 
construction planning to be undertaken by the 

'successful contractors.' Therefore this entire 
process is a sham as the extent to which 
concerns are taken into account is not known 
as the contractor can simply make further 
changes. As the contractor is not bound to take 
into account community impacts outside of the 
strict requirements and as the contractor will be 
trying to deliver the project as quickly and 
cheaply as possible, it is likely that the 
additional measure proposed with respect to 
construction noise mitigation for (example) will 
not be adopted. The EIS should not be 
approved on the basis that it does not provide a 
reliable basis on which to base the approval 
documents. It does not provide the community 
with a genuine opportunity to provide 
meaningful feedback in accordance with the 
legislative obligation of the Government to 
provide a consultation process because the 
designs are 'indicative' only and subject to 
change. Because of this the EIS is riddled with 
caveats and lacks clear obligations and 
requirements of project delivery. The additional 
effect of this is that the community and other 
stakeholders such as the Council will be unable 
to undertake compliance activities as the 
conditions are simply too broad and lack any 
substantial detail. 

4- There are overlaps in the construction periods 
of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This 
will significantly worsen impacts for residents 
close to construction areas. No additional 
mitigation or any compensation is offered for 
residents for these periods.(Executive . • 
Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that 
residents should have these prolonged periods 
of exposure to more than one project. The EIS 
makes no attempt to measure or mitigate the 
cumulative impact of these prolonged periods 
of construction noise exposure. 

4- The EIS states that there may be a 'small 
increase in pollutant concentrations' near 
surface roads.The EIS states that potential 
health impacts associated with changes in air 
quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and 
particulates) within the local community have 
been assessed and are considered to be 
'acceptable.' We disagree that the impacts on 
human health are acceptable and object to the 
project in its entirety because of these impacts. 
(Executive Summary xvi) 

4. The EIS is misleading because it discusses-the 
creation of 14,350 direct jobs during 
construction. It omits the fact that jobs have 
also been lost because of acquisition of 
businesses, many of which were long-standing 
and employed hundreds of workers. (Executive 
Summary xviii) 

4. No noise barriers have been proposed. This is 
unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers 
should be included in the EIS for consideration. 
(Executive Summary xvii) 
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4 The EIS states that property damage due to ground 
movement may occur. We object to the project in its 

entirety on this basis. The EIS states that 'settlement, 

induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater 

drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnel 
alignment'. The risk of ground movement is lessened 

where tunnelling is more than 35 metres. However, 

some tunnelling is at less than 1.0 metres. This 

proposed tunnel alignment creates an unacceptable 

risk of ground movement. In addition, the EIS states 

that there are a number of discrete areas to the north 

and northwest of the Rozelle Rail Yards, to the north 

of Campbell Road at St Peters and in the vicinity of 

Lord Street at Newtown where ground water 

movement above 20 milliliters is predicted 'strict 

limits on the degree of settlement permitted would 

be imposed on the project" and 'damage' would be 

rectified at no cost to the owner. would be placed 

(Executive Summary, xvii -iii). The project should not 

be permitted to be delivered in such a way that there 

is a known risk to property damage that cannot be 

mitigated to an acceptable level of risk. 

4. There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the 

ventilation outlets will be date. The EIS simply states 

that 'the ventilation outlets would be designed to 

effectively disperse the emissions from the tunnel- 

and are predicted to have negligible effect on local air 

quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate 

and details of the impacts on air quality need to be 

provided so that the residents and experts can 

meaningfully comment on the impact. 

4 	The EIS states that 'a preferred noise mitigation 

option' would be determined during 'detailed  

design'. This is unacceptable and residents have no 

opportunity to comment on the detailed designs. 

The failure to include this detail means that residents 

have no idea as to what is planned and cannot 

comment or input into those plans. (Executive 

Summary xvi) 

4 The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on 

the site which includes a mature tree. I object to the 

removal of the tree which creates a visual and noise 

barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the 

tree is removed it must be replaced with a mature 
tree as soon as the remediation of the site 

commences. 

4 	The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant 

and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road 

will prevent direct pedestrian access to the light rail 

station. It will affect the future uses of the site once 

the project is completed. The facility is out of step 

with the area which is comprised of low rise homes 

and detracts from the visual amenity of the area. This 

site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for 

pedestrians, bike users and the homes that have 
direct line of sight to the facility. It should not be 

permitted on this site. 

4. 	The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise 

and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels 

identified are misleading. I object to the selection of 

the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable 

noise impacts it will have on surrounding homes and 

businesses. 
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4. 	The EIS states that construction noise levels would 

exceed the relevant goals without additional 

mitigation. The additional mitigation is mentioned 

but not proposed. All possible mitigation should be 

included as a condition of approval. The EIS 

acknowledges that substantial above ground 

invasive works will be required to demolish the 

Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The 

EIS noise projections indicate that for 10 weeks 

residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts. 

The EIS doe not contain a plan to manage or 

mitigate this terrible impact. There is no detail as to 

which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary 

relocation; there are no details of any noise walls 

or what treatments will be provided to individual 

homes that are badly affected. The approval needs 

to contain detail as to how this unacceptable 

impact will be managed and minimised during the 

construction period and, in particular, during site 

establishment. I object to the selection of the 

Darley Road site on the basis that the works 

required (demolition and surface works) will create 

unacceptable and unbearable noise and vibration 

impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates that 

at least 36 homes will basically be unliveable 

during this period. In addition, the planned 170 

heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen 

the impact of construction noise. 

4- I object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil 

and tunnel site because of the unacceptable risk it 

will create to the safety of our community. Darley 

Road is a known accident and traffic blackspot and 

the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will 

create an unacceptable risk of accidents. On 

Transport for NSW's own figures, the intersection  

at the City West Link and James Street is the third 

most dangerous in the inner west. 

f14,  The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in 

exceptional circumstances which includes queuing 

at the site. Given the constraints of the Darley Road 

site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS 

needs to be amended to remove queuing as an 

exceptional circumstance. The truck movements 

should properly managed by the contractor so that 

there is no queuing. This exception will make it 

easier for contractors to neglect their obligation to 

monitor and manage truck movements in and out 

of the site and needs to be removed. The EIS needs 

to specifically mention all local streets abutting 

Darley Road and expressly prohibited truck 

movements (including parking) on these streets. 

This should include all streets from the north 

(James St) to the south (Falls Road), which are near 

the project footprint. 

4- Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC 

that the Darley Road site would be operational for 

three years. The EIS states that it will be operational 

for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for 

residents. The works on the site should be 

restricted to a three-year program as was promised. 

4. The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft 

noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise 

levels identified are misleading. I object to the 

selection of the Darley Road site because of the 

unacceptable noise impacts it will have on 

surrounding homes and businesses. 
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The substation and water treatment plant should be 

moved to the north end of the site near the City 

West link. This will mean that the site is less 

visible to residents and most pedestrian access is 

at this end. There are no homes that will have 

direct line of 'site of the facility if it is moved. This 

will also enable direct pedestrian access to the light 

rail without • the need to use the winding path at 

the rear of the site which creates safety issues 

and adds to the time required to access the light 

rail stop. 

local roads. 

4 The site should be returned to the community as 

compensation for the imposition of this construction 

site in our neighbourhood for a 5 year period. If 

the substation and water treatment plant is moved 

to the north of the site, then the lower half of the 

site ( which is the most accessible end) could be • 

converted into open space with mature trees 

planted. As this site is immediately adjacent to the 

bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that 

support active transport could be included. • This 

would result increase the green space for residents 

and result in a pleasant green environment for 

pedestrians, rather than a fenced facility. 

4 The EIS currently permits trucks to access local 

roads in 'exceptional circumstances', which includes 

queuing at the site. Given the constraints of the site 

( and based on experience with cars accessing the 

site for Dan Murphy's), queuing will be the 

norm and not the exception. The EIS needs 

to be amended to rule our queuing as an 

exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Truck routes 

• I object to the EIS because it suggests that no local roads would be used by heavy vehicles during works yet at the same time 
acknowledges that spoil trucks may use local roads in exceptional circumstances which include when there is queuing to get into 
the site. Darley Rd is highly congested with traffic queues forming during much of the day which will lead to queues to enter the 
site. Queuing will not therefore be an exceptional circumstance and the result will be that spoil trucks are able to use local roads 
without being in breach; which will be often. This is unacceptable to residents of Francis, Hubert, William and Charles St and I 
object to the EIS on this basis. As queuing cannot be avoided on Darley Rd-this clearly shows why this location is inappropriate. 
The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find a location direct/ on the City West Link where spoil trucks will never 
use local roads. Why should residents' lives be put at risk because the project must be delivered as soon as possible? 

• I object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation to the Darley Rd site, 
which SMC have on many occasions told the community they are contemplating as. alternatives. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that 'It is anticipated that the majority of construction traffic would 
enter the site from the southern (westbound) carriageway of Darley Road, Leichhardt via new driveways. Heavy vehicles associated 
with spoil haulage would travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt. A temporary right turning 
lane at the intersection of City West Link and Darley Road, Leichhardt would be provided for use by construction vehicles. Heavy 
vehicles would exit the site by turning left onto Darley Road, Leichhardt before turning left onto City West Link. 

'Construction traffic may also access the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) via the westbound lanes of City West Link.' 

'Temporary traffic management measures would be established to enable access and egress arrangements. These would be 
detailed in a CTAMP, which would be prepared to manage construction traffic associated with the project.' 

I object to the proposal for vehicles associated with spoil haulage to travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley 
Rd. This proposal is dangerous and the impacts and risks are too great. Darley Rd is acknowledged by RMS to be a sub-standard 
road in terms of its construction. The intersection from the city wdst link is a steep blind turn even for traffic coming across from 
James St. This is followed by immediate left hand turns into both Francis St and Hubert St. A number of properties on Darley Rd 
would be at risk of destruction from spoil haulage trucks in the event of a truck having to brake suddenly to avoid stationary 
vehicles. 

The proponent should abandon a dive site completely or find a location directly on the City West Link where spoil trucks will never 
use local roads. Why should residents lives be put at risk because the project must be delivered as soon as possible? 

• I object to the EIS because it fails to describe the truck route options available to the proponent in relation to the Darley Rd site 
and, instead allows for the final plan to be detailed in the CTAMP, Preferred Infrastructure Report or Ancillary Facilities Management 
Plan. 

Peter Jones of SMC has on many occasions made representations to the community that his plan is to stage trucks from the port 
and eventually when possible to have them arrive and depart from the site underground when a. tunnel is established between 
Leichhardt and the M4 East. He has also said that loading of spoil would take place underground at this time. He has recently told 
us of his plan to load trucks from a ramp off the city west link by means of a hopper conveyor which would pass over the Light rail 
station delivering spoil into silos below which trucks would pull up to receive their load. The laden trucks would then travel west 
bound along the city west link. None of this plan is detailed in the EIS. 

I object to the fact that I am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. I object to the fact that I will have no 
right or opportunity to have input into the CTAMP, PIR or AFMP on matters which will have a devastating impact to me and to 
residents near 7 Darley Rd. 
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Organisation:  
Address:VD 0 	‘Frok  vk C_J,--'9 	 j-te R._-. 	 Suburb 	ri,vivy--4.  ) Post Code 2 D c. . 4 
Email: 	 .L..

.
..,..yi

k
e4

. 
/ 4 

Please include my personal information when publishing this subm.  sion to your website 	Yes / No 

Declaration: .1 have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Noise impacts 

I object to the the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt because engine noise from the trucks approaching the intersection 
up the grade would be a constant source of annoyance to residents of Darley Road down to its intersection with Charles Street. .. 

The independent engineer engaged by the Inner West Council Jim Holt also came to this conclusion in his report to the Council. SMC 
have not recognised this impact in the EIS. They sent a response to the Council as follows: 

'Response: Noise from construction traffic using the public road network is assessed under {he Roads and Maritime Noise Criteria 
Guideline (NCG), Which documents Roads and Maritime's approach to implementing the Road Noise Policy (RNP). Under the NCG, an 
initial screening test is carried out to determine whether noise levels would increase by more than two decibels (dBA). This represents an 
increase in the number of vehicles of approximately 60 per cent due to construction traffic or a temporary reroute due to a road closure. 
Where increases are 2dBA or less, then further assessment is required as noise level changes would most likely not be perceptible to 
most people. Where noise levels increase by more than 2dBA (i.e. 2.1 dBA or greater) further assessment is required using criteria 
presented in the NCG. 

Darley Road is currently being used by heavy vehicles and light commercial vehicles (construction, delivery etc) that contribute to 
background noises. The predicted traffic noise increase (dBA) at the Darley Road site is around 0.5dBA.' 

You do not need to be an acoustic engineer to know that truck and dogs are very noisy and that local residents will be impacted 
greatly, especially those close to where trucks will be accelerating and decelerating. Darley Road, Leichhardt is not currently 
experiencing 14 truck and dog movements an hour during peak time stated in the EIS and an unknown (but presumably greater) 
number of truck movements within off peak construction hours. This is a truck movement every 3-4 minutes during peak. Assuming 
that they will increase truck movements during off peak residents can expect a truck every 2-3 minutes. We do not need a screening 
test or assessment to tell us that residents will be subjected to extreme levels of truck noise. 

SMC's response does not acknowledge this and does not refute Jim Holt's conclusion that residents will be impacted. SMC's response 
like the proponent's EIS fails to acknowledge the true impact of the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. 

The resident's of Darley Rd, Francis, Hubert and Charles St have little acoustic protection against the noise of truck engines, exhaust and 
brakes and non is contemplated in the EIS. 	• 

I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt because the truck noise impacts for residents will be too great for 
the extended period of construction involved and the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt should be rejected on this 
basis. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	VVI i dActe_\ 	Vie_  
Organisation: 1 
Address: WO 	cc-C-0A-C_Li) 	c a'Cee_ 	Suburb Lc Lksy- d I- Post Code -7 04 
Email:  

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your w bsite 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Yes! No 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

.Noise impacts 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has not provided details of the noise mitigation measures proposed in relation to the 
Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. As a result it is not possible to assess the•noise impacts of the Darley Road civil 
and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. It is unacceptable for the proponent to establish a major construction site in the middle of a 
residential area without a clear plan for mitigating noise impacts. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that: 

'Acoustic barriers and devices at the access tunnel entrances would be considered and implemented where reasonable and feasible 
to minimise potential noise impacts associated with out-of-hours works within the tunnels. In addition, temporary noise mitigation 
measures may include noise barriers and other temporary strUctures such as site buildings, which would be provided to minimise 
noise impacts on surrounding properties.' 

Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) will create a high level of noise impact for residents yet the proponent has not given details of 
the plan for mitigating this impact. The measures will be implemented only if 'reasonable and feasible' which is a subjective 
assessment as it does not states whether they will be assessed as reasonable from the standpoint of the proponent or the residents. 
What the proponent thinks is reasonable may not meet the residents expectation as to what is reasonable. The measures appear 
to be optional as the proponent only states that that 'may include noise barriers and other temporary structures such as site 
buildings'. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has not provided a clear plan for measures that will be taken to minimise noise impacts 
from work within and outside of standard construction hours at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt. 

• • I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the fact that the demolition of 7 Darley Road, Leichhardt 
will remove a significant noise barrier to traffic noise from the City West Link. This will mean increased traffic noise impacts to the 
residents of Darley Rd, Francis St, Hubert St and Charles St. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the noise impact of fully laden spoil haulage trucks exiting 
the Darley, Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt driving up the very steep blind turn at the intersection with the City West 
Link. The RMS should install noise measuring equipment and monitoring cameras at this location to measure noise from heavy 
vehicles and identify vehicles whose noise that exceeds the applicable Australian standard. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the noise impact of spoil haulage trucks using air brakes on 
the descent down Darley Rd off the City West Link. Heavy vehicle drivers should avoid using exhaust brakes, engine compression 
or 'jake' brakes near residential areas and noise-sensitive areas such as hospitals and schools, unless they are necessary for safety 
reasons. RMS shquld implement noise limits from engine compression brakes and should use roadside noise 'cameras' as an aid to 
enforcement at every location where WestConnex vehicles emiting engine compression brake noise might affect nearby 
communities. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	
. 

NAl/vcte_l 	\Atm 
Organisation: 

Address: 	(60 ErrAyk_e_r2.4 	 c„121_ 	Suburb Le.A 'a. tali 111-  Post Code)--0 q ( ii.. 
 

Emall  
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 	Yes / No 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Non-compliance with SEARS 

I object to the proposal because it does not comply with the SEARS requirements. The EIS must include, but not necessarily be limited 
to, a description of the project and all components and activities (including ancillary components and activities) required to construct 
and operate it, including the location and operational requirements of construction ancillary facilities and access. 	• 

In so far as it describes the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt the EIS does not meet this requirement because it does • 
n oot describe the components and activities that have been described to the community either in meetings with LAW (Leichhardt Against 
WestConnex) or at the WestConnex Community Reference Group established by Sydney Motorway Corporation. 

The EIS has been released before the proponent is able to describe how it actually plans to carry out construction activities at Darley 
Road, Leichhardt, in particular the plan for staging the arrival of spoil trucks. 

The proponent via its agent Sydney Motorway Corporation's employee Peter Jones has advised on several occasions that spoil haulage 
trucks will be staged from the Sydney Ports land on Glebe Island via James Craig Rd. This is to avoid the situation at Haberfield where 
trucks circle the Northcote St site as they are not able to queue to enter it creating congestion and noise impacts as they drive slowly 
into Wattle St and Ramsay St. before making a second run at the Northcote St site from the Parramatta Road entrance. 

No details of this staged spoil haulage proposal at Darley Road, Leichhardt are provided other than that 'construction traffic may also 
access the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt via the westbound lanes of City West Link'. 

Peter Jones from Sydney Motorway Corporation has advised that he is in the process of finalising an agreement with Sydney Ports 
which will enable him to stage trucks from a location on Glebe Island via James Craig Rd. The EIS should not have been released before 
this plan was finalised. Peter Jones has advised that he is only required to describe the 'worst case scenario' in the EIS, which is trucks 
arriving ad hoc via the eastbound lanes of City West Link. The EIS should describe what the proponent actually plans to do as well as 
the worst case scenario so that the impacts of all options being considered can be assessed and commented on. 

It is not clear from the EIS how the alternative plan for the staged arrival of spoil trucks from Sydney Ports will be documented and how 
stakeholders will have an opportunity to assess its impacts. The EIS does not specifically state that this staged arrival plan will be 
documented in the CTAMP, the Ancillary Facilities Management Plan or the Preferred Infrastructure Report. 

I object to the EIS on the grounds that it does not comply with the SEARS. 

Construction vehicle safety impacts 

I object to the EIS because the proposal in relation to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt stated therein, that 'heavy 
vehicles associated with spoil haulage would travel eastbound on City West Link and turn right into Darley Road, Leichhardt' presents 
unacceptable safety and amenity impacts. 

The corner of Darley Rd (actually James St) and the City West Link is a pedestrian zone for: 

- Pupils of Orange Grove Public School who live in Leichhardt 
- Students of Sydney Secondary College, Leichhardt Campus who alight at Leichhardt North light rail stop 
- 	Students of other schools along the light rail who board at Leichhardt North light rail stop 
- Commuters who board at Leichhardt North light rail stop 
- 	Residents walking to Leichhardt Park Acquatic Centre and adjacent sporting facilities 
- 	Residents walking to the Orange Grove markets on Saturdays 

The proponents plan brings pedestrians and school children in particular directly into the path of spoil haulage trucks at an intersection 
found to be the third most dangerous according to Transport for NSW figures. 

A further impact will be to discourage people from walking in this area leading to greater car use for local trips: 

I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on the above grounds. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	M I- c  JAD, e i 	Vie vik u 4-i C_st_o 
Organisation: ... 
Addresst 0.0 	Finn(' AC 	Q'i '2. i 	 Suburb 1  tekke_rd 4—Post Code• 70 c 

Email: 	
141 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

. 
Yes / No 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below.. 

Hours of operation 

I object to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the. proponent represents that spoil removal 
from this site would only occur within standard construction hours. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4): 

'Spoil handling associated with tunnelling supported by the Darley Road civil and tunnel site would occur 24 hours a day, seven 
days a week. Spoil would be handled below ground wherever practicable to reduce the potential for amenity impacts in adjacent 
areas. Spoil handing at the surface outside standard day time construction hours would occur within an acoustic shed to manage 
potential amenity impacts. Spoil removal from this site would only occur within standard construction hours, between 7.00 am and 
6.00 pm Monday to Friday, and between 8.00 am and 1.00 pm on Saturdays.' 

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to assess or explain the 
impacts of this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other 
than spoil trucks), workers arriving for shifts and leaving after shifts. It is not clear to whatextent the acoustic shed will contain 
noise. The Jim Holt report stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is notclear 
whether the proponent will mandate the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection rather than what is feasible. 

I object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its plan for a dive site as it is 
clear impacts are too great for the community. At the very least the site should be restricted to standard construction hours for all 
operations above ground and there should be no shifts commencing or ending outside of standard construction hours. The 
proponent should be directed to find a site where its operations will not impact on residents outside of standard construction 
hours. 

• I object to the EIS because it is effectively a 24 hour operation despite the fact that the proponent represents that spoil removal 
from this site would only occur within standard construction hours. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4): 

'Reasonable and feasible work practices and mitigation measures would be implemented to minimise potential noise impacts due 
to activities occurring at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site. Local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA would be kept informed 
about works outside standard day time construction hours at the site. 

The EIS allows for the possibility of spoil handling above ground 24 hours 7 days a week. The EIS fails to assess or explain the 
impacts of this on the residents in nearby streets. These impacts could include construction noise, light and heavy vehicles (other 
than spoil trucks), workers arriving for shifts and leaving after shifts. It is not clear to what extent the acoustic shed will contain 
noise. The Jim Holt report stated that the acoustic shed would not operate effectively due to its location on the site. It is not clear 
whether the proponent will mandate the contractor to employ the highest level of acoustic protection rather than what is feasible. 

I object to the EIS because the proponent/contractor would only have to keep local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA 
informed about works outside standard day time construction hours at the site. Local residents, businesses and the NSW EPA 
would have no right to limit works outside standard day time construction hours at the site. As we have seem with other stages of 
WestConnex this leads to devastating impacts for residents who must endure significant periods of exposure to out of hours works 
which involve noise, lights and disturbance. 

I object to the EIS and the Darley Rd construction site. The proponent should be directed to abandon its plan for a dive site as it is 
clear impacts are too great for the community. At the very least the site should be restricted to standard construction hours for all 
operations above ground and there should be no shifts commencing or.ending outside of standard construction hours. The 
proponent should be directed to find a site where its operations will not impact on residents outside of standard construction 
hours. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 	ro (c. js„c.,e_l 	Pte IA.L ulki C....L3 
Organisation: 

Address: ko D 	r-y-c41.." c.4,-, 	C ,r)-Nkia 	Suburb 	1.42_1 C i.d.‘Cf d /Post Code ? 0 C.. 

Email: 	 (// As•—,,(._ 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 	Yes / No 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Pedestrian and cyclist movements 

• I object to the EIS because it failsoto describe the temporary changes to Darley Road, Leichhardt to enable access to and from the 
ancillary facility that would likely be required in relation to the Darley Rd site and instead allows for the final plan to be decided by 
the contractor. 

The EIS states in 6.5.8 Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) that: 

'Temporary changes to Darley Road to enable access to and from the ancillary facility would likely be required. These may include 
changes to line marking to provide a temporary turning lane for construction traffic and temporary diversions to the pedestrian 
path on the northern side of Darley Road. These would be confirmed during detailed design following the appointment of a design 
and construction contractor and in consideration of the safety and function of the road network, maintaining access to the 
Leichhardt North light rail stop and providing for continued pedestrian and cyclist movement. ' 

It is not clear how continued access, pedestrian and cyclist movement will be preserved and I am concerned that the impacts have 
not been correctly identified and assessed by the proponent. 

I object to the fact that I am denied the opportunity to assess the impacts of all options. I object to the fact that I will have no 
right or opportunity to have input into detailed design following the appointment of a design and construction contractor. 

Light rail access 

• I object to the EIS because it does not guarantee that the existing access to the Leichhardt North light rail stop would be 
maintained at all times. Fig 6-4 indicates that only the eastern access will be maintained. This greatly disadvantages the elderly and 
disabled who have to walk up a steep hill to the eastern access. If the proponent cannot guarantee access to the Leichhardt North 
light rail stop from the existing entry points or from points that are accessible to all then the Darley Road, Leichhardt construction 
site should be abandoned. The proponent should be directed to find a site where its operations will not impact on users of the 
Light Rail. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: 0(N.1 CIAO-4e j 	\Re vIdt_u:fri -c--) 
Organisation:  
Address: tO0 	1-2C—C.,(IACkS 	 C --Ire-e....4.— 	 urb ('C1CX(Cil Post Code  

Email: 
Pi 1  

Please include my personal information when publishing this submiss 	to your website 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Yes! No 

to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Cumulative impacts of aircraft noise and construction noise 

I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the cumulative impact of its proposed Darley Road, 
Leichhardt civil and tunnel site operations and the aircraft noise which the residents near the site already endure. 

The attached extract from Webtrak shows that Darley Road, Leichhardt and adjacent streets are directly under the flight path. 

Airservices Australia reports that in April to June 2017 the number of average daily noise events over 70 dBA. In Leichhardt this is 
an average of 16- 17 per hour over the peak morning period and 16 per hour in the early evening peak period. 

Hourly distribution of noise events above 70dBA 
20 
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I object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd because this will mean an additional cumulative impact of spoil truck diesel 
engine, exhaust and potentially air brake noise every 4 minutes in peak hour based on number of yuck movements per hour and in 
excess of every 4 minutes per hour in non peak permitted construction hours. 

8 

003887-M00006



Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: W\.  c d,,..c42J Vrewv (..11/4._KC J3 

Organisation: 

AddressM 	 )(4-' -A L"c_A.s 	C-yo.e_A- 	Suburb 	t 
.r  (l j,11,kar e 	i Post Code t 	'').11) 	c_ 

Email: 	 IA/ 
Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your weblite 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Yes / No 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set.out below. 

Noise impacts 

The proponent has identified that the most affected receivers are residential receivers which adjoin the Darley Road civil and tunnel . 
site (C4) at Leichhardt on Darley Road between Norton Street and Falls Street. The most noise affected receivers are located 
between Charles Street and Norton Street due to their proximity to the construction site. 

The proponent has identified that the worst case construction scenario will occur during 
- Road adjustments works 
- spoil handling works within the acoustic shed during all works periods 

Highest construction noise impacts: 
- 	Use of a rock breaker during the daytime period as part of the demolition works and 
- 	Use of a road profiler during the night-time period as part of the road adjustment works 

I object to the EIS because the proponent provides that spoil handling works within the acoustic shed will take place for the 
duration of the construction phase which could be up to two to three years' duration, yet there is no clear plan for measures that 
will be taken to minimise noise impacts. 

• I object to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt on the basis that there is no clear plan in the EIS for measures 
that will provide the maximum possible level of mitigation from noise impacts. I also object because there is no clear plan for 
remedies available to residents who are impacted. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent's assessment of who are Highly Noise Affected receivers in the area adjacent to the 
Darley Road civil and tunnel site (C4) at Leichhardt is incorrect and wrongly minimises the actual number of Highly Noise Affected 
receivers. 

• Many residents in Charles St and Hubert St were highly affected by noise from works conducted during the renovation of 7 Darley 
Rd in 2016. In Hubert St, residents at least as far as No 31 and No 32 Hubert St were affected. The affected properties are not 
correctly reflected in the EIS. 

I object to the EIS because it underestimates the number of residents that will be highly affected by noise. It does not take 
account of the impact of vehicle noise from fully laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep incline from Darley Rd to the City West 
Link. It does not take account of the noise impact of vehicles using air brakes down the same incline and braking to enter the site. 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent incorrectly asserts construction traffic is unlikely to result in a noticeable increase in LAeq 
noise levels at receivers along the proposed construction traffic routes (Darley Road, Leichhardt and City West Link). This does not 
take account of the impact of vehicle noise from fully laden spoil trucks driving up the very steep incline from Darley Rdto the City 
West Link. It does not take account of the noise impact of vehicles using air brakes down the same incline and braking to enter the 
site. The impact of these will be substantial. • 

Commercial trucks are very loud; a standard diesel engine produces approximately 100 decibels (dB) of noise. 

Engine braking noise can be disturbing both because it is loud and also as it has a distinctive characteristic modulation. Engine 
braking noise is caused by pulses of gases being emitted from the truck exhaust system, giving a 'machine gun' sound. 

I object to the Darley Rd site because of the level of noise that the trucks will cause.. 
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Attention: 	Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW, 2001 

• Submission in relation to: Application Number - SSI 7485 
Application name - WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Name: VY\ 1 CIACA___1 • 	• Vre fil4 (  

Organisation: 

Address((h0 	'P1Oil/l_C—A77 	 .--St 	 uburb ( :1 CrAbC)441 Post Code 2_0(1 

Email: 	 141  
Please include my personal information when publishing this submissi n to your website 

Declaration: I have not made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Yes / No 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application #SSI 7485 for the reason(s) set out below. 

Cumulative impacts of aircraft emissions and spoil truck emissions 

• I object to the EIS because the proponent has failed to take account of the cumulative impact of emissions from spoil truck 
vehicles from it proposed Darley Road, Leichhardt civil and tunnel site operations and emissions from aircraft to which residents 
near the site are already exposed. 

The attached extract from .Webtrak shows that Darley Road, Leichhardt and adjacent streets are directly under the flight path. 

Airplane exhaust, like car exhaust, contains a variety of air pollutant's, including sulfur dioxide and nitrogen oxides. Many of these 
particles of pollution are tiny, about a hundred millionths of an inch wide, or smaller than the width of a human hair. So-called 
particulate matter that's especially small is the main culprit in human health effects, especially since the particulates can become . 
wedged deep in the lung and possibly enter the bloodstream, scientists say. 

Exposure to loud noise from living under a flight path over a long period of time may increase the risk of developing high blood 
pressure or having a stroke, a 2013 study by researches at the University of Athens suggests. 

Researchers examined data from 420 people living near busy Athens International Airport in Greece and found living with high 
noise levels from aircraft, especially at night, was associated with high blood pressure. 

Every additional 10 decibels of night-time aircraft noise appeared to result in a 69 per cent increased risk of high blood pressure, 
also known as hypertension. 

The researchers at the University of Athens found that around half the participants (just under 45 per pent) were exposed to more 
than 55 decibels of daytime aircraft noise, while around one in four (just over 27 per cent ) were exposed to more than 45 decibels 
of night-time aircraft noise. 

Only around one in 10 (11 per cent) were exposed to significant road traffic noise of more than 55 decibels. 

Between 2004-6 and 2013, 71 people were newly diagnosed with high blood pressure and 44 were diagnosed with heart flutter 
(cardiac arrhythmia), while a further 18 had a heart attack, the researchers found. 

I object to the plan for a construction site on Darley Rd because in addition to the existing aircraft emissions and noise experienced 
by people living near the site, this will 'mean an additional cumulative impact of spoil truck diesel exhaust emissions and noise every 
4 minutes in peak hour based on number of truck movements per hour and in excess of every 4 minutes per hour in non peak 
permitted construction hours. This will give rise to increased health risks from noise and air pollution which research suggest will 
cause increased blood pressure and risk of stroke. 	• 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department  of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: • ) 	. , 
CW-, 4 -rt Al /e/COM-a-, ' 

Address: 
i (,* G6v4/6)17i -1 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: 	cexklavz6) 	 Postcode 2() ye  

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 

• , 	• 	ri 	, 	,_, 
-:Please 'include thy personal ihkrrhatioh*hrinpirOlishing.this .#4Otr4siori:to,'.,Kur #0?,#t0  

iiikrelidit01,6:01itiOildoh-0601h446" last. 70 years  lieWitiiiir':' HAVE NOT trade 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as  
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons, and request the Minister reject the application.  

D 	The EIS states that the project will improve 
connection to the Sydney Airport and Port 
Botany. It will not. The Premier herself has said 
that the Sydney Gateway does not form part of 
the WestConnex project. Without the Sydney 
Gateway, connections between WestConnex (St 
Peters Interchange) and Sydney Airport and Port 
Botany will be via congested surface roads in 
Botany and Mascot. As the connection is 
unresolved, it is impossible to determine the 
effect on demand of the unknown pricing regime 
that will apply to the Sydney Gateway, nor how 
much travel time will be incurred - which might 
actually negate the already marginal proposed 
travel time savings. 

> It is quite clear to me that insufficient research 
has been done on the archeology of the Rozelle 
Railway yards. This could be a valuable 
archeology site. Why has an EIS been put 
forward without the necessary research being 
done to further identify potential remains? No 
project should be approved on the basis of such 
an inadequate level of research. 

> 	The WestConnex program of works has been 
described as an integrated transport network 
solution. However, the role and interdependency 
with public transport and freight rail is not 
considered. The recent Government 
commitment to a Metro West requires a rethink 
on the need for WestConnex. Particularly as the 
WestConnex business case outlines a mode shift  

from public transport to the toll road as a benefit 
required to justify it economically. 

> While WestConnex might integrate with the 
wider motorway network, no evidence is 
provided demonstrating that it integrates with 
the wider road network - let alone the broader 
transport and land use system. For example the 
EIS provides no information about changes in 
traffic volumes entering the Sydney CBD caused 
by WestConnex. RMS has only just commenced 
work to identify which roads fanning out from 
WestConnex portals will need to be upgraded to 
deliver large numbers of vehicles to and from 
the project. It is thereformpossible to form a 
pitipetly Waffled UhderstaildIng "of flie 
environmental impacts - the very purpose of the 
EIS. 

> Ambient air quality - There is no evidence 
provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets 
will be date. The EIS simply states that 'the 
ventilation outlets would be designed to 
effectively disperse the emissions from the 
tunnel and are predicted to have negligible effect 
on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). 
This is inadequate and details of the impacts on 
air quality need to be provided so that the 
residents and experts can meaningfully 
comment on the impact. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or.be  informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My 
details must be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not 
be divulged to other parties 

Name 
	 Email 	 Mobile 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals 
as contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Leichhardt Environmental issues - Substation and water treatment plant 
The EIS proposes that 'treated' water from the tunnel will be directly discharged into the 
stormwater drain at Blackmore oval. There are four long-standing rowing clubs in the vicinity 
of this location. This plan will jeopardise the integrity of our waterway and compromise the use 
of the bay for recreational activities for boat and other users. We object in the strongest terms 
to this proposal on environmental and health reasons. 

2. Presence of Substation and water treatment plant - Leichhardt 
There is no detail in the EIS about the impact of the ongoing Motorway maintenance activities 
during operation provided (noise, vibrations, hours of operation, workers on site etc). The 
community therefore cannot comment on the impact that this permanent facility will have on 
the amenity of the area. The erection of this facility should not be approved in the basis that 
no information is provided and therefore impacts (on parking, safety, noise, amenity of the 
area) are not known. 

3. Out-of-hours and night work - Leichhardt 
Because Darley Rd is highly congested during day time, it is likely there will be frequent out of 
hours and night work. The EIS as drafted effectively permits out of hours to be undertaken 
whenever this is convenient to the contractor. This will create an unacceptable impact on those 
living close to the site. The approval conditions need to prohibit out of hours and night work except 
in genuine exceptional circumstances (for example, a risk to life). It is unacceptable to not provide 
limits and clear rules on such work. 

4. Flooding - Leichhardt 
The EIS states that there may be impacts from flooding which, amongst other things, may disrupt 
drainage systems. Darley Road is in a flood zone and there have been ongoing issued with flooding 
requiring remedial work. This proposal creates an unacceptable risk of flooding and associated 
damage and a major tunnelling site should not be permitted on this site on this ground. There is no 
detail as to how the issues with flooding at Darley Road will be managed and on their potential 
impact on the area. 
Disruption to road network - Leichhardt 

5. Disruption to road network 
The EIS states that there will be 'impacts' that would affect the efficiency of the road network.' No 
detail is provided in the EIS as to how cars will be able to access and cross the City West Link 
once 170 vehicles (heavy and light) access the site on a daily basis. it belies common sense how 
this can even be considered, given its impact on commuter times. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission.  is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 

parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Traffic diversions — Leichhardt. The EIS states that 'temporary diversions along Darley Road may be 
required during construction' (8-65). No detail is provided as to when these diversions would occur; 
there is no provision for consultation with the community; no detail as to how long the diversions will be 
in place and no comment on the impact of diversions on local roads or the amenity of residents. Will 
diversions occur at night? If so, down what streets? Diverting the arterial traffic from Darley Road down 
local streets (which are not designed for heavy vehicle volumes) will result in damage to streets, sleep 
disturbances for residents and create safety issues. There is also childcare centre and a school near 
the William Street/Elswick Street intersection which will be impacted by diverting vehicles onto local 
roads. It is unacceptable for proposed road diversions not to be detailed whatsoever in the EIS. The 
EIS should not be approved without setting out the impacts of road diversions on residents and 
businesses. 

2. Permanent water treatment plant and substation — Leichhardt The proposal to locate this permanent 
structure in a residential setting is opposed. The site will have a negative visual impact on the area and is in 
direct line of sight of a number of homes. If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the site 
further from homes. 

3. Discharge of water into storm water at Blackmore Oval — Leichhardt The permanent substation and 
water treatment plant proposed for the Darley Road site facility should not be approved as part of the EIS. It 
proposes discharging water from the tunnels into the storm water canal near Blackmore Oval. This will 
devastate our waterways and impact negatively on the amenity of the bay which has four rowing clubs in 
close proximity. In addition, the environmental impacts of this discharge are not properly set out in the EIS. 

4. Impacts not provided — Permanent water treatment plant and 'substation — The EIS states that 
there will be an office, worker parking and buildings to accommodate this facility on a permanent basis. 
It does not provide any detail as to — noise impacts, numbers of workers on site, any health risks 
associated with the facility. This is simply inadequate and the decision to locate this facility should be 
subject to a thorough assessment and approval process. It should not be approved as part of this EIS 
as there is simply no detail provided about the impact of this facility on the amenity of the area. 

5. Removal of vegetation — Leichhardt. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the Darley 
Road site. There are several mature trees located on the north of the site. None of these trees should be 
removed as they provide precious greenery. They also act as a visual and noise screen for residents from 
the City West Link traffic. All efforts should be taken to retain the trees and the EIS should not simply permit 
these trees to be removed without proper investigations being undertaken as to how they can be retained. If 
they are removed 9followign a proper investigation and consideration of all options) then the approval needs 
to specify that all streets are replaced with mature, native trees at the conclusion of the construction at the 
site. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My. details must 
be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 

parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Construction hours — Leichhardt. The EIS states that works affecting parts of the surface road network 
'subject to high traffic volumes' will occur out of hours. As Darley Road falls into this category it is likely 
residents will be subjected to regular out of hours works. This is an unacceptable impact given the EIS 
provides for 10 weeks of surface works. Any approval conditions need to place a reasonable and enforceable 
limit on the number of nights of out of hours work. 

2. EIS is 'indicative only' The EIS states that the EIS is indicative only and can be subject to change by the 
contractor. In addition, the community will have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs, nor on 
the preferred Infrastructure Report. The EIS should not be approved as it does not give the community a 
meaningful opportunity to comment on the impacts to which it will be subject to as a result of this project. 

3. Lack of information, The EIS sets out the `consultation' which has occurred with the community over the 
past 12 months. However, these consultation sessions have not provid'ed any meaningful information. And 
in the EIS no detail is provided as to how impacts will be managed. For example, the traffic will be subject to 
a traffic management plan. What is traffic cannot be managed to an acceptable level at Darley Road? The 
EIS does not provide any assurance that impacts such as congestion caused by the addition of 170 vehicle 
movements a day at the Darley Road site, will be managed to an acceptable level. 

4. Blackmore oval. The EIS states that Blackmore Oval was not taken for this project as a result of feedback 
from the community. I understand that the site was unsuitable for tunneling as it suffered from flooding and 
was ruled out on this basis. The EIS should not contain misrepresentations such as this. 

5. Flooding — Leichhardt. Darley Road and adjacent streets such as Hubert St are exposed to flood. The flood 
impact could be exacerbated by the disruption or blockage of existing drainage networks, which are risks 
identified in the EIS. The EIS has not assessed whether the identified risk to the existing drainage network 
will cause increased risk of flood damage to flood lots and it fails to take account of the Inner West Council's 
Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan which contains recommended flood modification options. The 
EIS has not assessed whether its drainage infrastructure will impede the Inner West Council's Leichhardt 
Floodplain Risk Management Plan option HC_FM3 to lay additional pipes/culverts from Elswick Street to 
Hawthorne Canal (via Regent Street and Darley Road). RMS has not assessed whether its drainage 
infrastructure will impede Inner West Council's Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan option 
HC_FM4 to lay additional pipes/ culverts from William Street to Hawthorne Canal via Hubert Street and 
Darley Road. The EIS should not be approved as it has not properly explained or assessed these impacts. 

6. Leichhardt North Light Rail — The presence of hundreds of trucks and heavy machinery at the Darley Road 
site will make it difficult and hazardous for pedestrians to access the light rail. There is no detail in the EIS 
as to how this impact will be managed and the EIS should not be approved without properly identifying 
management strategies for this risk. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 
parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. No need for 'dive' site — Leichhardt. There is no need for the Darley Road site, other than a time saving 
(tunneling) of several months. It is unacceptable that the community should be .forced to endure 5 years of 
severe disruption to accommodate the timetable of the private contractors. The EIS should not be approved 
on the basis that it contains provision for the Darley Road site without any proper justification as for its need. 

2. Truck routes — Leichhardt: No trucks should be permitted on Darley Road or local roads in Leichhardt 
or Lilyfield. The EIS proposes that all trucks will arrive at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site from 
Haberfield and travel along Darley Road to the site, with a right-hand turn now permitted into James 
Street. The proposed route will result in a truck every 3-4 minutes for 5 years running directly by the 
small houses on Darley Road. These homes will not be habitable during the five-year construction 
period due to the unacceptable noise impacts. The truck noise will be worsened by their need to travel 
up a steep hill to return to the City West Link, so the noise impacts will affect not just those homes on 
or immediately adjacent to Darley Road. The proposal to run trucks's° close to homes is dangerous 
and there have been two fatalities on Darley Road at the proposed site location. The EIS does not 
propose any noise or safety barriers to address this. Despite the unacceptable impact to nearby homes, 
there is no proposal for noise walls, nor any mitigation to individual homes. 

3. Alternative access route for trucks — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there are 'investigations' 
occurring into alternative access to the Darley Road site. The EIS does not provide any detail on which 
residents can comment about alternative access which would keep trucks off Darley Road. The plans 
for alternative access should be expedited. It should be a condition of approval that the 'alternative 
access is confirmed and that no spoil trucks are permitted to access Darley Road due to the 
unacceptable noise, safety and traffic issues that the current proposal creates. 

4. Vegetation: Leichhardt. The mature trees on the Darley Road site should be preserved. If any trees are 
removed during construction it should be a condition of approval that they are replaced with mature trees. 

5.,  Permanent substation and water treatment plant — Leichhardt: I object to the location of this facility in 
our neighbourhood as out of step with the surroundings. If it is retained, then it should be moved to the north 
of the site, out of view from homes. The residual land should be' returned for community purposes such as 
parkland. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 

parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Traffic operational modelling - Leichhardt. The EIS does not provide any operational modelling for 
the Darley Road area (8-11), despite the fact 170 vehicles a day are proposed to enter this highly 
congested (during peak hours) area. Darley Road is a critical arterial road for commuters accessing the 
City West Link and this analysis should be provided so that impacts can be properly assessed. 

2. Crash statistics - City West Link and James St intersection. The EIS only analyses crash statistics 
near the interchanges. It does not provide any detail as to the number of crashes at the James St/City 
West Link intersection which, on Transport for NSW's own figures, is the third most dangerous 
intersection in the inner west. Nor does it comment on the two fatalities that occurred on Darley Road 
near the proposed construction site. The EIS needs to detail the increased risk in crashes that will be 
caused by the additional 170 vehicles a day that are proposed to enter and leave Darley Road during 
the construction period. The EIS needs to detail how this risk of crashes will be managed to an 
acceptable level, which it does not. 

3. Worker parking - Leichhardt. There is provision in the EIS for only a dozen worker car parks and no 
provision for the 100 or so workers who will be permanently based at the Darley Road site for up to five 
years. A major construction site project should not be permitted in a neighbourhood area without allocated 
parking for all workers. No other business would be permitted to be established without this requirement 
being satisfied - why is it acceptable for this project? In addition, the EIS proposes the removal of 20 car 
spaces used by residents on Darley Road and will remove the 'kiss and ride' facility at the light rail stop. This 
will result in residents being unable to park in their own street and will increase noise impacts from workers 
doing shift changeovers 24 hours a day. The EIS needs to mandate the use of public transport or provide 
for workers to be bussed in if adequate allocated parking is not provided. 

4. Number of vehicle movements - Leichhardt. The EIS states that there will be 170 heavy and light vehicle 
movements a day during construction (5 years). There is no guarantee that these figures are accurate as 
they are indicative only. The effect of these movements will be drastically increased commuter times for 
anyone accessing the City West Link during peak periods. The Darley Road site is equally busy on Saturday 
and this is not accounted for or acknowledged in the EIS. The EIS should not permit this number of vehicle 
movements and should be rejected on this basis as there is no plan as to how this will be managed. Referring 
to a future traffic management plan is inadequate - there is no guarantee that any such plan will be able to 
manage this traffic impact to an acceptable level. 

5. Access routes - Leichhardt. The EIS states that all construction vehicles will enter and leave via Darley 
Road. Although near the City West Link, Darley Rd abuts a large number of small, local streets and homes 
and streets near Darley Road will be impacted by a heavy vehicle movement every 3-4 minutes. This is an 
unacceptable impact. No heavy or light vehicle movements should be permitted on Darley Road whatsoever 
and an alternative route which does not involve Darley Road is the only route that should be approved. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 
parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application 

• Current noise measures — Leichhardt: The EIS states that 'reasonable and feasible work practices and 
mitigation measures would be implemented to minimise potential noise impacts due to activities occurring 
at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site.' 96-52) This is not good enough. The EIS does not contain any 
detail whatsoever of these proposal on which they can comment. In addition, there is no requirement that 
measures will in fact be introduced to address noise impacts. The approval conditions need to contain 
detail of specific noise mitigation measures that are mandated and can be enforced. 

• Acoustic shed — Leichhardt: The EIS does not require an acoustic shed and states that 'Acoustic barriers 
and devices at the access tunnel entrances would be considered and implemented where reasonable and 
feasible to minimise potential noise impacts associated with out-of-hours works within the tunnels.' (6-51) 
The EIS needs to mandate that these measures are in place. Where mentioned, the acoustic shed that is 
considered offers the lower grade noise protection. This is despite the fact that 36 'sensitive receivers' are 
identified in the EIS, who will have extreme noise disturbance through much of the 5-year construction 
period. In addition, the acoustic shed covers only the spoil and spoil handling area and not the tunnel 
entrances and exits. The highest level of noise protection, which is only suggested in the EIS, needs to be 
mandated in the EIS. In addition, the shed needs to cover both the entrance and exit to the site and not 
simply the spoil handling areas. The independent engineer's report (commissioned by the Inner West 
council) states that it is likely, because of the elevated position of the site, that it is likely an acoustic shed 
will not contain the noise to an acceptable level. In addition, a temporary access tunnel will be built from 
the top of the site and run directly under homes in James Street. These homes will be unacceptably 
impacted by the construction noise and truck movements without these additional measures. 

• Return of the site after construction — Leichhardt: The Darley Road site will not be returned after the 
project, with a substantial portion permanently housing a Motorways Operations facility which involves a 
substation and water treatment plant. This means that the residents will not be able to directly access the 
North Light rail Station from Darley Road but will have to traverse Canal Road and use the narrow path 
from the side. In addition the presence of this facility reduces the utility of this vital land which could be 
turned into a community facility. Over the past 12 months community representatives were repeatedly told 
that the land would be returned and this has not occurred. We also object to the location of this type of 
infrastructure in a neighbourhood setting. 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this 
submission. 

2. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a reliable basis on which to base the 
approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful 
feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the Government to provide a consultation process 
because the designs are 'indicative' only and subject to change. Because of this the EIS has many caveats and 
•depends upon further steps (such as traffic management plans), the detail of which is not provided. The 
community has no certainty that any of the impacts from construction will be managed to an acceptable level. 

3. There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will significantly 
worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any compensation is 
offered for residents for these periods (Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents should have 
these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no attempt to measure or 
mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure. 

4. The EIS states that there may be a 'small increase in pollutant concentrations' near surface roads. The EIS 
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and 
particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be 'acceptable.' We 
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because of 
these impacts. (Executive Summary xvi) 

5. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the 
fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and 
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii) 

6. There are 36 homes identified as having severe noise impacts during construction in Leichhardt and Lilyfield. 
No noise barriers have been identified so residents are unable to comment as to whether this impact will be 
reduced. No proposal for alternative accommodation is provided. This is unacceptable and all of the proposed 
noise mitigation options should be detailed in the EIS so that residents have an opportunity to comment on 
what is proposed. (Executive Summary xvii) 

7. There is no plan to manage traffic on Darley Road proposed in the EIS. This critical arterial road is regularly 
congested at peak periods. Reference in the EIS to developing a traffic Management plan in the future is not 
acceptable. The detail of what.is  proposed needs to be contained in the EIS so that residents can assess whether 
the impact of 170 light and heavy vehicle movements a day in and out of the site can be acceptably managed. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this 
submission. 

2. The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed and does 
not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states 'the detail of the design and construction 
approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed design and construction planning to 
be undertaken by the successful contractors.' The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a 
reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine 
opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the Government to 
provide a consultation process because the designs are 'indicative' only and subject to change. Because of this the 
EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of project delivery. The additional effect of 
this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the Council will be unable to undertake compliance 
activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack any substantial detail. 

3. The impacts in the EIS are misleading because they do not include any detail of the cumulative impact caused by 
the overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 (of up to one year). No additional mitigation or any 
compensation is offered for residents for these periods (Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents 
should have these prolonged periods of exposure to multiple WestConnex projects. The EIS makes .no attempt to 
measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure. Nor does the 
EIS provide for any traffic management to prevent rat running during the period of construction, when Stages 1 and 
2 have opened. The EIS should not be approved without this detail and adequate plans to manage this impact. 

4. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the fact 
that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and 
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii) 

5. The EIS states that all vegetation on the Darley Road site will be removed. This includes a mature large tree 
which provides a visual and noise barrier from the City West Link. The tree should not be permitted to be 
removed. 

6. Despite the fact the EIS identifies over 30 homes with severe noise impacts, no mitigation is mandated. While the 
possibility of noise walls is flagged, along with in-home treatments, none of this is a requirement. Nor is any detail 
provided on which residents or business owners can comment. No noise barriers have been proposed. This is 
unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary 
xvii) 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: ot if  
Address: Y 

Application  Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: 	 Postcode 	-Th 
OC°  VO 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link - Signature: 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS' 
application, for the following reasons: 

I. I object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this submission. 
2. I object because of the unacceptable risk it will create to the safety of our community. Darley Road is a known 

accident and traffic blackspOt and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of 
accidents. On Transport for NSW's own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the 
third most dangerous in the inner west. 

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the site. 
Given the constraints of the Darley Road site queuing will.  be  the usual situation. The EIS needs to be amended to 
remove queuing as an exceptional circumstance. The truck movements should properly managed by the contractor 
so that there is no queuing. This exception will make it easier for contractors to neglect their obligation to monitor 
and manage truck movements in and out of the site and needs to be removed. The EIS needs to specifically provide 
that all local streets abutting Darley Road and expressly prohibited truck movements (including parking) on these 
streets. This should include all streets from the north (James St) to the south (Falls Road), which are near the 

project footprint. 
4. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three years. 

The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works 
on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised.. 

5. The EIS states that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation. The 
additional mitigation is mentioned but not proposed or any detail provided. All possible mitigation should be 
included as a condition of approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial above ground invasive works will be 
required to demolish the Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The EIS noise projections indicate that for 
10 weeks residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS does not contain a plan to manage or mitigate 
this terrible impact. There is no detail as to which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary relocation; there are 
no details of any noise walls orwhat treatments will be provided to individual homes that are badly affected. The 
approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact will be managed and minimised during the 
construction period and, in particular, during site establishment. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site on 
the basis that the works required (demolition and surface works) will create unacceptable and unbearable noise and 
vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates that at least 36 homes will basically be unlivable during this 
period. In addition, the planned 170 heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction 

noise. 
6. The EIS does not even mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels 

identified are misleading. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts 
it will have on surrounding homes and businesses. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 

' 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name:  

Address: 	1 	—,4  

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb:L (2,41(4a  ,AI-- 	Postcode • osq 6 	
. 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link • Signature:  

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds. 

2. I object to the proposal that 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day will occur at this site. This will create an 
unacceptable risk to pedestrians and bicycle users. The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley 
Road site. The alternative proposal which provides that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the 
only proposal that should be considered. The EIS does not mention that many students walk or ride to Orange Grove 
and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road. There are also a number of childcare centres very close 
to the Darley Road site: 

3. I object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the project 
on the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured 
that the land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this 
facility will forever prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users 
required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is 
to be located then it should be moved to the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual 
impact on residents. 

4. Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of 
damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and 
less this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be repaired 
at the Government's expense. However, no details or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project 
should not be approved with such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of damage and 
how and when it will be repaired. It will lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage 
structural engineers and lawyers to prove that the damage was linked to WestConnex works, with no assurance that 
this property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed. 

5. The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage toachieve satisfactoi-y 
environmental and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable and the 
EIS does not provide the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is deprived of any 
opportunity to comment on their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be additional 
ventilation facilities that are not disclosed in the EIS. 

6. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a strict 
prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already suffering the worst 
construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and 
additional noise impacts. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker 
parking on all of these streets. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 	• 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: , 

Address:  

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb Le  , ' cw, 0_,,,,42- 	Postcode ocf o 
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 

Please include my personal information when publishing this submissip10 your website 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys site on Darley Road for the creation of a civil and tunnel 
works site as it will create unacceptable noise impacts for the community and lead to traffic chaos, along with 
creating an increased risk of accidents to pedestrians and cycle users. 

2. The substation and water treatment plant proposed for Darley Road should be moved to the north end of the site 
near the City West link so that it is less visible to residents. There are no homes that will have direct line of site of the 
facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access to the light rail without the need to use the 
winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and adds to the time required to access the light rail 
stop. 

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in 'exceptional circumstances', which includes queuing at the site. Given 
the acknowledged constraints of the Darley Rd site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site for Dan 
Murphy's), queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS, as pertains to the Darley Road site, needs to be 
amended to rule out queuing as an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads. 

4. At the conclusion of the construction period, the Darley Road site should be returned to the community as 
compensation for the imposition of this construction site in our neighbourhood for a 5-year period. If the substation 
and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site, then the lower half of the site (which is the most 
accessible end) could be converted into open space with mature trees planted. As this site is immediately adjacent 

.to the bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that support active transport could be included. This would result 
increase the green space for residents and result in a pleasant green environment for pedestrians, rather than a 
fenced facility. The approval conditions need to mandate that the Darley Rd site is to be preserved as green space 
or other community purposes at the conclusion of the construction period. 

5. No trucks (heavy or light) should be permitted on any streets adjacent to Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James 
Street to Falls Street). A blanket prohibition should be in force with respect to any worker vehicles from the 
construction site parking on these local streets. These homes will already suffer the worst construction impacts 
and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and the additional noise impacts of additional cars 
on their street. These local streets are not designed to handle heavy vehicle movements. Therefore, any approval 
conditions need to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker parking on all local streets 
adjacent to Darley Road. 

6. Any approval conditions and the relevant construction contracts must require that all workers to the Darley Rd site 
are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail, with no parking whatsoever permitted on local roads 
adjacent to the Darley Road site. The site currently provides only 11 car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day 
on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a strict requirement on workers to use public 
transport or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in place against parking on local streets. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I submit my strongest objections to the WestConnex I44-4.1.5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application # SSI 7484 for the reasons set out below. 

Name- 

Signature 	- 

Please include  my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
Declaration: I HAVE NOT  made any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address: ... b *1---istirOteclag- 	1 	c  t 	 

Submission to: 

Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Bo ic 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Attn: Director - Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7455 

Application Name: 
WestConnex. MLF-M5 Link 

Suburb: 	c-riai 	12  

O 	The WestConnex route has changed significantly over time, even after the initial August 2013 Business Case was 

approved by the NSW Government but not made public. Therefore an Updated Business Case on an updated concept 
was published in 2015. SGS Economics and Planning undertook a detailed assessment of this and reached the 

following conclusions: 

• Misrepresentation of the Benefit Cost Ratio (BCR) as 1.71 when it was 1.64. 
• The Business Case did not identify Stage 3 WestConney, connecting the Mg to the MS, as a priority for "filling in. 

the missing links in Sydney's motorway network". 
• Modelling for post-2031 conditions was not undertaken, however benefits were assumed to continue until 2052. 
• The transport modelling is likely to have underestimated the impact of extra traffic induced by the additional 

capacity, which would significantly reduce the BCR. 
• The Business Case did not reflect global approaches to congestion management, such as transit investment and 

demand management. 
• The Business Case suggested WestConnex would help renew Parramatta Road by reducing traffic on it, despite 

the modelling showing that many parts of it would carry more traffic, not less. 
• Travel time savings are a key component of the positive BCR. A significant proportion of these supposed benefits 

arise from travel time savings were within the margin of error of modelling, or would be so small that motorists may 
not notice them (and therefore would not value them). 

• Insufficient justification was provided for the significant travel time savings, and economic benefits, factored into 
the BCR for business and light commercial vehicles - for instance there was insufficient analysis of origins and 
destinations of these trips. 

• The construction costs appear too conservative - if these increase, the BCR would reduce accordingly. 
• Other costs were not accounted for, such as reduced amenity on urban development, loss of land for higher value 

activities, and the health costs of potentially reduced public transport use. 
• In summary, SGS suggested that the actual BCR of the project could be less than 1:1, with NSW taxpayers 

exposed to the risk that the project may not succeed. 

0 	The project fails to address its most fundamental objective of connecting to Port Botany, the genesis of the entire 

enterprise 

Campaign Mailing Ws : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 
	

P4r- 
	

Email 	 Mobile 	  

003892



, 40 

Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planhing and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: 	C2...4 	Ci\" 

Address: 
,520Z-52-C-- 	Ct LQ_va.e._ e A----  ?_A 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: 	CD-V1i.k.2_10 	 Postcode  

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: %'..2  
Please INCLUDE my personal information when pu lishing this 	bmissia 	o your website 

any reportable poll ica donations in the last 2 years. 	 . Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Traffic diversions - Leichhardt. The EIS states that 'temporary diversions along Darley Road may be 
required during construction' (8-65). No detail is provided as to when these diversions would occur; 
there is no provision for consultation with the community; no detail as to how long the diversions will be 
in place and no comment on the impact of diversions on local roads or the amenity of residents. Will 
diversions occur at night? If so, down what streets? Diverting the arterial traffic from Darley Road down 
local streets (which are not designed for heavy vehicle volumes) will result in damage to streets, sleep 
disturbances for residents and create safety issues. There is also childcare centre and a school near 
the William Street/Elswick Street intersection which will be impacted .by diverting vehicles onto local 
roads. It is unacceptable for proposed road diversions not to be detailed whatsoever in the EIS. The 
EIS should not be approved without setting out the impacts of road diversions on residents and 
businesses. 

2. Permanent water treatment plant and substation - Leichhardt The proposal to locate this permanent 
structure in a residential setting is opposed. The site will have a negative visual impact on the area and is in 
direct line of sight of a number of homes. If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the site 
further from homes. 

3. Discharge of water into storm water at Blackmore Oval - Leichhardt The permanent substation and • - 
water treatment plant proposed for the Darley Road site facility should not be approved as part of the EIS. It 
proposes discharging water from the tunnels into the storm water canal near Blackmore Oval. This will 
devastate our waterways and impact negatively on the amenity of the bay which .has four rowing clubs in 
close proximity. In addition, the environmental impacts of this discharge are not properly set out in the EIS. 

4. Impacts not provided - Permanent water treatment plant and substation - The EIS states that 
there will be an office, worker parking and buildings to accommodate this facility on a permanent basis. 
It does not provide any detail as to - noise impacts, numbers of workers on site, any health risks 
associated with the facility. This is simply inadequate and the decision to locate this facility should be 
subject to a thorough assessment and approval process. It should not be approved as part of this EIS 
as there is simply no detail provided about the impact of this facility on the amenity of the area. 

5. Removal of vegetation - Leichhardt. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the Darley 
Road site. There are several mature trees located on the north of the site. None of these trees should be 
removed as they provide precious greenery. They also act as a visual and noise screen for residents from 
the City West Link traffic. All efforts should be taken to retain the trees and the EIS should not simply permit 
these trees to be removed without proper investigations being undertaken as to how they can be retained. If 
they are removed 9followign a proper investigation and consideration of all options) then the approval needs 
to specify that all streets are replaced with mature, native trees at the conclusion of the construction at the 
site. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 

parties 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: SKIGli 	.q +. 	h 	2ereme5 
Address 	F : PI 	nc5 	Y-1--  r-a 

Application  Number: 551 7485 Suburb: 	[ C fri v)  Mtcode 	2_64_0 . 
Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 lLink Signature: 

Please include my personal information when publish 	g this submission to your website 

any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this 
submission. 

2. The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed and does 
not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states 'the detail of the design and construction 
approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed design and construction planning to 
be undertaken by the successful contractors.' The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does not provide a 
reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine 
opportunity to provide meaningful feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the Government to 
provide a consultation process because the designs are 'indicative' only and subject to change. Because of this the 
EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of project delivery. The additional effect of 
this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the Council will be unable to undertake compliance 
activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack any substantial detail. 

3. The impacts in the EIS are misleading because they do not include any detail of the cumulative impact caused by 
the overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 (of up to one year). No additional mitigation or any 
compensation is offered for residents for these periods (Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents 
should have these prolonged periods of exposure to multiple WestConnex projects. The EIS makes no attempt to 
measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure. Nor does the 
EIS provide for any traffic management to prevent rat running during the period of construction, when Stages 1 and 
2 have opened. The EIS should not be approvecrwithout this detail and adequate plans to manage this impact. . 

4. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the fact 
that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and 
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii) 

5. The EIS states that all vegetation on the Darley Road site will be removed. This includes a mature large tree 
which provides a visual and noise barrier from the City West Link. The tree should not be permitted to be 
removed. 

6. Despite the fact the EIS identifies over 30 homes with severe noise impacts, no mitigation is mandated. While the . 
possibility of noise walls is flagged, along with in-home treatments, none of this is a requirement. Nor is any detail 
provided on which residents or business owners can comment. No noise barriers have been proposed. This is 
unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary 
xvii) 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 

removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  

003894



Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: 	I- ( Ng. 	S-1-c -- 	2erke j 
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Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: Le i ch ka  160k-code 
 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 	k1T3(00 
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Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys site on Darley Road for the creation of a civil and tunnel 

works site. 

2. The Darley Road site has many issues which make tunneling at this point an unacceptable risk, including that it is in 

a flood zone. This proposal will worsen the existing flooding risk. The mitigation suggested in the EIS is not 

adequate. 

3. The EIS states that property damage will occurdue to ground movement may occur. The EIS states that 'settlement, 

induced by tunnel excavation, and groundwater drawdown, may occur in some areas along the tunnel alignment'. 

The proposed tunnel alignmentcreates an unacceptable risk of ground movement. We object to the project in its 

entirety on this basis. The risk of ground movement is lessened where tunnelling is more than 35 metres. However, 

some tunnelling is at less than 10 metres. 

4. The EIS states that 'a preferred noise mitigation option' would be determined during 'detailed design'. This 

approach deprives residents of any ability to comment on the detailed designs. (Executive Summary xvi) 

5. The EIS does not mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. Therefore, noise levels identified inthe 

ElSare misleading. The EIS states there will be at least 10 weeks of severe noise impacts during the time that Dan 

Murphys is demolished and the road prepared. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the 

unacceptable noise impacts it will have on surrounding homes and businesses, with at least 36 homes identified as 

suffering extreme noise interference for this initial 10-week period. 

6. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the DarleyRoad site which includes several mature trees. I object to 

the removal of these trees which create a visual and noise barrier for residents from the City West Link. If the trees 

are removed they must be replaced with mature trees as soon as the remediation of the site commences. 

7. There is no evidence provided in the EIS that the ventilation outlets will be safe. The EIS simply states that 'the 

ventilation outletsWould be designed to effectivelydisperse the emissionsfrom the tunnel and are predicted to have 

negligible effect on local air quality (xiv, Executive Summary). This is inadequate and details of the impacts on air 

quality need to be provided so that the residents and experts can meaningfully comment on the impact. 

8. The proposal for a permanent water treatment plant and substation to the south of the site on Darley Road will prevent 

direct pedestrian access to the light rail station. It will affect the future uses of the site once the project is completed. 

The facility is out of step with the area which is comprised of low rise homes and detracts from the visual amenity of the 

area. This site is a pedestrian hub and will be a visual blight for pedestrians, bike users and the homes that havedirect 

line of sight to the facility. It should not be permitted tobelocatedon this site. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 
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Application Number: SSI 7485 
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Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds. 

2. 1 object to the proposal that 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day will occur at this site. This will create an 
unacceptable risk to pedestrians and bicycle users. The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley 
Road site. The alternative proposal which provides that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the 
only proposal that should be considered. The EIS does not mention that many students walk or ride to Orange Grove 
and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road. There are also a number of childcare centres very close 
to the Darley Road site. 

3. I object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the project 
on the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured 
that the land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this 
facility will forever prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users 
required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is 
to be located then it should be moved to the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual 
impact on residents. 

4. Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of 
damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35"metres and 
less this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be repaired 
at the Government's expense. However, no details or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project 
should not be approved with such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of damage and 
how and when it will be repaired. It will lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage 
structural engineers and lawyers to prove that the damage was linked to WestConnex works, with no assurance that 
this property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed. 

5. The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory 
environmental and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable and the 
EIS does not provide the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is deprived of any 
opportunity to comment on their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be additional 
ventilation facilities that are not disclosed in the EIS. 

6. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a strict 
prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor parking. These homes are already suffering the worst 
construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and 
additional noise impacts. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker 
parking on all of these streets. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns -.My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 
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I object to the'whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

I. I object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this submission. 
2. I object because of the unacceptable risk it will create to ;he safety of our community. Darley Road is a known 

accident and traffic blackspot and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of 
accidents. On Transport for NSW's own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the 
third most dangerous in the inner west. 
The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the site. 
Given the constraints of the Darley Road site queuing will be the usual situaticin. The EIS needs to be amended to 
remove queuing as an exceptional circumstance. The truck movements should properly managed by the contractor 
so that there is no queuing. This exception will make it easier for contractors to neglect their obligation to monitor 
and manage truck movements in ,and out of the site and needs to be removed. The EIS needs to specifically provide 
that all local streets abutting Darley Road and expressly prohibited truck movements (including parking) on these 
streets. This should include all streets from the north (James St) to the south (Falls Road), which are near the 
project footprint.. 

4. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three years. 
The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The :works 
on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised. 

5. The EIS states that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation. The 
additional mitigation is mentioned but not proposed or any detail provided. All possible mitigation should be 
included as a condition of approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial above grOund invasive works will be 
required to demolish the Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The EIS noise projections indicate that for 
I 0 weeks residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS does not contain a plan to manage or mitigate 
this terrible impact. There is no detail as to which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary relocation; there are 
no details of any noise walls or what treatments will be provided to individual homes that are badly affected. The 
approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact will be managed and minimised during the 
construction period and, in particular, during site establishment. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site on 
the basis that the works required (demolition and surface works) will create unacceptable and unbearable noise,  and 
vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates that at least 36 homes will basically be unlivable during this 
period. In addition, the planned 170 heavy 4nd light vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction 
noise. 

6. The EIS does not even mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels 
identified are misleading. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts 
it will have on surrounding homes and businesses. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: I'Ve.  f-qs- l-\. 	zereim,-5 
• 

Address: 6,i 	Fray / c  , c 	s2i- 
Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: (etch  harOtiode c9, 014Z 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature:  

Please include my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. - 	 Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds. 

2. The period of construction proposed is unacceptably long. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that 
the Darley Road site would be operational for three years while the EIS states that it will be operational for 5 
years. This period creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a 
three-year program as was promised. 

3. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level and the EIS should not be 
approved on this basis. The EIS states that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at 
the Darley road construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the 
Leichhardt or St Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of 
nearby residents and businesses. 

4. No truck movements should be permitted on Darley Rd or any local roads in Leichhardt or adjoining suburbs. The 
EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley 
Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also 
compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this 
critical arterial road providing access to and across the City West Link. The EIS states that an alternative truck 
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road. 
I object to the selection of the Darley Rd site altogether, but propose this alternative, which appears to represent 
the least worst impact, should be chosen if this site is to be used. 

5. I object to the number of truck movements proposed at the Darley Road site. The EIS,states that there will be daily 
movements of 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of 
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on 
Darley Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at 
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck 
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The selection 
of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, as is currently provided. 

6. No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking is at a 
premium in this area and many residents do not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five 
years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of 'kiss and ride facilities' at the 
light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account in the 
EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on local streets 
and provide a plan for enforcement (to be paid for my SMC and not by the Inner West Council). 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department sof Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this 
submission. 

2. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it'does not provide a reliable basis on which to base the 
.approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine opportunity to provide meaningful 
feedback in accordance with the legislative obligation of the Government to provide a consultation process 
because the designs are 'indicative' only and subject to change. Because of this the EIS has many caveats and 
depends upon further steps (such as traffic management plans), the detail of which is not provided. The 
community has no certainty that any of the impacts from construction will be managed to an acceptable level. 

3. There are overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 of up to one year. This will significantly 
worsen impacts for residents close to construction areas. No additional mitigation or any compensation is 
offered for residents for these periods (Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents should have 
these prolonged periods of exposure to more than one project. The EIS makes no attempt to measure or 
mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure. 

4. The EIS states that there may be a 'small increase in pollutant concentrations' near surface roads. The EIS 
states that potential health impacts associated with changes in air quality (specifically nitrogen dioxide and 
particulates) within the local community have been assessed and are considered to be 'acceptable.' We 
disagree that the impacts on human health are acceptable and object to the project in its entirety because of 
these impacts. (Executive Summary xvi) 

5. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the 
fact that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and 
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii) 

6. There are 36 homes identified as having severe noise impacts during construction in Leichhardt and Lilyfield. 
No noise barriers have been identified so residents are unable to comment as to whether this impact will be 
reduced. No proposal for alternative accommodation is provided. This is unacceptable and all of.the proposed 
noise mitigation options should be detailed in the EIS so that residents have an opportunity to comment on 
what is proposed. (Executive Summary xvii) 

7. There is no plan to manage traffic on Darley Road proposed in the EIS. This critical arterial road is regularly 
congested at peak periods. Reference in the EIS to developing a traffic management plan in the future is not 
acceptable. The detail of what is proposed needs to be contained in the EIS so that residents can assess whether 
the impact of 170 light and heavy vehicle movements a day in and out of the site can be acceptably managed. 

• Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 	- 

1. I object to the planned acquisition of the Dan Murphys site on Darley Road for the creation of a civil and tunnel 
works site as it will create unacceptable noise impacts for the community and lead to traffic chaos, along with 
creating an increased risk of accidents to pedestrians and cycle users. 

2. The substation and water treatment plant proposed for Darley Road should be moved to the north end of the site 
near the City West link so that it is lessyisible to residents. There are no homes that will have direct line of site of the 
facility if it is moved. This will also enable direct pedestrian access to the light rail without the need to use the 
winding path at the rear of the site which creates safety issues and adds to the time required to access the light rail 
stop. • 

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in 'exceptional circumstances', which includes queuing at the site. Given 
the acknowledged constraints of the Darley Rd site (and based on experience with cars accessing the site for Dan 
Murphy's), queuing will be the norm and not the exception. The EIS, as pertains to the Darley Road site, needs to be 
amended to rule out queuing as an exceptional circumstance which allows trucks to use local roads. 

4. At the conclusion of the construction period, the Darley Road site should be returned to the community as 
compensation for the imposition of this construction site in our neighbourhood for a 5-year period. If the substation 
and water treatment plant is moved to the north of the site, then the lower half of the site (which is the most 
accessible end) could be converted into open space with mature trees planted. As this site is immediately adjacent 
to the bay run, bicycle parking and other facilities that support active transport could be included. This would result 
increase the green space for residents and result in a pleasant green environment for pedestrians, rather than a 
fenced facility. The approval conditions need to mandate that the Darley Rd site is to be preserved as green space 
or other community purposes at the conclusion of the construction period. 

5. No trucks (heavy or light) shoOld be permitted on any streets adjacent to Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James 
Street to Falls Street):  A blanket prohibition should be in force with respect to any worker vehicles from the 
construction site parking on these local streets. These homes will already suffer the worst construction impacts 
and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and the additional noise impacts of additional cars 
on their street. These local streets are not designed to handle heavy vehicle movements. Therefore, any approval 
conditions need to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker parking on all local streets 
adjacent to Darley Road. 

6. Any approval conditions and the relevant construction contracts must require that all workers to the Darley Rd site 
are bussed in or use public transport such as the light rail, with no parking whatsoever permitted on local roads 
adjacent to the Darley Road site. The site currently provides only 11 car spacers for an estimated 100 workers a day 
on site. The project cannot be approved on this basis without a strict requirement on workers to use public 
transport or project provided transport and a prohibition needs to be in place against parking on local streets. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention: Director, Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services Department of 
Planning and Environment, GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 
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• Traffic and transport — new right hand turning lane on the City West Link to James 
St 
I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because the 
proponent is planning to create a right hand turning lane on the City West Link to allow 
construction vehicles to turn right into James Street. 
This is a dangerous proposal given that it involves turning into a steep blind corner 
which carries a high degree of risk of collision with oncoming vehicles and with 
pedestrians including the many school children who cross James St at this point. 

It is reckless beyond belief to plan for large number of truck and dogs to make a right - 
hand turn into James St from the City West Link. Even vehicles crossing the City West 
Link from the Lilyfield Rd side of the City West Link have a higher risk of collision or 
error due to the steep blind turn. This would be even higher when making a right hand 
turn into James St from the City West Link. 

• This intersection is reported as being the third most dangerous for accidents in the Inner 
West. 

I object to the Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Darley Road Leichhardt because a 
right hand turning lane on the City West Link to allow construction vehicles to turn right 
into James Street creates an unacceptable risk of death and bodily injury due to 
collision. 

The proponent should be required to abandon the Darley Road civil and tunnel site 
Leichhardt. Safer alternatives have been identified which will allow spoil haulage 
directly onto the City West Link and the proponent has not given an adequate 
explanation as to why these alternatives have not been included in the EIS. 
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• Traffic lanes on the southern side of Darley Street would be relocated onto the 
existing parking lane which is geometrically unsuitable and unsafe for vehicular 
traffic. 

• The proposed kerbside traffic lane on the southern side of Darley Street would 
conflict with existing stormwater drainage inlet structures. Significant drainage 
works would be required to address this issue without exacerbating existing 
flooding problems in this area. 

Advice from the RTA has also noted the unsuitability of the existing kerbside parking 
and bicycle lanes for a through lane due to its cross-fall. The RTA have further advised 
that the bicycle lane along Darley Road must be retained, and that no objections are 
raise to the proposed pedestrian refuge, subject to compliance with the relevant 
Australian standards. "The RTA also raised objections in relation to traffic that the bottle 
shop development would generate: 

"It is expected that the peak traffic generation periods for the development would be 
Friday evenings and Saturdays, with Thursday evening also busy. Conflict with the 
morning peak hour is therefore expected to be limited. It is noted that the traffic 
surveys were conducted prior to the closure of Moore Street West, Leichhardt. 
Anecdotal evidence has suggested that traffic flow has increased on east-west . 
thoroughfares such as Darley Road and Marion Street since the closure. 
Traffic generation figures supplied in the traffic report initially submitted to Council 
were derived strictly from the amount of carparking provided on the site. 
The revised traffic generation figures provided as a result of the additional parking 
provided on the site. It has factored that 35% of traffic to the site are passing trips. It 
has not accounted for spill-over traffic that cannot be accommodated on the site. 
These figures would appear to conflict with statement within the Social Impact 
Assessment (SlA)that was submitted to the LAB for approval. This document 
indicates that the 'catchment' for the proposed liquor outlet is considerably larger and 
it states "In contrast Dan Murphy's OLR's are larger format destination stores 
designed to appeal to a regional market ..." 
It has also been noted that the proposed liquor store alone would expect up to sixty 
(60) deliveries a week. 
The study derives that the likely additional traffic on the local network would be: 

Thursday evening — some 150 vehicles/hour (in + out) 
• 
	Friday evening - some 156 vehicles/hour (in + out) 
• 	midday - some 228 vehicles/hour (in + out) 
Of particular concern in this regard is that the 'No stopping' restriction required by the 
RTA for the northern side of Darley Road during the Thursday and Friday evening 
peaks, which may funnel overflow parking into the surrounding residential streets. 
Furthermore, the substantial increase in traffic flow at the Saturday peak may result 
in significant queuing at the City-West intersection as all vehicles are forced to left-
turn exiting the site. 
On the basis of the above, the proposal is considered unsatisfactory when having 
regard to traffic and parking impacts." 	• 



It is clear that the same traffic impacts raised by the RTA will be a consequence of the 
Darley Road Civil and Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt yet the proponent has failed to 
provide any detail about these impacts or how the proponent will manage these. The 
proponent's plan to bring 100 trucks a day into the site will result in significant queuing at 
the City-West intersection yet the proponent has failed to provide any detail about these 
impacts or how the proponent will manage these. 
The removal of 20 parking spaces Darley Rd and the absence of a worker parkin 6 plan will 
funnel overflow parking into the surrounding residential streets which are already at parking 
capacity yet the proponent has failed to provide any detail about these impacts or how the 
proponent will manage these. 
The following points of concern were also raised in the Council's rejection of the bottle shop 
DA: 

"Traffic and parking impact on Darley Road and the surrounding residential street 
network/ vehicular — pedestrian conflict, especially with school children/ increase noise 
from traffic movements and truck loading and unloading. 
The increase in traffic movements to the site are likely to have an undue acoustic 
impact on the dwellings located opposite site, particularly as a result of late-night 
movements. 

The proponent has failed to adequately address the fact that the Darley Road Civil and 
Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt will have the same impacts of: 
- Traffic and parking impact on Darley Road and the surrounding residential street 

network 
- vehicular — pedestrian conflict, especially with school children/ 

increase noise from traffic movements and truck loading and unloading. 
The proponent has failed to address the fact that the increase in traffic movements to the 
site are likely to have an undue acoustic impact on the dwellings located opposite site, 
particularly as a result of late-night movements. The proponent plans to have workers on 
site 24 / 7. Late night and out of hours comings and goings by vehicle are to be expected 
yet the proponent has failed to address the impact of these vehicle movements on local 
residents. 
The site should not be permitted to operate outside of standard constructions hours 
because of the noise impacts from construction vehicles, delivery vehicles and 
worker transportation vehicles. The following Traffic Management deficiencies were also 
raised in the Council's rejection of the bottle shop DA: 

"The proposed Traffic Management works on the Darley Road frontage have a 
number of deficiencies including: 
(a) Traffic lanes on the southern side of Darley Road would be relocated onto the 

existing parking lane which is geometrically unsuitable and unsafe for 
vehicular traffic. 

(b) The proposed kerbside traffic lane on the southern side of Darley Road would 
conflict with existing stormwater drainage inlet structures. Significant drainage 
works would be required to address this issue without exacerbating existing 
flooding problems in this area. 



(c) The access arrangement for the parking area on the western side of the site 
will create traffic conflict at the shared entry/exit driveway near Hubert Street. 

(d) The application would result in the loss of on-street parking spaces on the 
southern side of Darley Road. 

(e) The applicant has not sufficiently demonstrated that the traffic management 
proposal complies with the RTA requirements for works pn a State Road. 

(f) • The site plans do not adequately address internal vehicle manoeuvring for 
large trucks accessing the 2 loading docks. 

(g) The application has failed to demonstrate how the existing bicycle lane would 
be maintained. 

The application has failed to demonstrate that the proposal would not have 
an undue increase in traffic 

generation along Darley Road and the surrounding residential street 
network. 
(a) The applicant has not sufficiently demonstrated assumptions made in their 

report regarding parking demand and traffic generation. 
(b) The traffic generation assumption for passing or redistributed trips is not 
validated. 
(c) The design does not adequately address the impacts from vehicle queuing in 

Darley Road." 
The same deficiencies are present in the proponent's EIS and the Darley Road Civil and 
Tunnel Construction site at Leichhardt should be rejected on the same grounds: 

• construction trucks travelling on the southern side of Darley Road will force traffic onto 
the existing parking lane which is geometrically unsuitable and unsafe for vehicular 
traffic. 

• the construction works will conflict with existing stormwater drainage inlet structures 
which will exacerbating existing flooding problems in this area. 

• The access arrangement for the site will create traffic conflict at the shared entry/exit 
driveway near Hubert Street. 

• The application would result in the loss of on-street parking spaces on the southern side 
of Darley Road. 

• There is no traffic management proposal. 

• The proponent has failed to demonstrate how the existing bicycle lane would be 
maintained. 

• The proponent has failed to demonstrate that the proposal would not have an undue 
increase in traffic generation along Darley Road and the surrounding residential street 
.network. 

• The proponent has failed to adequately address the impacts from vehicle queuing in 
Darley Road." 



Submission to: Planning Services, Department 
of Planning and Environment. GPO Box 39, 
Sydney, NSW,2001 

Attention Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link  

Name:  	(Ar  

Signature: 
Please include/delete (cross out or circle) my personal 
information when publishing this submission to your 
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This document is vague, lacking in detail confusing and confused. Here are my objections: 
1. . It is clear that Annandale, Glebe, Rozelle and Lilyfield will be exposed to unacceptable health risks. With 

massive number of extra truck four unfiltered emissions stacks in the area plus a large number of exit 
portals, the residents of this area will suffer greatly from poisonous diesel particulates. This is negligent 
when you consider that, the World Health Organisation in 2012 declared diesel particulates carcinogenic. 
As you are no doubt aware there are at least 5 schools that will be in the orbit of these poisonous fumes 
and children and the elderly are most at risk to lung ailments and surrounds will experience increased 
traffic with associated noise and air pollution— most particularly at the Crescent, Johnson St and 
Catherine St, Annandale/Lilyfield/Leichhardt and Ross Street, Glebe. 

2. Also, the widening of the Crescent between the city West Link and Johnston street With an extra lane 
being constructed will lead to heavy traffic congestion on a road that has 3 Primary/Infants schools. 

3. The EIS states that property damage due to ground movement "may occur, further stating that 
"settlement induced by tunnel excavation and groundwater drawdown may occur in some areas along the 
tunnel alignment". The risk of ground movement and subsidence is lessened where tunnelling is more 
than 35 metres underground. (Vol 2B Appendix E p 1) The planned Inner West Interchange proposes 
tunnels which are astonishingly shallow eg John St at 22metres Hill St at 28metres Moore St 27 
metres.(VoI 2B Appendix E Part 2) Catherine St at 28metres(Vol 2B Appendix E Part 1). At these shallow 
depths, the homes above would sustain serious structural damage and cracking. 

5. Rozelle Rail Yards will have 400 car parking spaces provided for workers(EIS). The daily workforce for 
these sites is stated to be approximately 550. This means that 150 vehicles will need to park in nearby local 
streets which are already over-subscribed during weekdays by commuters taking the light rail. 
6.The removal of spoil from the Rozelle Rail Yards will lead to the largest number of spoil truck 
movements on the entire Stage 3 project: 517 Heavy truck movements a day, of which 46 are stated to take 
place during peak hours. 
7. The removal of Buruwan Park between The Crescent and Bayview Crescent/Railway Parade, Annandale 
to accommodate the widening realignment of the Crescent would be a direct loss of much-needed parkland 
in this inner city area. 
8. The proposed building of a park in the area of the Goods Yard right in the middle of a large number of 
exit portals and poisonous smoke stacks borders on being criminally negligent. This new "recreational 
area' children will be unaware that they are being poisoned. 
9.The introduction of the EIS clearly states that the information in the EIS is" indicative of the final design 
'only. The reality of this statement means that the project may be completely different to stated plans in the 
EIS. Furthermore although the EIS indicates what is to be expected when construction begins, it also states 
that that only after Construction Contractors have been engaged would project designs and methodologies 
be finally worked out and agreed upon. This may result in major changes to the project design and 
construction methodologies. The community would have no say in this process. 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application It SSI 7485, for the reasons set out below. 

Name• 	
 Fc2. 	 to A L.CAN246.,  

Signature: 

Please include/delete (cross out or circle)  my personal information when 
publishing this submission to your website Declaration: I HAVE NOT  made any 
reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address:  3 4-1-012--bE12 Sr. 

Submission to: 

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

Attn: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Suburb: 	—TO 	 Postcode  2° L12. 

o Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex and the government is seeking approval, yet there 
are no detailed construction plans so we are not speaking to a real situation. 

o The process that has led to this EIS has been undemocratic and obscure, driven by decisions made behind closed 
doors. 

o The business case for the project in all three stages has failed to taken into account the external costs of these 
massive road projects in air pollution for human and environmental health, in adding fossil fuel emissions to increase 
global warming effects, and in the economic and social costs of the disruption to human activities, of displacement 
of people and businesses and of the destruction of community cohesion and amenity. These external costs far 
outweigh any benefits from building roads which poorly serve people's transport needs but instead enrich private 
corporations. 

o This EIS contains no meaningful design and construction details and no parameters as to how broad changes and 
therefore impacts could be. It therefore fails to allow the community to be informed about and comment on the 
project impacts in a meaningful way. 

o The EIS at 7-41 acknowledges that there is great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will be made 
a 24 hour clearway, stating "Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street". This 
statement is deliberately misleading - it infers that SMC has authority in controlling impacts on regional roads. Roads 
and Maritime have the unfettered right to declare Clearways wherever and whenever they wish, and RMS has 
NEVER  stated publicly that King Street will not be subject to extended clearways. 

o The EIS at 12-57 describes possible disruptions of water supply to a vast area of Sydney as a result of tunnelling in 
the proximity of two major Sydney Water Tunnels in the Newtown area, stating "Detailed surveys should be 
undertaken to verify the levels and condition of these Sydney Water Assets". Why has an EIS been published that 
infers that the tunnel alignments have been thoroughly surveyed and researched, when further survey work could 
dramatically alter the alignments in the future ? 

o There are estimated 100 heavy and 70 light vehicle movements a day and the plan is to allow a right-hand turn into 
Darley Road from the CW Link. The trucks will drive onto Darley Road, turn right into the site and then left back out 
onto the CW Link, which is unrealistic given the amount of traffic on these roads now. 

o I am appalled that the Sydney Motorway Corporation could seek approval to build complex interchanges under the 
suburbs of Rozelle and Leichhardt on the basis of an EIS that is based on a concept design rather than detailed 
proposal that includes engineering plans. 

o The warm and caring words contained in the EIS, ref Sustainability Management Strategy, have not been reflected in 
the wanton destruction of homes, trees and habitat already. Why should we believe them? 

o The increased amount of traffic the M4-M5 Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters Interchange will 
have a heavy disruptive impact on the local transport routes, whether by vehicle, bus, or active transport (walking and 
cycling). 

o Other Comments : 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  

003897



Submission to: Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Attention: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 
Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Nam

Signature: 
Please include ZIT* oss out or circle my personal information when 
publishing this 'MN" to your website Declaration : I HAVE NOT made any 
reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address: 

Suburb: 	 Postcode  

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application 

1. Stage 3 is the most complex and expensive stage of WestConnex and the government is seeking approval, yet there are no detailed 

construction plans so we are not speaking to a real situation. 

2. The process that has led to this EIS has been undemocratic and obscure, driven by decisions made behind closed doors. 

3. The business case for the project in all three stages has failed to taken into account the external costs of these massive road 
projects in air pollution for human and environmental health, in adding fossil fuel emissions to increase global warming effects, and 
in the economic and social costs of the disruption to human activities, of displacement of people and businesses and of the 
destruction of community cohesion and amenity. These external costs far outweigh any benefits from building roads which poorly 

serve people's transport needs but instead enrich private corporations. 

4. This EIS contains no meaningful design and construction details and no parameters as to how broad changes and therefore 
impacts could be. It therefore fails to allow the community to be informed about and comment on the project impacts in a 

meaningful way. 

5. The EIS at 7-41 acknowledges that there is great concern in the community that King Street, Newtown, will be made a 24 hour 

clearway, stating "Roads and Maritime has no plan to change the existing clearways on King Street". This statement is deliberately 

misleading - it infers that SMC has authority in controlling impacts on regional roads. Roads and Maritime have the unfettered 

right to declare Clearways wherever and whenever they wish, and RMS has NEVER  stated publicly that King Street will not be 
subject to extended clearways. 

6. The EIS at 12-57 describes possible disruptions of water supply to a vast area of Sydney as a result of tunnelling in the proximity of 

two major Sydney Water Tunnels in the Newtown area, stating "Detailed surveys should be undertaken to verify the levels and 

condition of these Sydney Water Assets" . Why has an EIS been published that infers that the tunnel alignments have been 

thoroughly surveyed and researched, when further survey work could dramatically alter the alignments in the future? 
7. There are estimated 100 heavy and 70 light vehicle movements a day and the plan is to allow a right-hand turn into Darley Road 

from the CW Link. The trucks will drive onto Darley Road, turn right into the site and then left back out onto the CW Link, which is 

unrealistic given the amount of traffic on these roads now. 

8. lam appalled that the Sydney Motorway Corporation could seek approval to build complex interchanges under the suburbs of 
Rozelle and Leichhardt on the basis of an EIS that is based on a concept design rather than detailed proposal that includes 
engineering plans. 

9. The warm and caring words contained in the EIS, ref Sustainability Management Strategy, have not been reflected in the wanton 
destruction of homes, trees and habitat already. Why should we believe them? 

10. The increased amount of traffic the Ma-Ms Link will dump on the roads to and from the St Peters Interchange will have a heavy 

disruptive impact on the local transport routes, whether by vehicle, bus, or active transport (walking and cycling). 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Name:

Signature: 
Please include / 	s out or circ1e2 my personal information when 
publishing this su 	o your website Declaration : I HAVE NOT made any 
reportable political donations in the last 2 years. 

Address

Subur Postcode

Submission to: Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Attention: Director — Transport Assessments 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 
Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

I submit this objection to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application # SSI 
7485, for the following reasons, and ask that the Minister reject the application 

o I completely reject the notion that unfiltered pollution stacks should be built anywhere in Sydney, let alone three or four in a single area. I 
am particularly concerned that schools would be near such unfiltered stacks. The government needs to urgently review its policy of 
support for unfiltered stacks. 

o The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in an area 
where the prevailing south and north-westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields. The St Peters 
Primary School in particular will be at the apex of a triangle between the two exhaust stacks on the south—western and north-western 
corners of the interchange. This is utterly unacceptable. 

o I am deeply disappointed that the EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a wish list not based 
on actual effects. Everything is indicative, 'would' not 	telling me nothing is actually 'known' for celtain. This is a dangerous and 
reckless attempt to get approval for a project that is yet to be properly designed. 

o The impact of the deep tunnelling for the M4-M5 link - in addition to the tunnelling for the new Sydney Metro in the same area - in the 
Tempe, Sydenham, St Peters, Newtown and Camperdown and beyond is an unknown hazard to the soundness of the buildings above, and 
given that two different tunnelling operations will take place quite close, the people in those buildings will struggle.to  get repairs and 
compensation for loss because either contractor will no doubt blame the other. The increasing.numbers of vehicles will also increase the 
vehicle pollution (known to have adverse effects on breathing and also to be carcinogenic) in this area. 

o There have been widespread reports in the media about extensive unresolved disputes regarding damages to houses in the Stage 1 M4 
and Stage 2 M5 construction process. Why should the community believe that there will not be extensivedamages to houses in Stage 3 ? 

o Because this is still based on a "concept design" it is unknown how the communities affected will not know what is being done below their 
residences, schools, business premises and public spaces, particularly if the whole project is sold into a private corporation's ownership 
before the actual designs and construction plans are determined. The EIS makes references to these designs and plans being reviewed but 
there is NO information as to what agency will be responsible for such reviews or whether the outcomes of such reviews will be made 
public. The communities below whose homes, business premises, public buildings and public spaces this massive project will be excavated 
and built will be completely in the dark about what is being done, what standards it is supposed to comply with, what inspection or 
scrutiny it will subject to, and whether the private corporations undertaking the work will be held to any liability by our government. 

o It is quite clear that the escalating cost of tolls will encourage drivers to avoid tollways. This will further pollute and congest local roads. 
Such impact already evident on Parramatta Rd usage after the new M4 tolls were introduced. The community expects similar impacts on 
roads around the St Peters interchange, including the Princes Highway, King St, Enmore and Edgeware Roads and though streets of 
Alexandria and Erskineville. The EIS Traffic analysis fails to deal with this issue of traffic beyond the boundaries of the project and should be 
rejected. 

o It all very difficult for the community to access hard copies of the EIS outside normal working and business hours. The Newtown Library 
only has one copy of the EIS, and has extremely limited opening hours. This restricted access does NOT constitute open and fair 
community engagement. 

o I am concerned that SMC has selected one of Sydney's most dangerous traffic spots, Darley Rd in Leichhardt for a construction site that 
will bring hundreds of extra trucks and cars into the area on a daily basis for years. 

o The additional unfiltered exhaust stack on the north-west corner of the interchange will further increase the vehicle pollution in an area 
where the prevailing south and north-westerly winds will send that pollution over residences, schools and sports fields. The St Peters 
Primary School in particular will be at the apex of a triangle between the two exhaust stacks on the south—western and north-western 
corners of the interchange. This is utterly unacceptable. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Name: 
............  

Signature: 

Please include /'delete (cross out or circle)  my personal information when publishing this 
submission to your website.I HAVE NOT made reportable political donations in the lost 2 years. 

Address: 

Attention Director 
Application Number: SSI 7485 Application 

Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Suburb: 	 Postcode 

I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals for the following reasons: 

+ This EIS provides no basis on which to approve such a complex project including the building of interchanges underneath Sydney 
suburbs Rozelle and Leichhardt. It would be absurd to approve the building of up to three tunnels under people's homes on the 
basis of such flimsy information. 

+ Hundreds of risks associated with this project have not been assessed but have instead been deferred to a detailed design stage 
into which the public will have no input. I call on the Department of Planning to reject this inadequate EIS that has been prepared 
by AECOM that has multiple commercial interests in WestConnex. 

+ The EIS at 7-25 refers to 876 comments (limited to 140 characters) made via the collaborative map on the Concept Design 'up to 
July' that were considered in the preparation of the EIS. It does not mention the many hundreds of extended written submissions 
that were lodged in late July and early August. These critical 'community engagement' feedback submissions have clearly not 
been considered in the preparation of the EIS. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process. 

+ Increased traffic congestion in areas around portals will increase pollution along roadsides, with predicted adverse impacts on 
breathing and through long-term carcinogenic effects. The maps and analysis of the pollution effects in the EIS should be 
presented in a way that enables them to be understood by ordinary citizens. Instead information is presented in a way that is 
deliberately obscure and hard to interpret. 

+ This EIS contains little or no meaningful design and construction detail. It appears to be a wish list not based on actual 
effects. Everything is indicative, 'would' not 	telling me nothing is actually 'known' for certain — and is certainly not included 
here. 

+ EIS 6.1 (Synthesis, Page 45) states. " 	 this may result in changes to both the project design and the construction methodologies 
described and assessed in this EIS. Any changes to the project would be reviewed for consistency with the assessment contained in 
the EIS including relevant mitigation measures, environmental performance outcomes and any future conditions of approval". It is 
unstated just who would have responsibility for such a "review(ed) for consistency", and how these changes would be 
communicated to the community. The EIS should not be approved till significant 'uncertainties' have been fully researched and 
surveyed and the results (and any changes) published for public comment (ie : the Sydney Water Tunnels issues at 12-57) 

+ The original objectives of the project specified improving road and freight access to Sydney Airport and to Port Botany. Neither 
Stage 2 or 3 provides such access. Both the new M5 and the new M4-M5 Link will dump 1,000s more per day onto the roads to 
the Airport which are already at capacity. 

+ There has been no 'meaningful' consultation with the community. Some areas affected by M3/M5 have not even been 
letterboxed by SMC. These include St Peters and sections of Erskineville. The SMC received hundreds of submissions on its 
concept design and failed to respond to any of these before lodging this EIS. 

+ Unfiltered stacks anywhere in Sydney are not unacceptable. There must be a review of the NSW government's unacceptable 
policy on this issue. I am appalled that the ex Minister for Planning Rob Stokes who approved the New M5 and unfiltered stacks 
in St Peters and Haberfield would declare that he would not have them in his own area. How can residents have any trust in a 
process that is underpinned by such hypocrisy. 

+ The EIS at 7-51 refers to concerns that were raised by the community that the alignment of tunnels in Newtown appeared to go 
to the east of King Street, an area that had had no geotech drilling or testing. SMC staff indicated at Community information 
sessions that the maps included in the Concept Design were broad and indicative only, and that further details would be available 
in the EIS. No further details have been provided. This casts doubt over the integrity of the entire EIS process. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti- WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 
	 Email 	 Mobile 

003898-M00002



Attention Director 	 , 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name:  

Address: ,97 	fkimie/ 9 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: 	(..,e7c1,p9-R.67- 	Postcode 0Z9F0 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 
Link 

Signatu 
. 

Please INCLUDE my personal information when publishing this submission to your 
website 

any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals 
as contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Leichhardt Environmental issues - Substation and water treatment plant 
The EIS proposes that 'treated' water from the tunnel will be directly discharged into the 
stormwater drain at Blackmore oval. There are four long-standing rowing clubs in the vicinity 
of this location. This plan will jeopardise the integrity of our waterway and compromise the use 
of the bay for recreational activities for boat and other users. We object in the strongest terms 
to this Proposal on environmental and health reasons. 

2. Presence of Substation and water treatment plant - Leichhardt 
There is no detail in the EIS about the impact of the ongoing Motorway maintenance activities 
during operation provided (noise, vibrations, hours of operation, workers on site etc). The 
community therefore cannot comment on the impact that this permanent facility will have on 
the amenity of the area. The erection of this facility should not be approved in the basis that 
no information is provided and therefore impacts (on parking, safety, noise, amenity of the 
area) are not known. 

3. Out-of-hours and night work - Leichhardt 
Because Darley Rd is highly congested during day time, it is likely there will be frequent out of 
hours and night work. The EIS as drafted effectively permits out of hours to be undertaken 
whenever this is convenient to the contractor. This will create an unacceptable impact on those 
living close to the site. The approval conditions need to prohibit out of hours and night work except 
in genuine exceptional circumstances (for example, a risk to life). It is unacceptable to not provide 
limits and clear rules on such work. 

4. Flooding — Leichhardt 
The EIS states that there may be impacts from flooding which, amongst other things, may disrupt 
drainage systems. Darley Road is in a flood zone and there have been ongoing issued with flooding 
requiring remedial work. This proposal creates an unacceptable risk of flooding and associated 
damage and a major tunnelling site should not be permitted on this site on this ground. There is no 
detail as to how the issues with flooding at Darley Road will ,  be managed and on their potential 
impact on the area. 
Disruption to road network — Leichhardt 

5. Disruption to road network 
The EIS states that there will be 'impacts' that would affect the efficiency of the road network.' No 
detail is provided in the EIS as to how cars will be able to access and cross the City West Link 
once 170 vehicles (heavy and light) access the site on a daily basis. it belies common sense how 
this can even be considered, given its impact on commuter times. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 

parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

. ,I, 	 , 
Name: 	hilifrA6—).-- 	-SYlecl-A--' 

Address: 57 	kovez.s 

Application Number: SSI 7485 •Suburb: 	7C/i4'/P re- 	Postcode Zra 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link — Signature: 	/ 
Please INCLUDE my personal information when•publishing this submission to your website 

any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Acquisition and demolition of Dan Murphys — I object to the acquisition of this site on the basis that Dan 
Murphys renovated and started a new business in December 2016, in full knowledge that they were to be 
acquired, with the acquisition process commencing early November 2016. This is maladministration of public 
money and the tax payer should not be left to foot the compensation bill in these circumstances. It is also.  
wasteful that several million dollars was spent on renovations, for the entire structure to de demolished less 
than 18 months later. 

2. Night works — Leichhardt. The EIS states that to minimize disruptions to traffic on the existing road network 
(including in peak hours) there will be night works where appropriate. Given the congested nature of Darley 
Road, it is likely there will be frequent night work (EIS, 6.4). This will create an unacceptable impact in 
residents. It is unacceptable that a highly unsuitable site has been selected. And, instead of a proper plan to 
manage traffic, the EIS contemplate work simply occurring at night. This is objected to in the strongest terms. 

3. Additional facilities. The EIS states that the contractor may decide upon additional 'construction ancillary 
facilities' to the 12 identified in the EIS. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be more 
unidentified sites taken, as residents will have no opportunity to comment on their impacts. The approval 
condition should limit any construction facilities to those already notified and detailed in the EIS. 

4. Permanent substation and water treatment plant - Residents on Darley Rd opposite the site and residents 
in Hubert St will have a direct line of site to the Motorway operation infrastructure. The resultant impact is a 
permanent degradation of the visual environment, is a loss of amenity and is detrimental to the community. 
This facility should not be permitted in this location and the EIS needs to demonstrate why it is required at 
this site. If approved, the facility, should be moved to the north of the site out of line of site of residents. The 
residual land should be returned for community purposes, such as green space, with future commercial uses 
ruled out. If the community is forced to endure 5 years of severe disruptions due to this toll road, the 
compensation should, at the very least, result in the land being returned to the community as green space. 

5. Noise mitigation — Leichhardt. The noise mitigation proposed in the EIS is unacceptable. No detail of 
noise walls is provided, giving residents no opportunity to comment on whether final impacts are acceptable. 
This is despite the fact 36 homes are identified in the EIS as severely affected by construction noise. The 
acoustic shed proposed is of the lowest grade and does not cover the entire site, resulting in noise impacts 
from the movement of trucks in and out of the tunnel access point. The highest grade acoustic shed should 
be provided, with the shed covering the entire site. The additional noise mitigation such as noise walls, need 
to be set out in detail so that residents can properly comment on the impacts. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 

parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
InfrastrUcture Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: 	/41,ZZ::-/i----- 	S.a.soix- 
Address: 

87 	e/9 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Zafrre 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link 

Suburb:

1.r

, cifiwniu, r - 	Postcode 

Signatu 	: 	• 	"-*--- 	..-- 

Please INCLUDE my personal information when publis ing this submission to your website 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Traffic diversions - Leichhardt. The EIS states that 'temporary diversions along Darley Road may be 
required during construction' (8-65). No detail is provided as to when these diversions would occur; 
there is no provision for consultation with the community; no detail as to how long the diversions will be 
in place and no comment on the impact of diversions on local roads or the amenity of residents. Will 
diversions occur at night? If so, down what streets? Diverting the arterial traffic from Darley Road down 
local streets (which are not designed for heavy vehicle volumes) will result in damage to streets, sleep 
disturbances for residents and create safety issues. There is also childcare centre and a school near 
the William Street/Elswick Street intersection which will be impacted by diverting vehicles onto local 
roads. It is unacceptable for proposed road diversions not to be detailed whatsoever in the EIS. The 
EIS should not be approved without setting out the impacts of road diversions on residents and 
businesses. 

2. Permanent water treatment plant and substation - Leichhardt The proposal to locate this permanent 
structure in a residential setting is opposed. The site will have a negative visual impact on the area and is in 
direct line of sight of a number of homes. If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the site 
further from homes. 

3. Discharge of water into storm water at Blackmore Oval - Leichhardt The permanent substation and 
water treatment plant proposed for the Darley Road site facility should not be approved as part of the EIS. It 
proposes discharging water from the tunnels into the storm water canal near Blackmore Oval. This will 
devastate our waterways and impact negatively on the amenity of the bay which has four rowing clubs in 
close proximity. In addition, the environmental impacts of this discharge are not properly set out in the EIS. 

4. Impacts not provided - Permanent water treatment plant and substation - The EIS states that 
there will be an office, worker parking and buildings to accommodate this facility on a permanent basis. 
It does not provide any detail as to - noise impacts, numbers of workers on site, any health risks 
associated with the facility. This is simply inadequate and the decision to locate this facility should be 
subject to a thorough assessment and approval process. It should not be approved as part of this EIS 
as there is simply no detail provided about the impact of this facility on the amenity of the area. 

5. Removal of vegetation - Leichhardt. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the Darley 
Road site. There are several mature trees located on the 'north of the site. None of these trees should be 
removed as they provide precious greenery. They also act as a visual and noise screen for residents from 
the City West Link traffic. All efforts should be taken to retain the trees and the EIS should not simply permit 
these trees to be removed without proper investigations being undertaken as to how they can be retained. If 
they are removed 9followign a proper investigation and consideration of all options) then the approval needs 
to specify that all streets are replaced with mature, native trees at the conclusion of the construction at the 
site. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must • 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 

parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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A 

Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: ,-)5(2 	3-7/e2a."--- 4  

Address: 	 97— F7 	-Fg74-4/Cis' 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: 	 t E / 674/V94 b r 	Postcode 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Sig_nature. 
Please INCLUDE my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 

any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Traffic diversions — Leichhardt. The EIS states that 'temporary diversions along Darley Road may be 
required during construction' (8-65). No detail is provided as to when these diversions would occur; 
there is no provision for consultation with the community; no detail as to how long the diversions will be 
in place and no comment on the impact of diversions on local roads or the amenity of residents. Will 
diversions occur at night? If so, down what streets? Diverting the arterial traffic from Darley Road down 
local streets (which are not designed for heavy vehicle volumes) will result in damage to streets, sleep 
disturbances for residents and create safety issues. There is also childcare centre and a school near 
the William Street/Elswick Street intersection which will be impacted by diverting vehicles onto local 
roads. It is unacceptable for proposed road diversions not to be detailed whatsoever in the EIS. The 
EIS should not be approved without setting out the impacts of road diversions on residents and 
businesses. 

2. Permanent water treatment plant and substation — Leichhardt The proposal to locate this permanent 
structure in a residential setting is opposed. The site will have a negative visual impact on the area and is in 
direct line of sight of a number of homes. If approved, the facility should be moved to the north of the site 
further from homes. 

3. Discharge of water into storm water at Blackmore Oval — Leichhardt The permanent substation and 
water treatment plant proposed for the Darley Road site facility should not be approved as part of the EIS. It 
proposes discharging water from the tunnels into the storm water canal near Blackmore Oval. This will 
devastate our waterways and impact negatively on the amenity of the bay which has four rowing clubs in 
close proximity. In addition, the environmental impacts of this discharge are not properly set out in the EIS. 

4. Impacts not provided — Permanent water treatment plant and substation — The EIS states that 
there will be an office, worker parking and buildings to accommodate this facility on a permanent basis. 
It does not provide any detail as to — noise impacts, numbers of workers on site, any health risks 
associated with the facility. This is simply inadequate and the decision to locate this facility should be 
subject to a thorough assessment and approval process. It should not be approved as part of this EIS 
as there is simply no detail provided about the impact of this facility on the amenity of the area. 

5. Removal of vegetation — Leichhardt. The EIS states that all vegetation will be removed on the Darley 
Road site. There are several mature trees located on the north of the site. None of these trees should be 
removed as they .provide precious greenery. They also act as a visual and noise screen for residents from 
the City West Link traffic. All efforts should be taken to retain the trees and the EIS should not simply permit 
these trees to be removed without proper investigations being undertaken as to how they can be retained. If 
they are removed 9followign a proper investigation and consideration of all options) then the approval needs 
to specify that all streets are replaced with mature, native trees at the conclusion of the construction at the 
site. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 

parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

Name: 	...i,z,--A___ 	SY/4cVe-j 

Address: 	717 or ,4,tioveir 	3',.— 

Application Number: SSI 7485 Suburb: 	cii/AtiveA Y- 	Postcode 4j00 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link. Signature: 	 r 

Please INCLUDE my personal information when publishing this submission to your website 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Construction hours — Leichhardt. The EIS states that works affecting parts of the surface road network 
'subject to high traffic volumes' will occur out of hours. As Darley Road falls into this category it is likely 
residents will be subjected to regular out of hours works. This is an unacceptable impact given the EIS 
provides for 10 weeks of surface works. Any approval conditions need to place a reasonable and enforceable 
limit on the number of nights of out of hours work. 

2. EIS is 'indicative only' The EIS states that the EIS is indicative only and can be subject to change by the 
contractor. In addition, the community will have no opportunity to comment on the detailed designs, nor on 
the preferred Infrastructure Report. The EIS should not be approved as it does not give the community a 
meaningful opportunity to comment on the impacts to which it will be subject to as a result of this project. 

3. Lack of information The EIS sets out the 'consultation' which has occurred with the community over the 
past 12 months. However, these consultation sessions have not provided any meaningful information. And 
in the EIS no detail is provided as to how impacts will be managed. For example, the traffic will be subject to 
a traffic management plan. What is traffic cannot be managed to an acceptable level at Darley Road? The 
EIS does not provide any assurance that impacts such as congestion caused by the addition of 170 vehicle 
movements a day at the Darley Road site, will be managed to an acceptable level. 

4. Blackmore oval. The EIS states that Blackmore Oval was not taken for this project as a result of feedback 
from the community. I understand that the site was unsuitable for tunneling as it suffered from flooding and 
was ruled out on this basis. The EIS should not contain misrepresentations such as this. 

5. Flooding — Leichhardt. Darley Road and adjacent streets such as Hubert St are exposed to flood. The flood 
impact could be exacerbated by the disruption or blockage of existing drainage networks, which are risks 
identified in the EIS. The EIS has not assessed whether the identified risk to the existing drainage network 
will cause increased risk of flood damage to flood lots and it fails to take account of the Inner West Council's 
Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan which contains recommended flood modification options. The 
EIS has not assessed whether its drainage infrastructure will impede the Inner West Council's Leichhardt 
Floodplain Risk Management Plan option HC_FM3 to lay additional pipes/culverts from Elswick Street to 
Hawthorne Canal (via Regent Street and Darley Road). RMS has not assessed whether its drainage 
infrastructure will impede Inner West Council's Leichhardt Floodplain Risk Management Plan option 
HC_FM4 to lay additional pipes/ culverts from William Street to Hawthorne Canal via Hubert Street and 
Darley Road. The EIS should not be approved as it has not properly explained or assessed these impacts. 

6. Leichhardt North Light Rail — The presence of hundreds of trucks and heavy machinery at the Darley Road 
site will make it difficult and hazardous for pedestrians to access the light rail. There is no detail in the EIS 
as to how this impact will be managed and the EIS should not be approved without properly identifying 
management strategies for this risk. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 
be removed before this submission is lodged, and mustte used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 
parties 

Email 	 Mobile 	  Name 
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Heavy vehicle movements during peak hours — Leichhardt. The EIS states that 'reasonable and practical 
management strategies would be investigated to minimize the volume of heavy vehicle movements during 
peak hours.' (8-53). This is also not acceptable as it is not known what will actually be done to manage this 
impact. It is not good enough for the EIS, which forms the basis of the approval of this project, to simply 
mention 'investigations' and not detail a proper plan (on which residents can comment) on management of 
heavy vehicle movements during peak hours. In addition, Dailey Road is very congested from 7am until 
9.30am and then from 4pm-6.30pm, well outside the 'peak' periods identified in the EIS. And the impact on 
traffic will be caused by 'light' vehicles and not simply heavy vehicles. It is clear that there is no plan for 
managing these vehicle movements. The EIS should not be approved as drafted. It is unacceptable for this 
volume of vehicles to be proposed for this critical arterial road with no plan for management. 

2. Light construction vehicle routes — the EIS acknowledges that these vehicles will use 'dispersed' 
routes (8-62). In other words, construction vehicles will use and park on local roads. The EIS does not 
propose any management as to which roads they use. The addition of 70-100 light vehicle movements 
day in Leichhardt will result in our small, congested streets, which are already at capacity and suffering 
parking shortages, will have the added impact of workers travelling to and from the site and parking in 
local streets. There will be rat running. The EIS should provide an agreed route (using arterial roads 
only) that can be used by all vehicles associated with the project. 

3. EIS is Indicative only - The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for 
residents as to what is proposed and does not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. 
The EIS states 'the detail of the design and construction approach is indicative only based on a concept 
design and is subject to detailed design and construction planning to be undertaken by the successful 
contractors.' The community will have no opportunity to comment on the Preferred Infrastructure Report 
which forms the basis of the approval conditions. This means the community will have limited say in the 
management of the impacts identified in the EIS. The EIS needs to provide an opportunity for the 
community to meaningfully input into this report and approval conditions. 

4. Intersection of James St and City West Link — The EIS (8-630 indicates that there will be an increase 
in traffic volume during construction of nearly 400 vehicles during peak hour. The only strategy to manage 
this is allowing a right-hand turn into James Street. This intersection is the third most dangerous in the inner 
west (based on TfNSW's own statistics). There is no analysis of crash statistics at this intersection provided 
in the EIS. The EIS should not be approved in its current form. It needs to provide certainty to the community 
that they will be able to reasonable access this part of the road network in a timely and safe manner. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be inforMed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 

parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the selection of Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds. 

2. The period of construction proposed is unacceptably long. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that 
the Darley Road site would be operational for three years while the EIS states that it will be operational for 5 
years. This period creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works on the site should be restricted to a 

three-year program as was promised. 

3. The noise impacts of construction are not able to be mitigated to an acceptable level and the EIS should not be 
approved on this basis. The EIS states that 36 homes will have unacceptable noise impacts for extended periods at 
the Darley road construction site. The EIS does not mention the cumulative impact of aircraft noise in the 
Leichhardt or St Peters area, and therefore does not reflect the true impact of construction noise on the amenity of 
nearby residents and businesses. 

4. No truck movements should be permitted on Darley Rd or any local roads in Leichhardt or adjoining suburbs. The 
EIS should not be approved on its current basis which provides for 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley 
Road on a daily basis. This will create unacceptable safety issues and noise impacts for adjacent homes while also 
compromising pedestrian and bicycle access to the light rail and bay run. It will also lead to truck chaos on this• 
critical arterial road providing access to and across the City West Link. The EIS states that an alternative truck 
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link and no need for spoil trucks to access Darley Road. 
I object to the selection of the Darley Rd site altogether, but propose this alternative, which appears to represent 
the least worst impact, should be chosen if this site is to be used. 

5. I object to the number of truck movements proposed at the Darley Road site. The EIS states that there will be daily 
movements of 170 heavy and light vehicles accessing Darley Road. This creates an unacceptable risk to the safety of 
pedestrians accessing the North Leichhardt light rail stop as well as bicycle users accessing the bicycle route on 
Darley Road and entering Canal road to join the dedicated bike paths on the bay run. Many school children cross at 
this point to walk to Orange Grove and Leichhardt Secondary College. The EIS states that an alternative truck 
movement is proposed which involves use of the City West Link with no trucks to access Darley Road. The selection 
of Darley Road should not be approved if it involves any truck movements on Darley Road, as is currently provided. 

6. No workers associated with the WestConnex project should be permitted to park on local streets. Parking is at a 
premium in this area and many residents do not have off-street parking. The removal of 20 car spaces for five 
years as is proposed on Darley Road will worsen this situation as will the removal of 'kiss and ride facilities' at the 
light rail. There is also a pre-DA application for 120 units on William Street which is not taken into account in the 
EIS. This will place further stress on parking. The EIS needs to outright prohibit any worker parking on local streets 
and provide a plan for enforcement (to be paid for my SMC and not by the Inner West Council). 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I object to the selection of ,Darley Road as a civil and construction site on the following grounds. 

2. I object to the proposal that 170 heavy and light vehicle movements a day will occur at this site. This will create an 
unacceptable risk to pedestrians and bicycle users. The EIS should not permit any truck movements near the Darley 
Road site. The alternative proposal which provides that all spoil trucks enter and leave from the City West link is the 
only proposal that should be considered. The EIS does not mention that many students walk or ride to Orange Grove 
and Leichhardt Secondary College schools via Darley Road. There are also a number of childcare centres very close 
to the Darley Road site. 

3. I object to the location of a permanent substation and water treatment plant following the completion of the project 
on the Darley Road site. This will limit the future uses of the land and the community has been continually assured 
that the land, which is Government-owned, would be available for community purposes. The presence of this 
facility will forever prevent the ability for safe and direct pedestrian access to the light rail stop, with users 
required to walk down a dark and winding path. It will also limit the future use of the site. If a permanent facility is 
to be located then it should be moved to the north of the site so that it is out of sight of homes and has less visual 
impact on residents. 

4. Tunnel depths the tunnel depths for the Leichhardt area as low as 35 metres. This creates and unacceptable risk of 
damage to homes due to settlement (ground movement). The EIS acknowledges that at tunnelling at 35 metres and 
less this is a real risk. There is no mitigation provided for this risk. Instead, it states that properties will be repaired 
at the Government's expense. However, no details or assurance as to how this will occur are provided. The project 
should not be approved with such tunnelling depths permitted and with no detail as to the extent of damage and 
how and when it will be repaired. It will lead to the situation where residents and businesses are forced to engage 
structural engineers and lawyers ,to prove that the damage was linked to WestConnex works, with no assurance that 
this property damage will be promptly and satisfactorily fixed. 

5. The EIS states that, if the current proposal for ventilation facilities do not manage to achieve satisfactory 
environmental and health impacts, that further ventilation facilities may be proposed. This is unacceptable and the 
EIS does not provide the alternative locations for any such facilities and therefore the community is deprived of any 
opportunity to comment on their impacts. The EIS should not be approved on the basis that there may be additional 
ventilation facilities that are not disclosed in the EIS. 

6. All of the streets abutting Darley Road identified as NCA 13 (James Street to Falls Street) should have a strict 
prohibition on any truck movements and worker contractor.parking. These homes are already suffering the worst 
construction impacts of the work on the site and should be spared the further imposition of lack of parking and 
additional noise impacts. The EIS needs to prohibit outright truck movements (including parking) and worker 
parking on all of these streets. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

1. I further object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this 
submission. 

2. The EIS should not be approved as it does not contain any certainty for residents as to what is proposed and does 
not provide a basis on which the project can be approved. The EIS states 'the detail of the design and construction 
approach is indicative only based on a concept design and is subject to detailed design and construction planning to 
be undertaken by the successful contractors.' The EIS should not be approved on the basis that it does.not provide a 
reliable basis on which to base the approval documents. It does not provide the community with a genuine 
opportunity to provide meaningful feedbackin accordance with the legislative obligation of the Government to 
provide a consultation process because the designs are 'indicative' only and subject to change. Because of this the 
EIS is riddled with caveats and lacks clear obligations and requirements of project delivery. The additional effect of 
this is that the community and other stakeholders such as the Council will be unable to undertake compliance 
activities as the conditions are simply too broad and lack any substantial detail. 

3. The impacts in the EIS are misleading because they do not include any detail of the cumulative impact caused by 
the overlaps in the construction periods of the New M5 and M4 (of up to one year). No additional mitigation or any 
compensation is offered for residents for these periods (Executive Summary xxvii). It is unacceptable that residents 
should have these prolonged periods of exposure to multiple WestConnex projects. The EIS makes no attempt to 
measure or mitigate the cumulative impact of these prolonged periods of construction noise exposure. Nor does the 
EIS provide for any traffic management to prevent rat running during the period of construction, when Stages 1 and 
2 have opened. The EIS should not be approved without this detail and adequate plans to manage this impact. 

4. The EIS is misleading because it discusses the creation of 14,350 direct jobs during construction. It omits the fact 
that jobs have also been lost because of acquisition of businesses, many of which were long-standing and 
employed hundreds of workers. (Executive Summary xviii) 

5. The EIS states that all vegetation on the Darley Road site will be removed. This includes a mature large tree 
which provides a visual and noise barrier from the City West Link. The tree should not be permitted to be 
removed. 

•6. Despite the fact the EIS identifies over 30 homes with severe noise impacts, no mitigation is mandated. While the 
possibility of noise walls is flagged, along with in-home treatments, none of this is a requirement. Nor is any detail 
provided on which residents or business owners can comment. No noise barriers have been proposed. This is 
unacceptable and appropriate noise barriers should be included in the EIS for consideration. (Executive Summary 
xvii) 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns -  My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. Traffic operational modelling — Leichhardt. The EIS does not provide any operational modelling for 
the Darley Road area (8-11), despite the fact 170 vehicles a day are proposed to enter this highly 
congested (during peak hours) area. Darley Road is a critical arterial road for commuters accessing the 
City West Link and this analysis should be provided so that impacts can be properly assessed. 

2. Crash statistics — City West Link and James St intersection. The EIS only analyses crash statistics 
near the interchanges. It does not provide any detail as to the number of crashes at the James St/City 
West Link intersection which, on Transport for NSW's own figures, is the third most dangerous 
intersection in the inner west. Nor does it comment on the two fatalities that occurred on Darley Road 
near the proposed construction site. The EIS needs to detail the increased risk in crashes that will be 
caused by the additional 170 vehicles a day that are proposed to enter and leave Darley Road during 
the construction period. The EIS needs to detail how this risk of crashes will be managed to an 
acceptable level, which it does not. 

3. Worker parking — Leichhardt. There is provision in the EIS for only a dozen worker car parks and no 
provision for the 100 or so workers who will be permanently based at the Darley Road site for up to five 
years. A major construction site project should not be permitted in a neighbourhood area without allocated 
parking for all workers. No other business would be permitted to be established without this requirement 
being satisfied — why is it acceptable for this project? In addition, the EIS proposes the removal of 20 car 
spaces used by residents on Darley Road and will remove the 'kiss and ride' facility at the light rail stop. This 
will result in residents being unable to park in their own street and will increase noise impacts from workers 
doing shift changeovers 24 hours a day. The EIS needs to mandate the use of public transport or provide 
for workers to be bussed in if adequate allocated parking is not provided. 

4. Number of vehicle movements — Leichhardt. The EIS states that there will be 170 heavy and light vehicle 
movements a day during construction (5 years). There is no guarantee that these figures are accurate as 
they are indicative only. The effect of these movements will be drastically increased commuter times for 
anyone accessing the City West Link during peak periods. The Darley Road site is equally busy on Saturday 
and this is not accounted for or acknowledged in the EIS. The EIS should not permit this number of vehicle 
movements and should be rejected on this basis as there is no plan as to how this will be managed. Referring 
to a future traffic management plan is inadequate — there is no guarantee that any such plan will be able to 
manage this traffic impact to an acceptable level. 

5. Access routes — Leichhardt. The EIS states that all construction vehicles will enter and leave via Darley 
Road. Although near the City West Link, Darley Rd abuts a large number of small, local streets and homes 
and streets near Darley Road will be impacted by a heavy vehicle movement every 3-4 minutes. This is an 
unacceptable impact. No heavy or light vehicle movements should be permitted on Darley Road whatsoever 
and an alternative route which does not involve Darley Road is the only route that should be approved. 

Campaign Mailing Lists : I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about :the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 

parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  

003899-M00009



Attention Director 
Infrastructure Projects, Planning Services, 
Department of Planning and Environment 
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 

._. 
Name:  

Address: 	7 	rblicvs' 8 	4i 	5-717—  

Application Number: 551 7485 Suburb: 6.6,7cfm,A0-1--  Postcode 	,249PO 

Application Name: WestConnex M4-M5 Link Signature: 	 l 

Please include my personal information . when publishing this submission to your website 
any reportable political donations in the last 2 years. Declaration : I HAVE NOT made 

I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS 
application, for the following reasons: 

I . I object to the proposal to the Darley Road civil and tunnel site for the reasons set out in this submission. 
2. I object because of the unacceptable risk it will create to the safety of our community. Darley Road is a known 

accident and traffic blackspot and the movements of hundreds of trucks a day will create an unacceptable risk of 
accidents. On Transport for NSW's own figures, the intersection at the City West Link and James Street is the 
third most dangerous in the inner west. 

3. The EIS permits trucks to access local roads in exceptional circumstances which includes queuing at the site. 
Given the constraints of the Darley Road site queuing will be the usual situation. The EIS needs to be amended to 
remove queuing as an exceptional circumstance. The truck movements should properly managed by the contractor 
so that there is no queuing. This exception will make it easier for contractors to neglect their obligation to monitor 
and manage truck movements in and out of the site and needs to be removed. The EIS needs to specifically provide 
that all local streets abutting Darley Road and expressly prohibited truck movements (including parking) on these 
streets. This should include all streets from the north (James St) to the south (Falls Road), which are near the 
project footprint. 

4. Leichhardt residents were repeatedly told by SMC that the Darley Road site would be operational for three years. 
The EIS states that it will be operational for 5 years. This creates an unacceptable impact for residents. The works 
on the site should be restricted to a three-year program as was promised. 

5. The EIS states that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation. The 
additional mitigation is mentioned but not proposed or any detail provided. All possible mitigation should be 
included as a condition of approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial above ground invasive works will be 
required to demolish the Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The EIS noise projections indicate that for 
I 0 weeks residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS does not contain a plan to manage or mitigate 
this terrible impact. There is no detail as to which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary relocation; there are 
no details of any noise walls or what treatments will be provided to individual homes that are badly affected. The 
approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact will be managed and minimised during the 
construction period and, in particular, during site establishment. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site on 
the basis that the works required (demolition and surface works) will create unacceptable and unbearable noise and 
vibration impacts for extended periods. The EIS indicates that at least 36 homes will basically be unlivable during this 
period. In addition, the planned 170 heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction 

noise. 
6. The EIS does not even mention the impact of aircraft noise and its cumulative impact. As such, the noise levels 

identified are misleading. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site because of the unacceptable noise impacts 
it will have on surrounding homes and businesses. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must be 
removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only for campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other parties 

Name 	 Email 	 Mobile 	  
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I object to the whole of the WestConnex Project, and the specific WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as 
contained in the EIS application, for the following reasons: 

1. No need for 'dive' site — Leichhardt. There is no need for the Darley Road site, other than a time saving 
(tunneling) of several months. It is unacceptable that the community should be forced to endure 5 years of 
severe disruption to accommodate the timetable of the private contractors. The EIS should not be approved 
on the basis that it contains provision for the Darley Road site without any proper justification as for its need. 

2. Truck routes — Leichhardt: No trucks should be permitted on Darley Road or local roads in Leichhardt 
or Lilyfield. The EIS proposes that all trucks will arrive at the Darley Road civil and tunnel site from 
Haberfield and travel along Darley Road to the site, with a right-hand turn now permitted into James 
Street. The proposed route will result in a truck every 3-4 minutes for 5 years running directly by the 
small houses on Darley Road. These homes will not be habitable during the five-year construction 
period due to the unacceptable noise impacts. The truck noise will be worsened by their need to travel 
up a steep hill to return to the City West Link, so the noise impacts will affect not just those homes on 
or immediately adjacent to Darley Road. The proposal to run trucks so close to homes is dangerous 
and there have been two fatalities on Darley Road at the proposed site location. The EIS does not 
propose any noise or safety barriers to address this. Despite the unacceptable impact to nearby homes, 
there is no proposal for noise walls, nor any mitigation to individual homes. 

3. Alternative access route for trucks — Leichhardt: The EIS states that there are 'investigations' 
occurring into alternative access to the Darley Road site. The EIS does not provide any detail on which 
residents can comment about alternative access which would keep trucks off Darley Road. The plans 
for alternative access should be expedited. It should be a condition of approval that the alternative 
access is confirmed and that no spoil trucks are permitted to access Darley Road due to the 
unacceptable noise, safety and traffic issues that the current proposal creates. 

4. Vegetation: Leichhardt. The mature trees on the Darley Road site should be preserved. If any trees are 
removed during construction it should be a condition of approval that they are replaced with mature trees. 

5. Permanent substation and water treatment plant — Leichhardt: I object to the location of this facility in 
our neighbourhood as out of step with the surroundings. If it is retained, then it should be moved to the north 
of the site, out of view from homes. The residual land should be returned for community purposes such as 
parkland. 

Campaign Mailing Lists: I would like to volunteer and/or be informed about the anti-WestConnex campaigns - My details must 

be removed before this submission is lodged, and must be used only f6r campaign purposes and must not be divulged to other 
parties 
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I object to the WestConnex M4-M5 Link proposals as contained in the EIS application 
# SSI 7485. for the reasons set out below.  

vvniz. M Name. 	  
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A. The EIS lacks sufficient focus on traffic congestion in the suburbs of Alexandria and Erskineville. Are these 
being ignored because they will be even more congested than currently. 

B. The EIS states that construction noise levels would exceed the relevant goals without additional mitigation. 
The additional mitigation is mentioned but not proposed. All possible mitigation should be included as a 
condition of approval. The EIS acknowledges that substantial above ground invasive works will be required 
to demolish the Dan Murphys building and establish the road. The EIS noise projections indicate that for 
to weeks residents will suffer unacceptable noise impacts. The EIS doeS not contain a plan to manage or 
mitigate this terrible impact. There is no detail as to which homes will be offered (if at all) temporary 
relocation; there are no details of any noise walls or what treatments will be provided to individual homes 
that are badly affected. The approval needs to contain detail as to how this unacceptable impact will be 
managed and minimised during the construction period and, in particular, during site establishment. 

C. I object to the selection of the Darley Road site on the basis that the works required (demolition and 
surface works) will create unacceptable and unbearable noise and vibration impacts for extended periods. 
The EIS indicates that at least 36 homes will basically be unliveable during this period. In addition, the 
planned 170 heavy and light vehicles will considerably worsen the impact of construction noise. 

D. I am concerned that the EIS provides no reasons why the City of Sydney's alternative plan might not be 
preferable to the proposed WestCONnex. 

E. The EIS was prepared by global engineering firm AECOM, which also prepared the EIS for Stages 1 and 2. 
When he approved these earlier stages, the then Minister for Planning Rob Stokes pointed to conditions of 
approval that would minimise impacts on communities. But the impacts have turned out to worse than 
expected. 

F. An on-line interactive map was published with the M4-M5 Concept Design that indicated a very wide 
yellow `swoosh' that is upwards of a kilometre wide in some sections of the M4-M5 proposals. SMC have 
NEVER publicly published or acknowledged that the contractor to be appointed to build the tunnels will be 
'encouraged' to do so within the yellow swoosh footprint, but may go outside the indicative swoosh area if 
found necessary after further geotech and survey work. The proposed Sydney Water Tunnels surveys (EIS 
12-57) could potentially see a dramatic change in the tunnel alignments in the Newtown area. Why were 
these surveys not done during the past three years such that 'definitive' rather than 'indicative' alignments 
could be published. The EIS should be withdrawn till such time that it is a true and fair 'definitive' 
document open for genuine public comment. 
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