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The parks. reserves, green spaces and gardens along the proposed North East Link are an important part of
the lungs of Melbourne and the NELP Environmental Effects Statement now under consideration seems
designed to endanger something that is vital to our city’s physical and mental health.
Residents United Against North East Link Option A began with six residents of Balwyn North in August 2017
and spread to all suburbs along the North East Link. Although we have had many objections to and made
many suggestions for this project one of our major concerns is the effect of North East Link on the
environment. Koonung Creek Reserve (KCR) has been one of our major focuses.

Pick a day, any day, and you’ll find KCR which runs along the Eastern Freeway full of activity. People are
walking, running, cycling, strolling with dogs, using the BMX circle, or exercising on Council provided
exercise equipment. They’re doing Tai Chi, using the children’s playground, picnicking, barbequing, playing
games, orienteering, training for sports and working with personal trainers. The local Primary School uses
this area for their Sports events and it’s a favourite with walking groups.
KCR is just busy. Of course, that busyness doubles, trebles and even quadruples in fine weather and on
public holidays and school breaks. The people who use this park, love this park and use it every day.
People come from neighbouring suburbs to use KCR because of all it has to offer, open leash free space,
freedom to run, banks of trees, indigenous plantings, wetlands with its associated flora and fauna. KCR is
even playing its part in preserving the bee population with the installation of a bee hotel.
RUANELA has four main concerns about the North East project and request that you consider our
recommendations.
1. Effect on our environment and community
2. Noise
3. Air pollution
4. Traffic congestion
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Effect on our environment and community
While the City of Boroondara has various parks and gardens the Koonung Creek Reserve is only one of two
natural, extensive, reserves within the city. The other is Gardeners Creek on the south edge of Boroondara.
This makes our local KCR a very special place. From daybreak to sunset KCR provides a recreational,
physical, social and play space for people of all ages. As the EES acknowledges the mental health together
with the physical health of community members is vital to a local community. While the EES states that
once construction is completed, any unused land will be returned to the community, this is likely to be in 5‐
7 years’ time. The communities along the Eastern Freeway will lose their parks and sports facilities the very
places where people visit and congregate to support and promote their physical and mental health.
Apart from KCR, the area is not well‐served for green spaces. The only other park within walking distance
for the able‐bodied is the tiny Leigh Park on Balwyn Road. It is not leash‐free for dog‐owners and has none
of the amenities of KCR, except for a very small children’s playground. Leigh Park is used for organised
sport at weekend, rendering it unavailable to other users.
The State Planning Policy Framework states “New transport routes and adjoining land uses should be
located and deigned to minimise disruption of residential communities and their amenity”. 1 But during
construction we will lose almost all the Koonung Creek Reserve. A slice is to become part of the freeway,
thousands of trees will be cut down and the created hills will be removed. Then all of the remaining park
from Mountain View Avenue to past Kawarren Street is to be used as the construction zone. At least some
of the park should remain for the amenity of residents and dog walkers.
Currently, gravel paths supplement the hard surface shared path that runs the length of the Koonung
Creek Reserve as part of the Koonung Creek Trail. This shared path could be more aptly regarded as a high‐
speed cycle thoroughfare. Beware walkers as rarely do cyclists use their bells to warn of approach. These
gravel paths which run parallel to and cross the shared path are vital to recreational walkers. Separate
paths would ensure the safety of all park users including dog walkers and their dogs in am off lead park.
Chapter 17, Social, addresses the social impacts associated with the construction and
operation of North East Link. The assessments from the following table clearly identify
our concerns. With a ‘severe’ rating for significant change to baseline conditions with
irreversible and unreplaceable changes to way of life/social values and functional
recovery is expected in 10 years, if at all. 2
So not only will our green spaces be taken for the operation of NEL but our green spaces will be taken for
construction and machinery depots. How realistic is it to believe that our communities will return to similar
or so‐called enhanced use of our green spaces after being denied the use for up to 10 years? The KCR park
groups that informally meet throughout the day, dog walking groups, neighbours catching up, playgroups
will no longer have the use of the area which is likely to result in these informal social groups either
disbanding or finding alternative venues. Many older members of our community matter‐of‐factly state
that they will be dead before we get our park back.
Chapter 18.5.4 ‐Human Health states‐ “While the project is anticipated to have long term impacts on green
space due to land acquisition for its construction, it is expected that people would adapt to these changes
in green space or find alternatives. Furthermore, it is anticipated that public amenity, open space and
1
2

State Planning Policy Framework Page 22
Chapter 17 – Social 17–5v Table 17.1 Social impact significance rating
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facilities would be enhanced through the development and implementation of Urban Design and
Landscape Plans that are in accordance with Attachment II – Urban Design Strategy. Where these relevant
EPRs are implemented, potential permanent changes to green spaces are not anticipated to significantly
adversely impact health and wellbeing.”3
Public amenities and sporting facilities along the Southern NEL and extended Eastern Freeway which
currently encourage the overall health of people of all ages will be lost. In such established residential and
commercial areas there is very limited space available to move these facilities. The inner eastern cities of
Manningham, Boroondara and Whitehorse do not have land available for relocation of a golf course, tennis
centre, hockey grounds, soccer grounds. Urban design strategies are fine if land is available but it’s not!
Many of the 35,000‐plus trees that will disappear or “be affected” by construction currently thrive in KCR.
Ideally. We would like the NEL to follow a more logical route but we have known from the beginning that
we are the unlucky ones. However, we fail to see why our environment should be so unlucky too. As stated
in Technical report G, page 45, River Red gums make up 28.5% of the area trees.4 These mature trees
follow the path of the Koonung Creek, now underground in the KCR and will not be able to be replaced.
Taking these trees will have a devastating impact on the indigenous flora and fauna of
the KCR.
In her book “The City of Trees”, Sophie Cunningham writes that “Trees live for
generations, whereas policies come and go in a decade, and those who care for trees
live only a fraction of the river red gum’s lifetime. …. One veteran gum tree can support
an estimated 16 mammals, 44 birds and 700 insect species. Even in death, trees provide
homes and food and shelter to a wide range of animals, insects and plants.” 5
A combined 182,300 square metres of open space and recreational areas across Banyule, Boroondara,
Manningham, Whitehorse and Yarra will be acquired. And more than 50 hectares of
native vegetation will be removed, devastating more than 22 hectares where native and
threatened wildlife and flora currently exist. Boroondara Council is attempting to protect
the native bee population by installing a bee hotel in the KCR. Native bees, which are not
aggressive and rarely sting, are under threat from introduced bees and wasps and this
positive response by the council is an example of how we need to protect and care for
the biodiversity within our communities. Our green spaces provide a haven for a multitude of urban insects
and birds. As people meet in the KCR many a discussion turns to the type of birds visiting and their food
sources. Last week, yellow‐tailed black cockatoos, which are in decline in the Eastern states, was the topic
of interest, a couple of weeks ago it was the rainbow lorikeet, not to forget the flocks of corellas, sulphur
crested cockatoos and galahs that find our park areas inviting. These larger Australian birds are but a
sample of the bird life.
Meeting a young family along the shared path, the mother explained that she comes to the park to talk to
the magpies. This is her therapy she declared, the best mental health strategy she has ever had.

Issues

Mitigation Measures

Loss of green space for construction and
operation resulting in negative impact to
physical and mental health of communities
along the project.

Decrease the number of lanes along the Eastern
Freeway particularly between Bulleen and
Doncaster Roads.
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Chapter 18 – Human Health, 18.5.4 Social
Technical Report G Page 45 6.3.3 Precinct 3.H Bulleen interchange to Doncaster Road
5
The City of Trees by Sophie Cunningham, Adjunct Professor at RMIT University’s Non/fiction Lab
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Maintain some of the park for the amenity of
residents and dog walkers along the length of
the Koonung Creek Reserve
Threat to recreational users of the parks and
shared tracks. Walkers, cyclists, users of exercise
stations established along the shared paths,
children’s playgrounds.

Decrease the number of lanes along the Eastern
Freeway particularly between Bulleen and
Doncaster Roads.

Threat to informal social groups who use the
parks and will be denied this social networking
or will need to find alternative venues which is
unrealistic for the older members of our
communities.

Reserve some parkland for the amenity of
residents during construction.

Loss of sporting facilities including hockey
grounds, tennis centre, golf holes, soccer clubs,
swim centre.

Continue tunneling to the Eastern Freeway to
reserve as much open space.

Loss of native vegetation, birds, insects and
small animals.

Retain some trees, particularly the mature river
red gums.
Replant with similar types of trees indigenous to
the location.

Provide separate paths for walkers, cyclists and
dog walkers

Risk ID Risk pathway Risk rating

Air Pollution
With medical reports consistently encouraging people of all ages to get outside in the fresh air, participate
in exercise that suits their age and ability in order to promote healthy living and improved social, physical
and mental wellbeing, this will only be successful when the quality of the air is of a high standard. Vehicle
emissions from the large increase in traffic volume averaging a 40% increase between Springvale and
Bulleen Roads, and the projected proportional increase in truck use must negatively impact on the quality
of the air in the communities along this project. Introducing the next generation of high ‐productivity
freight vehicles, A doubles, which are 30 meters long, will add to the air pollution concerns. Air quality
must be further compromised as the Eastern Freeway and the southern end of the NEL project are in
valleys. Technical report B ‐Air Quality, page viii, confirms this with Bulleen Rd and the Eastern Freeway
included in a list of roads where air quality impacts are increased for all pollutants and averaging periods.
The trees and native vegetation plantings along the freeway have acted as a buffer for noise, although not
very successfully, and a cleansing system for the air however this will no longer be viable due to large scale
tree removal. So, residents and users of the parks along the Eastern Freeway will now have to suffer with
increased pollutants in the air as well as increased noise levels and less park space. This is definitely not a
way to promote a healthy lifestyle.
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With the monstrous interchange at Bulleen Rd and the Eastern Freeway, where not
only will an exit ramp remain but a Los Angeles style flyover and with the expected increased traffic down
Bulleen Rd where a primary school and preschool are situated, we are gravely concerned for the wellbeing
of the children in our community. It seems that our children are being put at risk of respiratory and other
medical issues. Physical Education is a vital aspect of the primary school curriculum and how Bellevue
Primary School will successfully manage to safely provide an outdoor program is
questionable. This school, in the corner of the Eastern Freeway and Bulleen Rd south
of the freeway will suffer. Recess and lunchtimes and PE sessions with students
breathing the increased pollutants and amid decreased air quality. Local families with
thoughts of enrolling their children will no doubt think twice before sending their
children to a school in this type of situation. Why couldn’t the tunnel be extended to
the Eastern Freeway which would protect the children? Even Technical report B
page ix acknowledges that air particulates are higher from surface road travel than from tunnel ventilation
systems. It’s all well and good to predict a reduction in pollutant concentration in 2036 as stated on page x
of Technical report B however this will not help the current students or the students over the intervening
18 years.
When the NELP hands back unused land to the local communities it will also be handing out a massive
increase in air pollutants. Local communities and users of the parks and green spaces between Elgar Rd
and Bulleen Rd will need to contend with a 24‐hour average increase in PM10 and PM2.5, of 130% in 2026
and 145% in 2036.6 All due to the projected 47 to 57 per cent increase in total vehicles.
Construction of this enormous project will take at least seven years with the Eastern Freeway works
extending over five years. During these five years the impact of construction will be detrimental to the air
quality of the communities it passes through. According to the risk analysis table on page 67 of Technical
Report B, risks to Air Quality during Construction, four of the nine risk points are rated as medium.7 These
refer to the deposition of dust particles during earthworks and construction, generation of pollutants and
generation of odour. Add this to the concerns about the vastly decreased air quality due to hugely
increased vehicles and it seems like a never‐ending problem with the quality of air in the communities
surrounding the Eastern Freeway on the downward slide. Currently, air quality is already poorer than it
could be and we prefer it to even be improved. No deterioration in our air quality is justifiable.
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Issues

Mitigation Measures

Increased pollutants in the air due to greatly
increased vehicles along the Eastern Freeway
and Bulleen Rd

Air quality must be no worse post construction
than it is presently, pre‐construction

Safety of students at local primary and
preschool whose health will be at risk due to
increased pollutants from vehicle emissions

Continue the tunnel to the Eastern Freeway
with fume extractors and filters mitigating the
increase in pollution levels. This would alleviate
much of the concern about the health of our
children

Decreased air quality during construction; dust
particulates and vehicle emissions

Construction methods must address dust
during construction and traffic to and from
construction sites. This must be paramount.

Technical Report B Air Quality page 185
Technical Report B page 67 Table 29: Air quality risks
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The Traffic Management Plan needs to address
vehicle access along local roads ensuring that
only major roads are used by construction staff

Traffic congestion
With one of the aims of the NELP being to alleviate the traffic congestion in the outer north /eastern
suburbs, this is gained at the expense of the traffic congestion in the suburbs south of the Eastern Freeway.
As acknowledged in Chapter 9, Traffic and Transport, traffic is anticipated to increase on a number of
feeder routes to the project, including the M80 Ring Road and Eastern Freeway, as well as some arterial
roads south of the Eastern Freeway. 8
With an expected daily traffic volume of 100,000 –120,000 vehicles and up to 135,000 by 2036, NELP’s
traffic modelling indicates that 66% of this volume will use local exits long the Eastern Freeway with only
30% continuing on to Eastlink and 4% continuing on to Hoddle Street/Alexandra Parade. 9 These vehicles
will largely be exiting on the southern side of the Eastern Freeway. This means that our local roads, south
of the Eastern Freeway, directly through residential areas will take the brunt of the traffic resulting in
massive congestion. These roads including Burke Rd, Bulleen Rd, Doncaster Rd, Tram Rd, Middleborough
Rd and Blackburn Rd would begin to suffer the same problems that the project is attempting to solve. This
appears to be moving and exacerbating an existing problem, not solving it. This is likely to result in rat‐
running. Concerns remain about how our local roads will cope with this increased traffic volume and how
will local preschools and primary schools manage with such congestion on their doorsteps.
Technical Report A, Traffic and Transport, Page 287 states “A reduction in congestion in the north‐east
would benefit the full spectrum of road users, including cars, trucks, buses and on‐road trams”. The report
identifies this problem “North‐south arterial roads just south of the Eastern Freeway are also anticipated
to increase. This includes Bulleen Road south of the Eastern Freeway (+4,900), Elgar Road (+3,600), Surrey
Road (+2,600) and Springvale Road (+5,700).10
The table on page 301– Total traffic volumes (average weekday), 2036 ‘with project’ clearly shows that the
majority of increased traffic volumes relate to the roads south of the Eastern Freeway. Examples of this are
Bulleen Rd, Doncaster Rd to Eastern Freeway, northbound, +2500; Bulleen Rd, Doncaster Rd to Eastern
Freeway, southbound, +2400; Middleborough Rd, Whitehorse Rd to Eastern Freeway, northbound, +1,500
and Middleborough Rd, Whitehorse Rd to Eastern Freeway, southbound, +1000.11
With the greatest increase in traffic volume between Bulleen and Middleborough Roads, out local arterial
roads will be clogged. This indicates that benefits to the north and eastern suburbs are at the detriment to
the eastern and suburbs south of the Eastern Freeway.
A managed freeway system has been proposed by NELP however this would adversely impact on local
residents and will likely cause queuing (already congested) on the north/south roads at the ramp sites. This
would also increase travel times for local access to the Eastern Freeway, which is the opposite of what any
major roads project needs to achieve. At a minimum, local access needs to be no less available that it is at
present.
8

Chapter 9 Traffic and Transport Table 9.1 North East Link – key transport outcomes
https://northeastlink.vic.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0006/141378/North‐East‐Link‐Community‐Update‐3‐November‐
2017.pdf
10
Technical Report A, Traffic and Transport page 291
11
Technical Report A, Traffic and Transport Table 9‐4 Page 301– Total traffic volumes
9
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With the removal of the #905/#305 bus stop on Bulleen Rd. the only remaining city access bus on Bulleen
Rd. is the #200, this will be severely impacted by increased traffic congestion on Bulleen and Doncaster
roads.
Issues

Mitigation Measures

Decreased access to the Eastern Freeway for
local residents

Local access to the Eastern Freeway at both
Bulleen Rd and Doncaster Rd must be no less
available and effective than it is at present

Increased traffic volumes and congestion along
local roads south of the Eastern Freeway
Increased noise and air pollution resulting from
increased traffic volumes

Continuing the tunnel to the Eastern Freeway
would alleviate health concerns for students

Compromised safety of children along Bulleen
Rd near preschools and primary schools

Continuing the tunnel to the Eastern Freeway
would alleviate safety concerns for students

Reduced public transport access

Include a Burke Rd bus stop for busway

RUANELA EES Technical Assessment
Executive Summary
As a part of the RUANELA response to the NELP EES, this technical assessment document has been put
together. It has three main sections, covering major points of concern with each of the technical reports
that this EES response covers.
These are:
‐
‐
‐

Technical Report C Surface Noise and Vibration
Technical Report B Air Quality
Technical Report J Human Health

These technical reports contain elements of serious concern to local residents, with many impacts left un‐
mitigated despite practical measures existing that could do so.

Technical report C Surface noise and vibration
Introduction
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EES Technical report C – Surface noise and vibration covers an aspect of the NELP which is of great concern
to residents, that of traffic noise.
Traffic noise is known to be detrimental to human health. Freeway noise differs from most other noise
sources in that it is persistent, varying only in magnitude but never ceasing.
Tens of thousands of residents will be affected by audible noise from NEL. Of these, 889 properties are
predicted to experience an increase of more than 2dBA12. Noise increases of these levels are clearly
audible to residents.
EPRs NV1, NV2 and NV14 are the appropriate reference points for this topic.

Methodology of this report
Despite it being a reasonable expectation of this report to provide a clear comparison of current and
predicted noise levels at any residence in the defined project area, this report does not do that other than
in at cherry picked locations. The noise profile maps instead compare a ‘with project’ and ‘no project’
scenarios in the year 2036. The ‘no project’ model appears to be for the case of steadily increasing traffic
noise, but with no accompanying noise attenuation measures taken during that time.

Planned Allowable Noise Levels
WHO Environmental Noise Guidelines 2018
NELP has stated that they are using the VicRoads Road Design Note 06‐0113, July 2010 for it’s planned
allowable noise level. This allows for an allowable noise level of 63 dBA LA10(12hour). This level is not
supported by any Australian or International Standard. Nor is it based on any peer reviewed and accepted
study. It is a continuation of a decades old arbitrary VicRoads policy, seemingly based on minimising
construction costs rather than of any duty of care to protect residents from noise generated by any given
freeway/tollway project.
The suitable and most recent guidelines to apply are those researched and developed by the World Health
Organisation in 2018.14 The recommendations of this report are clear. They recommend that a daytime
level of 53 dBLday and 45 dBLnight be used. Both these recommendations are placed in the ‘strong
recommendation’ category.
As this would require NELP to put in place adequate measures to protect residents from adverse noise
impacts15, Ttechnical report C ignores the daytime limit of 53dB, focussing only on the night‐time limit of
45dBA.

12

NELP EES Technical report C Surface noise and vibration p. vii
NELP EES Technical report C Surface noise and vibration p.viii
14
Environmental Noise Guidelines for the European Region 2018
15
NELP EES Technical report C Surface noise and vibration 9.8 p.140
13
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In an attempt to disregard the WHO recommendations, NELP states “The 2018 WHO limits are considered
to be long‐term, aspirational guidelines.”16 This directly contradicts the stated intent of the WHO report.
The WHO report makes its intent very clear “A strong recommendation can be adopted as policy in most
situation.” Whilst NELP’s statement may be applicable to any unrealistic goal of applying it to existing
roads, North East Link is a new project which clearly falls within the bounds of the WHO recommendations.
It would be somewhat difficult to imagine any metropolitan freeway that would be more applicable to the
WHO guidelines than that of the scale of North East Link. It is also somewhat inconsistent that the WHO
2009 night‐time guidelines are being referenced. This appears to be cherry‐picking which guidelines to use
on the basis of minimising project cost, rather than of any genuine concern for the impacts on residents.
‐ “...it would be considered difficult or impossible to achieve compliance with the 48dBA night‐time
guideline target for residents living near surface highways/freeways, having consideration of commonly
used and feasible mitigation measures.”
This statement is inconsistent with the noise wall heights stated in this document. Though it is likely that
there are properties for which this level cannot be achieved, there are clearly locations where it can but is
not being done so. A clear example of this is the section on the southern boundary of the Eastern Freeway
between Burke and Doncaster roads.
With few exceptions, this section of the freeway is separated by parkland from residences. There is no
stated justifiable reason that barriers would be built to anything other than the maximum practicable
height. This maximum height is stated (though inadequately justified) as 10m. Despite this, the heights for
construction are stated as 3‐9m. (Full detail in Appendix I)
The statement that the health implications of freeway noise are known but are not being reduced so far as
is reasonably practicable indicates willing acceptance of health impacts caused by the project with
deliberate negligence towards mitigation measures.
Ignoring an internationally accepted report and allowing known health impacts to affect residents because
it does not suit your project goals is completely unacceptable.

Noise Barriers
As a follow on to the inappropriate usage of VicRoads noise policy, NELP has also imposed arbitrary limits
on engineering controls. Noise wall heights for North East Link would be limited to a maximum height of 10
meters, and frequently they are somewhat lower. There are sections of noise wall which are as low as 3m.
This is problematic for a number of reasons.
As the Eastern Fwy largely follows the rough paths of the Yarra Rriver and Koonung Ccreek, it is
constructed in a valley, with residential properties largely elevated above the level of the freeway. This is in
contrast to many of Melbourne’s other freeways (such as the M80 ring road, Monash and West Gate
Freeways), which are largely constructed at grade.
This has the effect of reducing the effective height of any given noise barrier. To achieve the same level of
noise attenuation for a residential property at a set distance from the freeway, a higher noise barrier is
required.
The issue of inadequate wall heights is further exacerbated by the raising in many places of the Eastern
Fwy surface level. In the area around the Bulleen Rd interchange, it varies from an increase of one to two
16

NELP EES Technical report C Surface noise and vibration 9.8 p.140
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metres in height.17 This has the effect of reducing the effective height of the already inadequate noise
walls.
NELP states several criteria for restricting noise wall height.18
These are:
‐
‐
‐
‐
‐
‐
‐
‐

Potential visual impacts
Potential urban design considerations
Potential community safety/crime prevention considerations such as isolated walkways
Impacts of a noise wall on traffic and pedestrian connectivity between the project road and the
local road network
Potential overshadowing impacts
Restrictions to driver sight‐lines
Form of future development of the residual land which may itself provide a wall to traffic noise
Considerations of the local context based on feedback from the community during the project’s
consultation phase.

For the vast majority of noise barrier locations, none of these reasons apply, yet the height is still
restricted. An example is the area on the southern side of the Eastern Fwy between Burke Rd and Musca
St. Despite none of the above criteria applying. Adjacent to the intersection of Orion and Musca St. noise
barrier height is just 5m, despite being only 50

from residences19. As this is a vegetated area, none of the stated criteria apply nor is there an engineering
reason that the barriers could not be built taller.

Road Construction
To minimise noise, various Open graded asphalt will only be used on eastbound ramps, not westbound.
Open graded asphalt is stated as a road construction material that can be used to minimise road noise.
As this is clearly a practicable method of reducing road noise and there is no stated reason that it could not
be used here, it is inconsistent for it not to be stated as a construction requirement.
"form of future development of residual land" is an unacceptable reason to reduce noise wall height as it is
out of scope of this project.

Noise Measurement
The EES states that measurement locations shall be one meter from the facade of all assessable buildings
and set to a height of 1.5m above floor level ‐ p23. This is not an appropriate measuring point as many
bedrooms are on the 2nd storey and most dwellings are 2 storey buildings. The appropriate measurement

17

NELP EES Map book Vertical Alignment Plans and Indicative Cross Sections – Sheets 32 and 34.
NELP EES Technical report C Surface noise and vibration Executive Summary p.ix
19
NELP EES Technical report C Surface noise and vibration Appendices F‐I fig:14 p.47
18
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point is 1.5m above the floor level of the highest habitable room. This is because ground level
measurements will necessarily include noise shading effects of neighbouring buildings, fences and foliage.
The EES also applies ‘facade corrected’ readings. This is also at odds with the stated measurement point.
Whilst the ground floor readings do not account for the noise reflected away from the measurement
device, they deduct the noise reflected toward the device by the building that measurement takes place
next to.
For an appropriate dataset to be attained, either facade corrections cannot be applied, or measurements
must take place at the highest habitable floor of any given building.

Noise Mitigation Measures for Affected Residences
Where the already inadequate 63dBA policy cannot be attained, noise mitigation measures for individual
residences are proposed.20
These measures are only suitable for mitigating noise in indoor areas. The affected areas are typically
residential properties with backyard recreation areas. No mitigation measures are noted for these areas.
As this is an un‐mitigated impact, it is unacceptable.

Noise Events
Noise from any individual loud vehicle is disregarded by this report, despite the community raising
concerns about sleep disturbance caused by these.21 These noise events come primarily from two sources,
accelerating motorbikes and accelerating or engine braking trucks.
The nature of the elevated Bulleen interchange is such that it will be a hotspot for both of these noise
sources. During light traffic, trucks will engine brake to slow from 100km/hr to 80km/hr when approaching
the ramps. During heavy traffic on the Eastern Fwy and lighter traffic on NEL both trucks and motorbikes
will accelerate up the ramps, with trucks also engine braking down the ramps.
No mitigation measures at all are proposed by the EES for this.
NV14 which requires the reduction of engine braking events is completely ignored by NELP. At present, the
only significant engine braking event site is at the Bulleen Rd freeway ramps. This will be made worse, not
better, by the large scale overhead southern interchange. The opportunity to reduce the use of engine
brakes exists, as the interchange can be done underground. With the current NELP design, a truck
travelling from Mitcham to Greensborough would engine brake slowing from 100 to 80km/h at the start of
the northbound ramp, use its engine to maintain speed up the ramp, engine brake down the ramp into the
tunnel, then use its engine to maintain speed up the tunnel. This roller coaster is would be avoided by an
underground interchange.

20

Operational noise mitigation p24

21

NELP EES Technical report C Surface noise and vibration 5.6.3.2 p45.
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Confusingly, the EES refers to a number of items which are both completely out of scope of NELP, not
funded by NELP and are either irrelevant or largely ineffective. This may be due to the fact that NELP
proposes no mitigation measures for the noise events it will create, but still wishes to appear to be ‘doing
something’ about it.
These items are
1) “Local council requirements to include noise mitigation in new dwellings.” – This is out of scope.
It places the financial burden of an impact created by NELP on both residents and council. It also
ignores the effect on outdoor areas of residential properties.
2) “Metropolitan plans to increase the use of public transport… “‐ This is out of scope. NELP will
occupy the available land for the station sites of Kew East and Bulleen for the proposed
Doncaster rail.22 It also blatantly contradicts a government report showing that NELP would
shift 25,000 passengers a day to cars.23
3) “In addition, state wide strategies for sharing freight with rail modes are expected to result in
reduced noise from heavy vehicle freight on roads in many areas and a corresponding reduction
in high noise level events from road traffic.” – This is out of scope. It also directly contradicts NELAs
own numbers which show that far more trucks (and general traffic) will use the NELP corridor after
construction than use it now.

Depiction of Noise Affected Areas
In order to allow readers of the EES to see the modelled noise levels at any given location, a series of
diagrams showing noise contours is shown for the design year 2036.
A layman looking at these sketches and seeing an area not highlighted by a noise contour would
reasonably assume that this area experienced no noise impact. This is not the case.
For example, Figure J2 shows an area between Chandler Hwy and Kilby Rd along the Eastern Fwy.24
Residences in Riverbrae Ct, Alphington, are clearly affected by noise from NELP due to the 57‐60dBA
contour being some tens of metres from the nearest property. Yet the sketch shows no noise impact upon
these residences. This is deceptive. It is not an isolated instance. Along most of the project corridor, the
noise contours stop despite properties still being affected beyond it and/or the lowest depicted noise level
having not yet been reached.
This does not appear to be an instance of the study finishing at a set distance from the NELP identified
noise source along the Eastern Fwy corridor as the end of the shown noise affected area does not follow a
set distance from the Eastern Fwy.
The affected residences are not marked as ‘residential buildings’ according to the legend. So, it is a
possibility that they were neglected from the study area. This however appears not to be the case, as on
the Kew side of the Eastern Fwy, the same neglect occurs for buildings clearly identified and highlighted as
‘residential buildings.’ The noise contours clearly show that the lowest indicated noise level has not been
reached, yet despite these residences being depicted as being taken into account in the noise study, they
are shown as unaffected.
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https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Doncaster_railway_line
https://www.theage.com.au/national/victoria/north‐east‐link‐to‐shift‐25000‐rail‐passengers‐a‐day‐to‐cars‐says‐andrews‐
government‐report‐20161216‐gtchfm.html
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NELP EES Technical report C Surface noise and vibration Appendices J‐K Figure J2 p.3
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This issue is further exacerbated by the fact that traffic levels on feeder roads were not taken into account
as a part of the noise study. For example, an increase of 490025 vehicles per day is stated for Bulleen Rd,
yet a large decrease is shown between the ‘project’ and ‘no project’ scenarios.

From NELP EES Technical report C Surface noise and vibration Appendices J‐K Figure J2 p.3

Lack of Comparison Information
The 2036 ‘project’ and ‘no project’ noise level scenarios are both shown for most of the noise affected
area. What has been omitted is the same drawings covering the base case model for the present day. In
lieu of this a series of noise tests at selected properties hasve been stated. These were used to calibrate
the noise model.26
The ‘no project’ model assumes traffic increases to the year 2036 with according increases in noise level. It
does this with no allowance for any noise attenuation measures taking place to mitigate this, nor any other
major road projects that would affect this and trigger the construction of noise barriers taking place. It is
difficult to assess whether or not this is a realistic scenario and the main purpose of showing this kind of
‘no project’ model but not a present‐ day base case is to mask the noise impacts of the NELP.
The effect of this is that it is impossible for a resident to make a fair comparison as to what the existing
noise level at their property is, and what the change would be if North East Link were to be constructed in
the form of the reference design.
In short, the noise contour maps in the EES do not allow a reasonable person to assess how they will be
affected by noise from the NELP.

25
26

NELP EES Technical report A Traffic and transport. Predicted increases in traffic volumes p291.
NELP EES Technical report C Surface noise and vibration Fig 6‐9 p73.
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Construction Access
Construction access for the project effectively consists of two forms.
1) Heavy plant and deliveries such as bulldozers, trucks, piling rigs etc.
2) Staff access. Mostly personal and commercial vehicles.
The EES states that work hours are from 7am to 6pm weekdays and 7am to 1pm on Saturdays, but allows
for access and works outside these hours27. Typical construction industry practice is for a site pre‐start
meeting to be held at 6:45AM, with most staff arriving at around 6:30AM. The EES states that heavy plant
will have controlled access and only access from major roads such as Burke Rd. It makes no mention of
project staff and contractor access.
Noise from project staff and contractors accessing site compounds at around 6:30AM would not be
acceptable. This must be restricted to Burke Rd for Musca St Reserve Access, Bulleen Rd for Leonis Ave
Access, and Balwyn Rd for Koonung Creek Reserve Access.

OHS Act
The OHS Act is an overarching act which covers the activities and responsibilities of employers in regards to
both employees and the general public. Relevant to this topic, the OHS Act has a very broad public safety
component. Essentially any health or safety hazard created as a result of work or work‐related activities
can be considered under the public safety scope of the OHS Act. 28
Public safety aspects:
•Section 2(1)(c) (Object): To ensure that the health and safety of members of the public is not placed at
risk by the conduct of undertakings by employers and self‐employed persons.
As there is a known risk to the public health from noise, the design and operation of NEL must be carried
out so as to minimise this risk so far as is reasonably practicable. It is clear that in almost all locations which
have a parkland offset from residences that it is practicable (SFAIRP) to reduce this risk with 10m noise
barriers. All project designs are required to create and monitor a safety in design register.
It is reasonable to assess that a safety in design register for a project design that did not adhere to the
SFAIRP principle could not be accepted and would not satisfy the requirements of the OHS Act in regards
to health impacts on the general public.

RUANELA Mitigation Measure Request
RUANELA requests the following measures to mitigate noise impacts as relevant to EPR NV1. These are
stated in order of priority

27
28

NELP EES Technical report C Surface noise and vibration. Executive Summary p v.
https://www.worksafe.vic.gov.au/public‐safety
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‐
‐
‐
‐
‐

The NELP tunnel to be extended south to the Eastern Freeway and the southern interchange be
placed underground.
The WHO Environmental Noise Guidelines 2018 be implemented where feasible.
Southern interchange elevated sections to be fitted with sound tubes (similar to as is installed on
the Tullamarine Freeway)
Acoustic barriers be constructed to the stated maximum height of 10m in all feasible locations.
Project staff and contractors to only access sites via main roads (such as Burke and Balwyn roads)
and not be permitted to use residential streets. This needs to be dictated in the project Traffic
Management Plan.

Conclusion
EPR NV1 as stated in the EES29 is of inadequate scope to adequately mitigate traffic noise to protect
residents. It cites VicRoads 63dBA (facade corrected) at ground floor level, which is not supported by any
Australian or International standard, nor study on the impact of this noise level on residents. The most
relevant guideline to follow are the WHO Environmental Noise Guidelines 2018.
NV1 does not require the NELP to minimise noise impacts on residents where possible, rather it allows for
far more residents to be exposed to high levels of traffic noise than is necessary. Information in the EES
makes it clear that in many locations which would have low noise barriers (3‐5m) there is no applicable
reason that these barriers could not be constructed to the maximum stated height of 10m.

Technical Report B Air Quality
Introduction
Technical report B Air Quality covers the air quality impacts of NELP. Air quality around the Eastern
Freeway area already tends to be poorer than other areas. Further reductions in air quality are of grave
concern to residents due to the health and liveability impacts.
As no EPR specifically states any intent to protect residents, none are referenced here. This is discussed
further below in the EPRs section.

Air Pollution
Levels of air pollution are modelled to increase significantly across the Eastern Freeway corridor. This is not
surprising, and largely due to the following reasons:
1) Each morning there are a substantial number of vehicles idling in halted traffic between Hoddle St
and Bulleen Rd. This increases air pollutant emissions beyond what would occur should the vehicle
volume be lower, allowing a smooth journey onto Hoddle St. With a predicted increase in citybound

29

NELP‐EES‐Chapter‐27‐Environmental‐management‐framework
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traffic as a result of NELP, this idling will increase in both volume (a longer queue) and duration
(beginning earlier and finishing later).
2) A large increase in traffic volume between Bulleen Rd and Springvale Rrd. This is made worse by a
change in the vehicle mix, with a greater proportion of trucks.
Between Hoddle St and Bulleen Rd, the highest increase of air pollutants is modelled to occur on the
southern side of the Eastern Freeway, where most people live. The northern side consists largeegly of
parks and golf courses. The highest overall increase to be on Meldrum Sst30, a residential area next to the
popular children’s playground of Hays Ppaddock.
In this section the maximum receptor concentrations of all air pollutants is to increase by between 27%
and 36%. This is in addition to already existing increases due to annual traffic increases between now and
2036.
This gets even worse between Bulleen and Elgar roads, with a staggering increase of 94‐152% of all
pollutants.31
Crucially, the scenarios A2 and B2 presented for modelling rely upon “emission factors”32 which use
reduction in emissions per vehicle which do not presently exist.

Tunnel Ventilation Stacks
Ventilation stack filters are not proposed for NELP and this is consistent with their absence on any existing
Australian tunnel. 33
This may have been acceptable practice in projects such as East West Link or the Westgate Tunnel which
are surrounded by flat terrain. The NELP tunnel southern portal is surrounded by elevated terrain. This
places the ventilation stack outlet at the same elevation as residential areas in Bulleen and Balwyn North.
This can have the effect of concentrating emissions and sending them towards residential areas rather
than distributing them along the length of the road as would be the case for an open‐air freeway.
It is stated that “air pollution control technology cannot be considered best practice for the NEL tunnel
ventilation system…” This is not saying that these systems do not work, it is saying that they do not want to
do it and wish to place the burden of mitigating this impact on others.
Where tunnel ventilation stacks may be effective in areas with flat geography and consistent winds, for the
southern portal this is not the case. The ventilation stack would be sited in a river valley at around 12m
elevation. All surrounding suburbs are elevated above this. Ivanhoe at 70m, Bulleen at 80m, Balwyn North
at 80m. The valley location produces swirling local winds of lower speed than the prevailing winds at
higher elevations. This largely removes the ability of the exhaust stacks to distribute airborne pollutants
away from residential areas. As such, the ventilation stacks are concentrating the pollutants and placing
them in the worst possible area, with no effort made to remove the pollutants (via filters) prior to emitting
them.

30

NELP‐EES‐Technical‐report‐B‐Air‐quality table 86 p185
NELP‐EES‐Technical‐report‐B‐Air‐quality table 85 p184
32
NELP‐EES‐Technical‐report‐B‐Air‐quality 9.4.3 Emission factors p82
33
NELP‐EES‐Technical‐report‐B‐Air‐quality East West Link Project, Melbourne p272
31
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As with other reports within the EES, this report relies on measures that are not within the scope of the
NELP to mitigate impacts caused by it. These are listed below:
“the most effective way to manage air quality both in and around tunnels is through vehicle fleet emission
reductions”34. This is out of scope. This is at odds with NELP, which will cause an increase in nett emissions
by increasing traffic volume
1) “Reducing the use of wood heaters.”35 This is out of scope.
2) “increasing the uptake of low emission vehicle technology (for example EVs) through federal and
state legislative instruments.”36 This is out of scope. No such legislative instrument for EVs has been
enacted by state or federal government.
3) “Vegetative barriers.”37 This is out of scope because the NELP design is causing it to be out of scope.
The NELP is removing approximately 26,000 trees. This not only removes a mitigation measure for
existing air pollutants, but increases the source pollutants to begin with. A key point being the
recommendation of “length extending 50 metres beyond the area of concern..” At present this
occurs along much of the Koonung Creek Rreserve in Balwyn North but will no longer exist as a
result of NELP. Crucially, this occurs in the part of the Eastern Freeway with the highest predicted
increase in pollutant levels.

Acoustic Barriers.
Acoustic barriers are an effective measure to reduce flow of air pollutants into residential areas.
“Quoted studies suggest that reductions in downwind pollutant concentrations within 150 metres of a
highway in the presence of a well‐designed acoustic barrier can be of the order of 15‐50 per cent”38
As has been highlighted in the Noise section of this EES response, the reference design has kept acoustic
barriers to the minimum height required to achieve a 63dBA noise level (though still failing in some
locations.) Despite the EES Technical report B Air Quality clearly stating acoustic barriers are an effective
mitigation measure for airborne pollutants, barrier heights have not been increased above those required
for the 63dBA level to also account for air pollution.

EPRs
At present the EES does not contain any EPR that explicitly requires air pollutant exposure to residents to
be minimised as far as is reasonably practicable. 39
The closest relevant EPRs are AQ1 and AQ4. Neither of these require any action to be taken by NELP to
mitigate air pollution exposure to residences. AQ1 refers to construction only (not operation.) AQ4 refers
to monitoring air quality, but contains no references regarding actions to be taken should air quality fall
below the levels stated. AQ3 actually seems to make residential exposure worse, requiring a suitable level
of ventilation out of the tunnels. As this ventilation is not filtered, it results in a short‐term exposure to
motorists to be substituted for a long‐ term exposure to residents.

RUANELA Mitigation Measure Request

34

NELP‐EES‐Technical‐report‐B‐Air‐quality 13.1.1.5 Summary p273
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NELP‐EES‐Technical‐report‐B‐Air‐quality 13.1.1.5 Summary p273
NELP‐EES‐Technical‐report‐B‐Air‐quality 13.2 Surface Roads p273
37
NELP‐EES‐Technical‐report‐B‐Air‐quality 13.2.1 Vegetative barriers p273
38
NELP‐EES‐Technical‐report‐B‐Air‐quality 13.2.2 Acoustic Barriers p275
39
NELP‐EES‐Chapter‐27‐Environmental‐management‐framework Chapter 27 3.Air Quality (AQ) p27‐27
36
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RUANELA requests the following measures to mitigate noise impacts. These are stated in order of priority
‐
‐
‐

Air pollution control technology to be fitted to all tunnel ventilation stacks.
Acoustic barriers to be built to the maximum practical height of 10m where feasible in order to
reduce the effects of air pollutants on adjacent residences.
Create and enforce EPRs requiring air pollutant exposure to residences to be minimised.

Conclusion
Air pollutant increases are a consistent theme across the NELP. Yet in most areas, little or no mitigation
measures are proposed.
This is not acceptable. As the agent of change in air pollution levels within and surrounding the project
area, NELP must be required to ensure this is minimised.

Technical Report J Human Health
Introduction
Technical report J Human Health covers the health impacts of NELP. It covers various impacts, with the
major impacts being due to noise, air pollution and areas where public transport access will worsen.

Noise Events
This report effectively disregards the impact of noise events and includes no proposals for NELP to mitigate
them.
“As the project would allow the traffic travelling on the main corridor to flow at a more consistent speed,
this would be expected to lead to less reliance on braking and consequently reduce the use of engine
brakes.”40 This is unlikely to occur. There is no part of the existing M80 ring road that currently experiences
consistently free flowing traffic. It would not be reasonable to expect that this portion of the M80 would
be substantially different.
The closest equivalent freeway infrastructure in Melbourne is the CityLink interchange with the
Tullamarine and Westgate freeways (analogous to the NEL southern interchange) and the CityLink tunnels
(analogous to the NEL tunnel). Both of these locations experience recurring congestion resulting in a high
number of engine braking events.
When this is combined with the large increase in truck numbers that will be passing through the NEL
southern interchange when compared to the present Bulleen Rd‐Rosanna Rd route, the result will be a
significant increase in the number of engine braking events.

Health Impacts of Noise

40

NELP‐EES‐Technical‐report‐J‐Human‐health 9.4.5 Operation p144
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The discussion of the impacts of traffic noise and health and the levels at which they occur are well
understood and stated by this report.
What is baffling is that despite the report clearly acknowledging that the NELP will contribute to a traffic
noise level which is well above the levels at which it acknowledges negative health impacts exist41 42, it
concludes that NELP has an overall potential positive impact on health43.
Whilst the acoustic barriers do reduce residents’ exposure to existing freeway noise, rather than using
these mitigation measures to bring the noise exposure levels down to safe levels, it is using them as an
opportunity to increase the amount of noise it can add to existing levels. This is disingenuous and shows
wilful negligence towards the known effects of this noise upon human health.

Public Transport
Technical report J correctly points out the benefits of public transport.44
For residents south of the Eastern Freeway in Balwyn North, public transport access will be reduced by
NELP. At present there are bus stops for the SMART bus routes on the inbound ramps on the southern side
of the freeway. NELP will remove these, forcing residents to access their bus by crossing the freeway to
access the Bulleen and Doncaster Park and Ride facilities.
This will be felt at its worst in the area between Burke Rd and Bulleen Rd. A resident living near the
intersection of Libra St and Musca St would have to walk 1.5Km to access the nearest SMART bus.
At around 1km distant, the (slower) 48 tram isn’t much closer. Clearly this is not feasible for elderly or
people with disabilities to walk to access public transport.
The remaining bus route on Bulleen Rd is the 200 bus. This is a slow, meandering bus route running at
most once every 20 minutes. It is not designed for large scale CBD access for Balwyn North/Bulleen. It will
suffer greatly from increased traffic congestion along Bulleen Rd. This will worsen travel times and
punctuality.
The 48 tram, 200 and 207 busses will all suffer from the increased traffic on Doncaster Rd (fed from
Bulleen Rd south of the Eastern Fwy45) between Bulleen Rd and Burke Rd.
NELP is also taking away the centre strip on the Eastern Freeway that was intended for the Doncaster
Railway. NELA claims that the rail tracks could be built where the busway is placed. Whilst this may
technically be possible (though no evidence of this has been provided), the space for any proposed stations
near the Chandler Hwy or Burke Rd overpasses will not be available. It can be reasonably stated that if
there are no stations, that there can be no rail service along the Eastern Fwy. With the only remaining
possible station sites being in Bulleen and Doncaster, the Doncaster Railway can be safely assumed to be
made impractical by NELP.
The issues with the loss of SMART bus stops on the southern side of the Eastern Fwy and the removal of
land required for Doncaster rail can be mitigated by placing a stop for the Busway at Burke Rd. This would
solve the access issues in the city side of Balwyn North, and also provide better public transport access for
Kew East and Ivanhoe East. This would also link with the 548 bus which currently travels north south along
Burke Rd to Ivanhoe train station, the Koonung Creek trail and Burke Rd itself via stairway/ramp.
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NELP‐EES‐Technical‐report‐J‐Human‐health Table 9.2 p152
NELP‐EES‐Technical‐report‐J‐Human‐health 9.3 Noise Assessment Criteria Operation p134
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NELP EES Technical report A Traffic and transport. Predicted increases in traffic volumes p291.
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From NELP EES Map book Horizontal Alignment Plans Part 2. Sheet 30 of 42

Green Space
Technical report J correctly identifies many links between green space and positive health outcomes.
In the area directly south of the Eastern Freeway, there will be severe impacts on green space, with the
majority of Balwyn North’s green space in this area (Musca St Reserve, Leonis Ave Reserve, Koonung Creek
Reserve) being taken away during construction and a large part never handed back.
With a small sliver of the largest park (Koonung Creek Reserve from Bulleen Rd to Singleton Rd) between
the construction compound and the widened Eastern Freeway being all that remains during construction,
it would cease to function as a park.

Planning and Human Health
As there is now such a conclusive body of evidence that links vehicle generated air pollution with many
different health impacts, it is logical that this would begin to find its way into planning. This appears to be
sadly lacking in Australia. Arguably the first city to construct a large‐scale freeway system is Los Angeles.
The California Air Resources Board and California Environmental Protection Agency have produced a
planning handbook which includes recommendations for freeways.
Source Category: Freeways and High‐Traffic Roads
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Advisory Recommendations: Avoid siting new sensitive land uses within 500 feet of a freeway, urban roads
with 100,000 vehicles/day, or rural roads with 50,000 vehicles/day.46
At present, a buffer of 500 feet exists in the form of the Koonung Creek reserve. NELP will reduce this
buffer to below 500 feet in almost all places along the reserve.
California state law forbids the siting of new schools within 500 feet of a freeway47. Yet NELP will be well
within this distance of Marcellin College. Bellevue Primary School already is within the 500 foot distance,
however it will see a marked increase in air pollution levels due to both the increased volume of traffic and
the increase in the proportion of trucks.

RUANELA Mitigation Measure Request
RUANELA requests the following measures to mitigate Human Health impacts. These are stated in order of
priority.
‐
‐
‐
‐
‐
‐

Provide a stop for the Busway at Burke Rd.
The NELP tunnel to be extended south to the Eastern Freeway and the southern interchange be
placed underground.
The WHO Environmental Noise Guidelines 2018 be implemented where feasible.
Southern interchange elevated sections to be fitted with sound tubes (similar to as is installed on
the Tullamarine Freeway).
Acoustic barriers be constructed to the stated maximum height of 10m in all feasible locations.
Particular attention to be placed upon locations known to be a source of noise events.

Conclusion
Despite being the cause of a large increase in air pollutants with known health impacts, NELP proposes no
effective countermeasures at all. The sole claimed countermeasure is the tunnel vent stacks, however due
to the southern vent stack being sited at the bottom of a river valley, surrounded by elevated residences, it
may actually have the effect of concentrating air pollutants and concentrating them in the worst possible
place.
As the agent of change, once NELP is aware of the health implications of the noise that it is contributing, it
is obligated to reduce noise down to this level so far as is reasonably practicable. The information
contained within the EES shows that NELP is not doing so. This also carries forth that where it is possible to
mitigate, no area may have its public transport access reduced.

46
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https://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf table 1‐1
https://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf Recommendation p10.
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Concluding statements
Our community will suffer increased water, air and noise pollution. At a time
when the younger generation is begging our generations to deal with climate
change and global warming, this project is adding to our carbon footprint by
putting more vehicles on our roads, fuelled by petrol and diesel. How is this a commitment to our planet's
future?
NELP offers no rational solutions for a raft of problems unanswered in the EES. It's all very well for NELP to
be vague and adopt a wait‐and‐see approach to the many problems this project will cause, but residents,
businesses and our environment will suffer if solutions are left to chance.
The EES is littered with ifs, buts and maybes. The Major Transport Projects Facilitation Act seems to have
bestowed all rights to NELP and taken all rights away from the community and the environment.
Whilst acknowledging that linking the M80 to the Eastern Freeway and Eastlink is advantageous to
commercial and residential traffic movement, our community group and the communities along the
Eastern Freeway treasure the opportunities that the open green space has to offer. We request that the
overall size of the project be reconsidered. This Los Angeles style, largest freeway project in Australia has
no place in highly residential areas in the inner east suburbs of Melbourne.
We also believe that if the NEL is to be constructed, it must be constructed with firstly, tunnelled
connections at both eastbound and westbound interfaces at the Eastern Freeway, with world‐class air
filtration; and secondly, state of the art Noise Barriers along the entire impacted project area. This is the
only sensible way for the very significant air and noise pollution detriments posed by this highly intrusive
NELP to be properly addressed.
A tunnelled Option C route is our preferred position, if the NEL is to be built. Where mostly
constructed along the unused existing transmission electricity easement, this tunnelled construction
would be least disruptive to the community, businesses, vegetation and the environment.
While a tunnelled Option C route might be more expensive to build than the current Option A proposal,
any additional cost is very strongly outweighed by the protective benefits for the community, businesses,
vegetation and the environment in this once in a generation project that is the most expensive
infrastructure project in Victoria's history. There's only one chance to get this right for Victoria ‐ and the
current NELA Option A proposal isn't it, and in fact falls well short.

We would like to have an opportunity to speak at the panel hearing. Please accept this request to be heard
notice.
Our contact people are –
Ben Dawson

35 Capella Street, Balwyn North 3104.

Lazaros Zikou 32 Taurus Street, Balwyn North VIC 3104
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