Spotswood South Kingsville Residents Group Inc.
Submission and Presentation #326
Inquiry and Advisory Committee
West Gate Tunnel Project EES
Section 1 Introduction
1. This written submission is made on behalf of the residents of Spotswood and South Kingsville,
areas within the City of Hobsons Bay, located along the West Gate Freeway section of the
proposed West Gate Tunnel Project.
2. The purposes of the Spotswood South Kingsville Residents Group Inc. (SSKRG) are to advocate
for the public health of residents of Spotswood and South Kingsville; and the preservation and
protection of the environmental, cultural and social amenity of the suburb.
3. We regard this project as city shaping and critical for development of the western region of the
city over the coming decades. The WDA has had three years to design, consult and promote its
product. Like the City of Melbourne, we find the EES process to be particularly pressured and
hasty for such an important piece of infrastructure which, in our view should be viewed in a
broader context of transport policy and given proper analysis.
4. SSKRG submits that the WDA has submitted an EES with a flawed interpretation of the
guidelines. This is supported by legal argument from the City of Melbourne Submission 150 and
the City of Maribyrnong Submission 197.
4.1. SSKRG agrees with the City of Melbourne and City of Maribyrnong submissions in regard to
expectations of what an EES should do.
4.2. We provide evidence from the Westgate Freeway Component of the project that the WDA
has determinedly disregarded community opinion/ feedback and, through its own
processes, eliminated options for the Hyde St ramps from the scrutiny of the IAC as part of
legitimate EES obligation to test alternative options. No assessment of alternative designs
for Hyde St ramps has been presented for assessment to the IAC.
5. We submit that the IAC should recommend to the Minister that this project should not go ahead
in its current form on the basis that:
5.1. Impact assessment on traffic, air quality, health and social effects need to be redone for the
IAC to reach proper conclusions on the environmental effect of the project design;
5.2. A new assessment should give proper consideration to other options that may provide
better outcome taking account of Melbourne City Council’s rejection of inner Melbourne as
a destination for vehicles; the impact of the project on other major urban renewal projects
and the nexus between the city and Footscray; the case put by Maribyrnong City Council for
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a high order of consideration to be given to our waterways; the role of other ‘transport’
options including bringing forward public transport infrastructure such MM2; and finally
subject the Hyde St ramp options to proper scrutiny and assessment.
6. SSKRG does not support the current project design. It offers nothing to the residents of
Spotswood, South Kingsville, Altona North, Brooklyn in Hobsons Bay or to sections of Yarraville
abutting the expanded freeway. We are the collateral damage being borne for the overall net
benefit argument made by Counsel for WDA.
6.1. This design brings increased traffic onto the M1, 37,000 additional vehicles per day, and a
500% increase onto Simcock Ave converting it from a ‘local road’ to an arterial road carrying
dangerous goods and a cost.
6.2. It takes over portions of our open space and renders what remains diminished, removing
existing vegetation, that no amount of mitigation can overcome

Section 2

A flawed process to get to this design

Engagement, consultation or propaganda?
7. The engagement process that was started by Transurban in 2015 and continued by Western
Distributor Authority from 2016 has been little more than a marketing campaign for a road product.
We challenge this statement, ’The integration of the engagement program with the project’s
planning and design has enabled an iterative approach that gathers and incorporates feedback as it
is received.’ 7-3 Volume 1 Environmental Effects Statement, West Gate Tunnel, Chapter 7
Communication. The diagram below shows the phases of consultation and supposed integration
with the EES. Reference: WDA Consultation and Design Update Brochure, 10 July 2016.

This timeline below shows how the project’s engagement processes and EES development have
been run together and in that process eliminated potential alignments and design features from EES
and assessment.
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8. We submit that the Government funding contribution means that, far from being market-led, it is in
fact subsidising the profitmaking capacity of a private company and compromising the project design
to enhance tolls to cover costs. Under these circumstances the project should be subject to a higher
level of public scrutiny not a lower standard of consultation designed by the private partner.
9. At Phase 1 of the engagement process, the Spotswood and South Kingsville community was
provided with information about the project through a letter box drop and the media. A consultation
was held at the Paxton St Community Centre, South Kingsville. It would be fair to say that until the
publicity surrounding the Concept Design, phase 2, residents in this area were not aware of the
project with publicity focusing on communities north of the freeway and bridge responding to the
vigorous campaign to remove trucks from residential streets over the last 15 years.
10. Phase 2 Concept Design Phase March - July 2016 canvassed community preferences based on some
technical design information on choices between a short or long tunnel option and configurations
for on and off ramps for placarded trucks from Hyde St. Consultations were held in two venues in
Spotswood/South Kingsville, Scienceworks and Paxton St Community Centre, the latter recording the
highest participation rates. (Reference: Independent Consultants report, Cochrane Consultant, 2016)
11. The Spotswood representative on the Community Liaison Group met locals at a local café and
established a facebook site, and letterboxed the community to raise awareness. A number of
meetings were held and a group formed to draft a submission in response to these concepts. This
submission, Attachment 1, sought more information about options 1, 2 and the unseen option,
called option 6, and requested that all be assessed in the EES.
12. Phase 3 Reference Design July 2016 – Early 2017. The Reference Design was announced on 10 July
2016. The Reference Design included the long tunnel option but with a configuration of the ramps
that was not among the concept designs presented for community consultation. It proposed ramps
north across Stony Creek and south of the bridge using Simcock Ave access from Douglas Parade.
13. Claims were made that the design was informed by the Spotswood consultation. A reading of the
data in The Western Distributor Community Consultation Report: independent analysis,
interpretation and reporting of findings, 2016 p140 onwards, Cochrane Research Solutions, reveals
that Option 2 was the least criticised option. The same report also noted there was some concern
about the visual impact of a flyover and desired the ramps to be as close to the bridge as possible.
At no time was the community asked about a choice between relative benefits or dis-benefits of the
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Concept Designs compared to the Reference Design. It came to no conclusive recommendation or
weighting of the responses to lead to the Reference Design in the public domain.
14. The selection of the untested treatment of ramps in the Reference Design, that is, new concept
design using Simcock Ave, has meant that the other options, more acceptable to our community,
that offered a single intersection, and presumably benefits in construction, a smaller footprint, less
damage West Gate Golf Club and avoiding impact on both Emma McLean Kindergarten Donald
McLean Reserve and were not tested in the Environment Effect Statement studies with serious
implication for the Spotswood and South Kingsville communities.

15. Serious concerns about the safety of Reference Design route has been raised by members of the
community who are in the transport industry. They point to the number of sharp turns in accessing
the ramps, the gradients and potential idling of vehicles entering the freeway all additions adding to
cumulative pollution and noise in the area and potential chemical spills in close proximity to
recreation areas and the kindergarten. Hobsons Bay has already raised issues with the two signalled
intersections under the Bridge where line of sight is poor and considered dangerous particularly for
the larger trucks. (The Hobson’s Bay Interim position and image)
16. This is in contrast with acceptance of flyover treatments in other components of the project which
were deemed unsuitable here for visual reasons but acceptable in other sections of the project. We
are still waiting on more detailed plan.
17. The following details the response of the Spotswood and South Kingsville residents to the selection
of the Reference Design:
17.1.

On a very cold Saturday, July 30th, the community (300 men women and children) rallied in
Don McLean Reserve to show anger and disgust with the selection of the Reference Design
and were addressed by politicians and councilors.

17.2.

The following documents are attached as evidence of our continuing engagement with the
project and expression of our disappointment with the choice of Reference Design and
support for other designs to be tested in the EES. The responses to these communications
from SSKRG and individuals in the community was ‘wait for the EES when final design will be
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revealed’. Appendix 2 is a copy of the Petition to the Legislative Assembly presented by
Wade Noonan MLA for Williamstown to the Parliament – 800 signatures putting the case for
both Option 2 and the Reference Design to be assessed in the EES. Appendix 3 contains the
substance of issues in an exchange of letters (email) to Minister Luke Donnellan’s Advisor on
10/7/16 and 10/8/16.
18. The position of the SSKRG in seeking other options to be assessed in the EES was supported by
Hobsons Bay City Council. (Hobsons Bay City Council in their submission to IAC, and Councils
Adopted Recommendations 23 August 2016 p.5,)
Advocates for an option to be included in the EES for both ramps to be located north of the West Gate
Freeway ensuring appropriate protection and enhancement of the Stony Creek environs.

19. WDA conducted a series of pop up consultation including 4 days in Donald McLean Reserve (and
other venues). SSKRG maintained a presence, popping up with members of the group encouraging
local residents to seek answers to their question from technical experts. While feedback sheets were
provided, residents had to ask to document their feedback and we are still unsure how this feedback
was factored into the project design.
20. Phase 4 Tenderer Design early to mid 2017. We have provided the WDA team either directly or
through the CLG (Community Liaison Group) with a number of documents giving feedback on the
project and the basis of our objections to specific elements of it.
20.1.

Our CLG representative provided a power point presentation on Ultrafine Particulates the
December 2016 meeting explaining concerns about health impacts through concentration of
an additional 37,000 cars on the West Gate freeway on residents abutting the freeway and
on Donald McLean Reserve, and Emma Mclean Kindergarten.

20.2.

SSKRG refined our document, Project Requirements, 8 July 2017, attached for your
information in Appendix 4, which was provided to WDA, CLG and Wade Noonan.

20.3.

During late 2016, the CLG requested input from community representatives on the
Opportunities and Impacts of the project producing a table of information for consideration
by the three consortia involved in the selective tender for the project. SSKRG consulted
widely within the Spotswood and South Kingsville community to contribute to it. Appendix 5
is the consolidated table showing SSKRG input. This consultation is not referred to in any of
the EES studies.

20.4.

So disturbed by the engagement process including the role of the Community Liaison Group
(CLG) were we, that we wrote to the independent Chair of the CLG, 2 April 2017, raising
issues about its operation as well as broader issues of how some issues being raised were
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systematically ignored or not noted. See this letter in Appendix 6. The substance of the
response was advice to ‘keep on going’ and resubmit the ideas and issues to the WDA.
21. Simultaneously, we have been saturated with a sophisticated marketing program under the guise of
a community information, consultation and engagement program, to sell the benefits to us and
making claims about improvements in commuting times, freight volumes and efficiencies, truck
removals from residential streets in the inner west, provision of second crossings and legacy projects
that have not been subject to any substantiation prior to the EES and remain contentious in the EES.
The lists of updates and community information pdf are provided in Attachment III. We strongly
dispute the claim that, ‘Consultation with and feedback from stakeholders and the broader
community has been a feature of the development for the West Gate Tunnel Project since it was first
proposed in early 2015’. (Reference to EES Volume 1 Chapter 7 p7-35).
22. The design process may well have been iterative but only in the sense that community feedback has
been selectively cherry picked to suit the technical specifications and alignments preferred by the
proponent. While the feedback issues are listed and responses of the WDA shown (Reference:
Chapter 7 p7-35 and in Attachment 111), there is no evidence of how these issues have been
weighed up in design selection, how they were portrayed to tenderers, or to the authors of the
various studies in the EES, if at all, and how they have been instructed to integrate this feedback, if
at all, in these processes. Attachment 111 lists to whom and how information was provided but not
the substance of the feedback, where it has come from or how assessed.
23. The Ministerial Guidelines for Assessment of Environmental Effects Under the Environmental Effects
Act 1978, p.15 states:
a. A description of the process of screening alternatives as part of the project planning or
design process, leading to a short-list of preferred alternatives, should be included in the EES.
b. Where a feasible option provides a distinct opportunity for superior environmental outcomes,
this should be investigated and documented in the EES. Detailed assessment of particular
alternatives is necessary where alternatives have the potential to deliver suitable social,
environmental and economic outcomes.
24. WDA has only presented one design and within that design not justified its superior environmental
outcomes in relation to others options canvassed during the two-year iterative design process.
25. Since the IAC hearings have commenced the government has made a number of media releases in
which they have conceded the need for noise attenuation along recreational open space beside the
West Gate Freeway and inclusion of total truck bans on Hudsons Rd and Blackshaws Rd with those
already conceded and announced in April 2017; and announcing the Port Rail Shuttle Project which
will remove approximately 3000 container freight vehicles from the road system, a funded proposal
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that could have been acted on considerably earlier. We view these announcements as politically
driven, not reasoned responses to genuine concerns about the project. If they were reasoned and
genuine, they would have been applied earlier and in principle, to all components of the project and
when these issues were presented to them as responsive to community input.
26. It is our view that the EES process, the exhibition of documents and the ability to make submissions
and presentations to the IAC, is the first genuine opportunity for the community to voice its
concerns without filtering by the WDA about the impacts on the Spotswood and South Kingsville
community and the way in which Transurban, the government, WDA and now Project Co have
prosecuted their case in support of their design.
27. Clearly, had WDA prepared an EES which canvassed the alternative designs and advantages and
disadvantages, as required in the Guidelines and as argued by the City of Melbourne; and used a
transparent metric to weigh the direct benefit and dis-benefits/harms, the impact of unintended
consequences, the direct negative impacts on specific locations; and balancing these against
validated net benefits, then other options for the Hyde St ramps, in this case, would have been given
proper consideration. The design could have been modified or a suite of mitigations available to suit
the place-based circumstances including voluntary acquisitions, barriers, road separation,
landscaping treatments, air-conditioning and double glazing could be applied to suit the
circumstances in a transparent EES process.
28. Instead, before the IAC, we have an adversarial situation in which WDA is defending every element
of its project design and the community is forced into a defensive position on a case by case basis
arguing for its own protection rather than a situation in which the relative merits of design options
can be argued, balanced and appropriately mitigated or offset
29. In the Social Impact Assessment, the WDA claims the project will result in community and regional
benefits and that adverse effects would be minimised when the relevant Environment Performance
Requirement are met (Document 102). A benefit provided by the project said to have a positive
effect on social cohesion is ‘an additional 8.9 hectares of public open space and improvements to
existing public open space. Technical report L p.16.
30. Under questioning from IAC, it was revealed that by doing a high-level assessment of impact, the
author has missed the nuanced notion of social cohesion that binds this small but tightly knit
community. This is no doubt the same for other communities being assessed. The evidence of Ms
Rosen, for HBCC, on the other hand undertook an assessment framework in which the methodology
involved not just a quantitative but qualitative approach, which in our view, presented a more
realistic appraisal of the place-based impacts and ways in which social benefit may be gained. This
evidence was strongly reinforced by Drs Irving and Anderson as expert witnesses on health impact
who made similar criticism of the deficiency of the Health Impact Assessment.
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31. Any increase in open space is welcome, but expert witnesses (Rosen and Mandke) agreed that the
locations of this open space provided, for example,were not well placed and/or likely to compensate
or offset those most effected by the project.
32. The allocation of new open space in Hobsons Bay is not in areas recommend by the communities.
Options were not presented for community consultation. The open space in the WGTP is made as
like a ‘gift’ but it is rehabilitation of construction sites and additional land acquired from Precinct 15.
The project would have to rehabilitate this land anyway. In this case, If the project doesn’t go ahead
open land will be provided possibly more in keeping with the development of the Precinct’s urban
design.
33. This land is not accessible and will be overshadowed by the tunnel portal. The height of the portal is
not so much a function of an iconic design statement but the height required for dispersion of
pollutants from the tunnel. Should filtration be installed there will be no need for such an imposing
structure overshadowing the open space detracting from its attractiveness and likely use.
34. Replacement open land was discussed by CLG (Opportunities and Issues: Attachment 5) and in
numerous communications with WDA with SSKRG identifying rehabilitation of industrial land on
Simcock Ave as being the only available land in Spotswood.
35. The provision of a path from Spotswood Station was not identified by the community and adds little
to access to Stony Creek or Hyde St Reserve in an area under the new ramp pylons and bridge which
is already regarded as unsafe. (Ms Rosen made particular issue with safety and design issues of
these areas)
36. The issues recorded from our group in the EES are only a partial recognition of the issues we raised
demonstrated by the listing of issues.

Extract from table showing issues raised by various community groups and WDA responses to it. Technical
Report L p.26

37. The importance of the Simcock Ave area is not recorded at all nor is our opposition to the location of
ramp and its impact on the intersection, the 500% growth in traffic let alone the urban renewal
opportunity in relation to the Museum, Glasswork’s mural, the heritage site, the West Gate
Memorial and the link to Stony creek and river frontage. This land has been written off universally by
the WDA as merely industrial land and has underestimated the attachment and value placed on it.
Local people, on the other hand love this area, its historic connection through buildings to an historic
past, and see in it, future opportunities for renewal, open space and mitigation of the effects of the
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West Gate Bridge, Freeway and application of the project design for the truck on ramp should it go
ahead.

Section 3 Simcock Ave Park
38. A large portion of land is located in Spotswood and much of it is currently vacant. Although it is
highly contaminated, it is the only open space that is available for ‘urban renewal’ in the suburb. It
is bounded by Douglas Parade in the east with a frontage to the river, the pylons of the West Gate
Bridge forms the north boundary, Simcock Ave with vacant land to be redeveloped by Museum
Victoria as part of Scienceworks form the east boundary. The boundary to the south is Hall St with a
recently developed area of light industrial area and the Werribee/Williamstown railway line. The
Emma Mclean, a bush kinder, is located within 40 metres over the railway line. The Glass works have
recently complete a mural showing the history of the glass industry on the site.
39. The first map below shows how the project corridor has been so tightly conceived as to conveniently
annexe the compulsory acquisition of Socobel factory to be used as a construction site but excludes
all other land except for roads required to access the ramp and construction site. The project has
Therefore prepared no urban design for the south ramp.

40. The routing of the on ramp to the West Gate Freeway is proposed to travel up Simcock Ave and the
alongside the bridge and freeway. This brings a 500% increase in traffic, predominantly dangerous good
vehicles but will also have mixed use. Here please take account of our feedback to WDA about the
appropriateness of the ramp placement and design. The alignment of the on ramp on this land essentially
precludes any other development other than industrial unless it is preserved as open space.
41. Unlike the substantial landscaping and rehabilitation of the north ramp on Stony Creek there is no urban
design or extensive landscaping treatment for the south ramp proposed by WDA. These images are
drawn from the Map Book and Urban Design in EES. The image reveals a single row of trees.
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42. SSKRG proposes that industrial land, north of Simcock Avenue, adjoining the Hyde Street Reserve to
be turned into public open space and it be landscaped in similar style to Stony Creek. There are
many benefits that would come from this, particularly when taking into account the evidence of
health experts as mitigation for air quality the value of open space for general health and well being
43. This proposal has been put to WDA, Hobsons Bay City Councillors, and Wade Noonan MLA for
Williamstown, earlier this year.
43.1 This proposal was made in a joint letter from SSKRG and Friends of Stony Creek
43.2 The HBCC submission supports this proposal and puts the case that, relative to Melbourne,
Spotswood has limited access to open space and with projected population growth this will
worsen (Doc. 196 Paragraph 54 and in response to a question from Ms Forsyth Counsel for
IAC).
44. The argument for the rehabilitation of this land are as follows:
a. The site on Simcock Avenue links up to Hyde St Reserve thereby creating a significant urban
green space and habitat for birds/animals. This will add to the important work that the
Friends of Stony Creek have undertaken on the existing Hyde St Reserve.
b. Open space would help to offset air pollution and mitigate noise that will result from this
project bringing additional traffic to the inner west. Significant plantings will offset
greenhouse emisions
c. There was much talk on Wednesday the 5th April at the WDA Community Liaison Group
meeting about what they are doing to beautify the underneath of bridges, flyovers, ramps
etc. However, it seems unlikely they will be doing any such work with the truck ramps in
Spotswood and Yarraville. By committing to the building of open space in this location the
project team will have to ensure the underneath of the truck ramps is aesthetically pleasing.
d. Converting industrial land in Spotswood to open space is an important step in the
transformation of Spotswood and the inner west an urban renewal area not yet given due
recognition
e. By rehabilitating the site on Simcock Avenue some contaminated land in the inner west is
cleaned up. This is beneficial for Spotswood, but also for the inner west as a whole.
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f.

There is currently very limited open space in Spotswood and the WGTP is having significant
impact on our only other open space, Donald McLean Reserve. An expansion of the open
space on Hyde St Reserve is a beneficial project for the inner west of Melbourne and
continues the rehabilitation of the river course to match what is happening in Yarraville and
Newport, Williamstown foreshores.

g. The site on Simcock Avenue is located adjacent to Scienceworks, one of Victoria’s premier
tourist attractions which is also being strategically developed in the new future. We believe
that having parkland at the entrance to this facility is more appropriate and in keeping with
the direction this area should be heading rather than maintaining the area as industrial land.
h. Development in conjunction with Museum Victoria and Hyde St Reserve could generate
local employment in environmental services and a range of creative industries if sensitively
developed.
i.

It is also in the vicinity of cultural and historical sites giving greater exposure and connection
to the West Gate Memorial, the heritage building on the corner of Simcock Ave and
exposure to the glassworks mural outlining the history of the industry in the area.

j.

The government and the owners of the land are obligated to manage the rehabilitation of
this land at some stage. We suggest the time in now.

45. SSKRG would welcome the opportunity to work with the landscaping designer should this go ahead
and be included in EPR

Section 4: West Gate Tunnel does not meet its own objectives
Objective 4
46. In relation to our original submission we find the evidence by traffic experts has confirm our view
that residents on the peninsular (Williamstown, Newport, Altona and Spotswood will be hemmed in
by the changes to local traffic caused directly by the Project. Mr O’Brien, in his evidence, suggested
further studies are need in the area of the Traffic Impact Assessment to include other intersections
and the impact on local traffic movements. He made the point that the bigger the project the wider
the brief should be and gave the local example of the need to include Altona Gate Shopping Centre
entrances and traffic lights in any impact. Mr Kiriakidis also assessed the service level of many of
these intersections which are already at poor levels and at F in the project case 2031. This confirms
the experience of local residents in struggling to access main roads from their streets. We are
expecting that as a result of the project there will be more local congestion on roads going
south/north and less connectivity to the north. The high density development on Melbourne Rd and
McLister St will also bring further traffic to this particular area and these local effects have not been
included in the traffic modelling and only partially through microsimulation.
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47. The EES identifies the following in the Environmental Assessment Risk Report, “The project is located
primarily within the municipalities of Melbourne, Maribrynong and Hobsons Bay. These
municipalities form the hub of the inner west area of metropolitan Melbourne.” II -11. However,
consultation reports and the construct of the EES reports are based on an assumption that the’ inner
west’ refers to Maribyrnong rather than the inner suburbs of Maribyrnong and Hobsons Bay, and as
result, reflects a bias to information generated from Maribyrnong and a view of community benefit
and amenity to Maribyrnong as the inner west. There is an underestimation and devaluing of views
from residents in Hobsons Bay. This becomes apparent in the way traffic modelling is articulated. For
example, this bias is captured in the quote, “While the project by itself cannot remove all the trucks
from roads in the inner wesr, the direct effect of the project redistributing truck traffic away from
inner west roads and additional truck curfew would result in a significant net reduction of 9,300
trucks travelling along raods in the inner west. Approximately 4,750 trucks would be removed from
Francis Street and 1,250 from Somerville Road. Truck volumes along Buckley Street would reduce by
around 3,000 and there would be 1,500 fewer trucks travelling along Moore Street and 300 fewer
trucks using Hudsons Road.” (Summary Report p16).
48. The consequence of not defining the problem properly and dealing with the politics rather than the
geographical reality, leads to a failure to meet the objective to improve community amenity on local
streets in all of the geographical area of the inner west. This bias is pervasive in, and it skews many
of the studies, in the EES. For example, the cross examination of Mr Kiriakidis, peer reviewer of
traffic study, by Counsel for Hobsons Bay was symptomatic of this bias permeating the project and
the lesser value attributed to Hobsons Bay than Maribyrnong amenity.
49. By using this term in this way, the project fails to recognise that the re-distribution of trucks as a
result of curfews and bans in Maribyrnong are to be distributed to other inner west streets and the
project fails in meeting Objective 4. The net effect is the volume of truck on local roads will remain
the same unless they are directed to the West Gate Freeway, then the increased volume effects the
residences on either side of the freeway in Altona North, South Kingsville, Spotswood and Yarraville
with the accompanying noise, air quality and therefore health impacts that accompanies the
increase. Redistribution to Millers Rd produces a similar disbenefit to Brooklyn residents. The
solution to the perceived transport problem may involve more than enhancing the M1 network.
Measures such as the Port Rail Shuttle announcement made during the IAS hearing, if it comes to
fruition, will reduce road freight on both the freeway and on local streets.
50. Of course, the removal of all tolls on trucks on the West Gate Freeway would incentivise trucks to
use the M1 thus achieving the objective to remove truck from local streets but simultaneously
increasing burden of noise and pollution on residential properties abutting the freeway.
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51. In 2031, if the West Gate Tunnel Project proceeds, both The West Gate Freeway and Millers Road
3

are expected to have PM2.5 levels above the current annual ambient standard of 8.0mg/m (AECOM,
2017, p. 101). This evidence puts into question whether the West Gate Tunnel Project should be
given planning approval, particularly when we consider that the aim of the National Environment
3

Protection Council (2017) is to reduce the annual average PM2.5 standards to 7.0 μg/m by 2025. The
widening of the West Gate Freeway will result in an increased volume of traffic of 37,000 vehicles
per day and the project will divert an additional 7,000 trucks per day onto Millers Road north of the
West Gate Freeway. Professor Irving agreed that pollution impacts from the Freeway widening can
most likely only be reduced by not widening the Freeway by as many lanes or by acquiring houses
and relocating people.

Location

PM2.5 Average Annual
expected concentration
2031

West Gate Freeway

8.1

Millers Road

8.4

Air quality
52. We submit that the IAC should take up recommendations by Dr Diane Keogh in redoing the Air
Quality Assessment Impact Study:
52.1

An extensive literature review and evaluation of the PM2.5 and PM10 PIARC-derived
emission factors used in the modelling is needed to assess the validity of the air quality
modelling.

52.2

If found unsuitable, ALL relevant scenarios be remodelled with suitable emission factor

52.3

Exhaust and non-exhaust modelling should be done for ALL roads and ALL ramps

52.4

An ultrafine inventory be prepared

53. Dr Keogh predicts that if the work in Air Quality Impact Assessment is remodelled with appropriate
emission factors and including brake and tyre wear, it could result an overall increase of up to
double the predictions made in the EES study. (See slide 26 and 28) of her presentation.
54 We seek that the monitoring station at Donald McLean Reserve be maintained permanently
55 Mitigation measures for regulation and update of the road freight fleet be considered.
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56 SSKRG supports filtration being fitted during construction to the tunnel portals. This position is
supported by:
56.1

The evidence of Dr Anderson for the Lung Cancer Institute that mitigation for air quality be
done at source (WDA cross examination of Dr Anderson); and

56.2

The comprehensive argument for filtration contained in the MTAG submission which
strongly supports the installation of filtration systems during construction and provides a
rebuttal of arguments contained in the AQIA (Doc 458, p 12 -16).
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Section 5

Consolidated Recommendations from both submissions

SSKRG recommends the following
1. The West Gate Tunnel Project Environmental Effect Statement be redone and the project be
delayed until that assessment can take place within an integrated transport planning
framework. This will require the development of:
•

a rail freight policy; and

•

an accepted integrated transport plan under Section 63 State Transport Integration Act
2010.

2

A range of standards in Victoria– air quality, noise, vehicle and vehicle emissions be brought
into line with international standards/practice on all new infrastructure projects in the state
including this one.

3

The Government adopts
3.1 Proper governance with segregation of public servants from Transurban’s and JB Holland
teams
3.2 A new Business Case based on new traffic modelling, independently validated, to ensure
that Government decisions are made on the basis of economic, environmental and social
benefits and net community benefit in accordance with the requirements of the State
legislation, the objectives of Plan Melbourne and Federal evaluation guidelines.

4

Long-standing transport needs are addressed primarily through
4.1 The removal of a reliance passenger vehicles and road freight by investment in public
transport and rail freight,
4.2 Relocation of container compounds; and
4.3 Laws, regulations and truck curfews/bans be fully enforced by VicRoads, the EPA and Police
including through more random roadside checks, supported by retrospective fitting of
automatic detectors on all tollways and freeways for speeding, smoky and noisy vehicles.

5

Air Quality monitoring be put in place including:
5.1 A baseline level for UFPM should be measured before the project is allowed to start, this
baseline level will at least allow the impact of this project to be assessed once
epidemiological studies of UFPM are more advanced. Without a baseline measurement of
UFPM we will never know the true impact of this and other road projects on our health.
5.2 Data from the monitoring station on DM Reserve should immediately be provided to the
public.
5.3 The temporary monitoring station on DM Reserve should be made permanent and should be
upgraded to include the ability to test for nitrogen dioxide (which has been linked with
causing cognitive issues in children).
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5.4 This monitoring station should be added to the EPA’s existing monitoring stations and data
fed live to the EPA and included in the data displayed on the Air Watch website.
5.5 As many mature trees as possible be planted beside the southern Hyde Street ramp, for its
entire length, with a particular emphasis near the EM Kindergarten and DM Reserve.
5.6 As many mature trees as possible be planted where the West Gate Freeway is widened west
of Melbourne Rd, north and south of the Freeway.
5.7 An independent air quality expert be employed to look at ensuring every possible air quality
measure that can be put in place is put in place for EM Kindergarten and DM Reserve.
5.8 Filtration be installed in the ventilation stacks, in line with worlds best practice; that is a
system with the latest technology and with outcomes similar to that used in the Madrid M30 where up to 90% of PM2.5 and 85% of PM1.0 can be removed.
5.9 Establish an anti-idling policy for trucks involved in construction of the WGTP.
6

Mitigation of noise
6.1 All ramps are fully enclosed to conceal engine revving brake noise downhill and engine/gear
noise uphill and provide protection from diesel fumes and range of pollutants.
6.2 Undertake noise modelling of the portal inlets/outlets to ensure designs that prevent
billowing/echo/reflections/etc like at the Burnley tunnel and they be fitted with noise
barriers and roofing eg Japan.

7

Urban design be undertaken for the under-croft of the West Gate Freeway at the end of Hall
Street, Spotswood to ensure the safety of commuters and residents, provide a link with
additional open space along Halls Street and Simcock Avenue in Spotswood and in conjunction
with the reclamation of industrial land on Simcock Avenue as part of this project and turned
into open space, creating additional open space as the only reasonable off-set for the building of
a new truck ramp next to a reserve and kindergarten and the diminished amenity of Donald
McLean Reserve

8

SSKRG supports the measures and changes to the Environmental Performance Requirements
and recommendations made by Hobsons Bay City Council in respect to the construction sites
and alternative access points
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Section 6

Attachments

Attachment 1

Submission to Transurban 2016

Spotswood and South Kingsville Western Distributor Residents Group
Submission
24 June 2016
This submission is the culmination of discussion over social media, email and meetings to
distil the views among residents of the Spotswood South Kingsville area in response to the
presentation of information by Transurban about the Western Distributor Project and the
selection process for the Reference Design to developed and evaluation through the EES
This submission addresses:
•

Definitions used in our discussion

•

Factors of concern to resident relevant to the options so far presented and mooted

•

Consultation process issues in regard to information to date and proposed selection of a Reference Design

Definitions
Transurban and the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources
(DEDJTR) appear to be working in close collaboration on this project. For the purposes of
this submission they will be termed “the project team”.
For the purposes of this submission, members of the Spotswood/South Kingsville Western
Distributor Residents Group have been termed “residents group”. A group of interested
residents formed the group in response to people seeking more information about the
project and on the initiative of some individuals to call a café meeting. The Residents Group
now has almost 400 members across a Facebook page and an email distribution list.
Members of the residents group have met with their elected state government member,
Wade Noonan MP, attended Hobsons Bay City Council meetings and there have been
several newspaper articles that have resulted from the Residents’ Group activities. As of
June 19 2016, the residents group wants to ensure that their views are considered in the
design, construction and ongoing operation of the Western Distributor Project and more
specifically the Westgate Freeway connection and Hyde Street access.
There has been talk of another option being developed, which purportedly has an on-ramp
on the south of the freeway (over the industrial area on Simcock Avenue) and an off-ramp
on the north following a similar alignment to Option 2. For the purposes of this submission
that design will be termed “Option 6”.

Factors of concern
These factors have been listed in no particular order and it is acknowledged that different
residents place different emphasis on these factors, however there has been general
agreement on the factors to be considered and in some cases some factors are considered
more important than others and this has been noted.
1.

No impact on the Donald McLean Reserve, Spotswood Golf Club and Emma McLean Kindergarten.

Residents would not like to see an option that brings trucks closer than they already are to
these important features in the community. The adverse effects of diesel particulate matter
on health are well documented and can be particularly damaging to children, whose
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respiratory systems are still developing. Thus we should be taking every step to ensure
there is no increased risk placed on the community. The Emma McLean kindergarten is
modelled on the “forest kindergartens” of Scandinavia and as such outdoor play is a large
feature of their curriculum. Kindergarten aged children are particularly vulnerable to
detrimental impacts from diesel particulate matter.
As well as health risks there is also the concern of loss of open space. There are limited
open spaces in Spotswood and the community highly values these open spaces. The
residents do not find acceptable any option that results in loss of land in Donald McLean
Reserve or impacts on sporting facilities including the newly built cricket nets.
Considering it is likely that Option 6 will have ramps going over or very close to the cricket
nets and kindergarten it appears that Options 1 or 2 would be preferable to Option 6 in line
with this factor or concern. However, without further information on Option 6 it is difficult
to say. Options 3, 4 and 5 are considered unacceptable in line with this factor of concern.
2.

Impacts of noise and air pollution on residents due to ramps and flyovers.

Residents are highly concerned about noise and air pollution from the Westgate Freeway
and Bridge and would not like to see any option that increases noise or pollution in any
areas of Hobsons Bay as a result of the project. It is the view of the Residents Group that
the current noise levels are unacceptable so bringing traffic in closer proximity to local
residents with the widening of the existing freeway and building ramps will increase noise
and pollution levels. Furthermore increased traffic volumes, and increase to the discrete
heavy vehicle braking noise “Jake Brakes” likely as a result of the development can only
increase noise and pollution
Residents are keen to ensure that in any new works, noise and air pollution is reduced to
below regulatory requirements, both in residential and recreational areas. Residents have
requested that existing noise abatement infrastructures are reviewed and improved.
This is a ready point of agreement across the group. However it is difficult to prise apart the
options presented due to scant information. This is where further information would assist
in assessing the options, for example:
•

It is not known whether a long tunnel may decrease noise and pollution for houses adjacent to where the
long tunnel extends beyond the length of the short tunnel. If this is the case then residents in these areas
would find a long tunnel a preferable option.

•

It’s also not known whether flyovers or ramps are likely to increase noise and pollution. If noise and
pollution from a flyover can be sufficiently mitigated then it is likely that a flyover (such as with Options 1
and 2) would be preferable to ramps on the south side of the bridge.

•

It is not known whether there will be increased noise resulting from tunnel portals in either the long or
short tunnel options and whether residents near these portals are likely to be impacted by this noise or
whether it can be sufficiently mitigated.

•

Residents are also not sure of the location of tunnel air vents for the long and short tunnel options and
whether they are likely to increase pollution in the surrounding areas.

If there is the opportunity to decrease noise and/or pollution through any of Options 1, 2 or
6, then the residents group would consider this to be highly desirable. Options 3, 4, and 5
are unacceptable in line with this factor of concern, as they bring trucks too close to
residential houses, when the aim of the project is to get trucks off residential streets. With
the information that is known Option 2 seems preferable in line with this factor of concern
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as truck traffic is diverted from residential roads in Yarraville minimizing impact to Yarraville
but is not transferred to the south side thus minimizing impact on Spotswood.
3.

Impacts of traffic on local roads.

Spotswood and South Kingsville areas have suffered in recent years from the growth of
outer suburban areas. This has put pressure on local traffic flows. For example:
•

•
•
•

Simcock Avenue is used on a daily basis by many Spotswood and South Kingsvilles residents as their
main route in and out of the suburb either to the north and the city or to Williamstown or Newport in
the south.
Congestion at the Hyde Street and The Avenue traffic lights (please check this statement) preventing
local community members for being able to leave the area.
Congestion at the Melbourne Road and Freeway intersection, preventing the movements of local
traffic travelling north/south.
Large vehicles using local roads to cut through from the Hudson Road to The Avenue to avoid the rail
crossing and make use of the traffic lights. The vehicles damage resident’s vehicles, the roads and
sewer systems

The residents group believe any option that has trucks using Simcock Avenue is
unacceptable as this is a local road for many residents of Spotswood. Options 6 is
unknown at this stage but it would also be unacceptable if any portion of Simcock
Avenue is to become a truck route. All other Options will need to offer mitigation for
dealing with an expected rise in traffic volumes and spillage into surrounding streets.
4.

Construction Impacts

Generally this is considered a mitigation issue, however it is expected that there will be
significantly reduced construction impacts from a short tunnel option, due to a number of
factors:
•

There will be greater amounts of waste dirt to be removed, requiring larger numbers of heavy vehicle
construction traffic.

•

Construction will take a lot longer.

•

Construction of a tunnel portal in the middle of an active freeway is likely to be highly disruptive for
an extended period of time.

Thus for this factor of concern Option 1 seems preferable, however residents rate this as a
lower priority, considering the construction period is relatively short compared to the
amount of time residents will have to live with the end result of the project.
5. Visual impacts
Generally the residents group feel that mitigation measures and enhancement in using innovative design are
more important than the actual selection of an option in relation to visual impacts. This is something the
residents group would like to have more input into once the reference design is selected. Visual impacts are
also generally seen as less of a concern than impacts on the amenities listed in factor 1 as well noise and air
pollution as outlined in factor 2.
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Our Position
On the whole with the information available the group would like to have more detail on Options 1, 2 and 6
(plus any other options being proposed for the reference design). While the residents group believe that
Options 3, 4 and 5 should no longer be under consideration.

Consultation Process
The residents group believe the information sessions held recently were a reasonable
mechanism for narrowing down the options and potentially coming up with new options.
However unfortunately not everyone was aware of the sessions and there were still people
who didn’t understand options clearly after the sessions as it was the first time they had
seen them. Now that people are more aware of the options and there appear to be
additional options that haven’t been consulted on there is concern that the project team
now seem to want to go straight to selecting a “reference design” that will go to tender and
be the only current option put into the Environmental Effects Statement (EES). We are
aware that there will be the opportunity for contractors to come up with new and
innovative designs but it has been stated that all other current options will be put into the
EES with reasons as to why they weren’t selected and they will no longer be considered
viable options going forward.
The project team has stated that they wish to bring the community along with them
through the process. If they really want to do this then the residents group believe there is
a step missing in the process. We would like to see a narrowed down list of options and any
new options that are proposed put to the community with the greater detail that the
community has been asking for.
While it is fine to come up with a new option based on some discussions with a few people
during the consultation process (which seems to be how Option 6 was raised), the residents
group believe it would be a very bad process if this option became the reference design,
without the community having the opportunity to compare this option with other existing
options. Thus there are a number of steps the residents group call for in changing the
process.
1.

Give details on any options that the project team have clearly determined are out of the mix at this stage
and reasons why and allow the community to comment on this. This provides the community with the
opportunity to state (with reasons) if they believe an option has been ruled out that should have been
left in. It also provides transparency for how options were ruled out.

2.

With the options that are left either:
•

Put all these options into the reference design, so they all go through the full EES process.

•

Do another round of consultation with more detail on the remaining options not to the same extent
as would be required for the EES, but including more detailed information on:
Traffic likely to be carried on ramps,
Elevation views of the options (ideally including 3D visualisation), and
Noise, safety (for example if there is an accident on the flyovers or ramps) and pollution
impacts of a flyover versus ramps.

Considering our submission, the residents group would like to see this done for Options 1, 2 and 6 (or any
other new contenders for the reference design). However if the project team has decided that a short tunnel
option has been ruled out then see point 1 above, reasons should be outlined, and additional information
should at least be provided for Options 2 and 6 (or any other new contenders for the reference design).

The residents group believe the process outlined above ‘brings the community along’ much
better than the current plan. There is likely to be strong objections if a new option (for
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example Option 6) goes to the EES without the community having had the opportunity to
weigh up pros and cons against Options 1-5, especially considering the current plan is that
those other options would then be off the table. The residents group welcome the
opportunity to work with the project team and have input throughout all stages.
The Spotswood and South Kingsville Western Distributor Residents Group is a volunteer
group. Local residents and organisations have offered their expertise and time in organising
social media, printing and design of postcards, drafting position and response papers and
offering venues for formal and information meetings.
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Attachment 2 Petition
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria
The petition of the residents of the Electoral District of Williamstown
Draws to the attention of the House
A reference design has recently been released for the Western Distributor Project. This
reference design has an on ramp for trucks onto the Westgate Freeway that will bring trucks
along Douglas Parade and Simcock Avenue in Spotswood, then through industrial land
where it will become an elevated road, running past Emma McLean kindergarten and the
Donald McLean Reserve. The residents of Spotswood and surrounding suburbs feel this
option poses health risks from diesel exhaust fumes for our community and particularly the
children that frequent these facilities. This option greatly impacts local traffic which uses
Simcock Avenue on a daily basis to enter and exit the suburb of Spotswood.
“Option 2”, as proposed by Transurban in the consultation phase of the project, does not
pose these health risks and does not use local roads. It would have both ramps running
north of the Westgate Freeway, where there is a buffer zone between residential houses
and community facilities. We believe that any noise impacts from a flyover associated with
Option 2 can be largely mitigated and will have less impact than an elevated road running
alongside Donald McLean Reserve and the kindergarten.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly of Victoria
Ensure that “Option 2” also be included in the “Reference Design” as an alternative option;
which is subject to the full Environmental Effects Statement process, so the impacts of both
options are then properly assessed. We also call on the Government to ensure that
consultation is actually used to inform the project design and that project requirements as
outlined by various groups are not ignored.
Name
Address
Signature
1.
2.
3.
Summary provided to electoral office Member of Williamstown.
This petition is from residents, businesses and visitors from Spotswood and South Kingsville
over a two week period in July 2016 in response to the selection of a Reference Design for
the Western Distributor Project. This number of signatures is just indicative of the strength
of feeling in the community.
Signatures represent
•
•
•

•
•

Whole streets within the Spotswood where the impacts of ramp locations will impact poorer air
quality around vital community amenity
Parents of children who have in the past or are currently attending the Emma McLean Kindergarten
who understand the health impact on child development that the Reference design will bring.
People regularly using the Donald McLean Reserve players and spectators of footy and cricket; dog
walkers, families using the two playgrounds with young children: and tennis players. Firstly they are
concerned at loss of amenity by a south ramp and secondly with any increase in noise and air quality
when there is an alternative available on the north side of the freeway to be explored.
50 Golfers from the public golf course signed the petition although they will lose holes with both
proposals.
Visitors and staff members from the Victoria Museum Science Works who are concerned at Simcock
Ave being turned into a truck route so close to an iconic public facility catering mostly for children.
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•

•

Diners and café patrons along Hudsons Rd and Vernon St both local and visitors from other nearby
suburbs such as Newport, Yarraville and Williamstown who wish government to consider option 2 as
it is clearly not a truck or traffic solution for the inner west and simply moves polluting trucks to
Spotswood.
ALP members

There is concern among many of these groups that the elected members of their
organisations such as the Football Club, Cricket Club and Golf Club are not representing
their memberships. In some cases these people do not live in the area. There have been
persistent rumors that deals have been done to enhance the facilities available to these
sporting clubs.
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Attachment 3 Email to Roger Wilcox Advisor to Minister for Roads
Dear Roger
I received your response on behalf of the Minister by mail 19/9/16 to my letter sent by email on
10/8/16. This was the second of two emails (10/7/16 and 10/8/16) I have sent to the Minister. The
previous email has gone unacknowledged and unanswered. This same letter sent to my local
Member of Parliament, Wade Noonan, also went unanswered until I rang his office to make an
appointment to follow up. This is not an acceptable standard of response by a Minister and an MP
to a constituent’s concerns about a major infrastructure project while the government
simultaneously claims unprecedented levels of consultation. Furthermore, assuming you have done
some checking you will find I have already communicated my concerns personally to Mr Jim Carden,
Director Engagement and Communications at the Western Distributor Authority and, as a member
of the Spotswood and South Kingsville Residents Association Inc (SSKRG Inc), I have been in dialogue
with the Western Distributor Team on matters of concern to Spotswood and South Kingsville
residents.
I thank you for outlining the development process for the Western Distributor. As exhorted by the
Transurban and Western Distributor team I have been highly engaged in the consultation process. I
have been involved in the consultation run by Transurban and now the Western Distributor Team. I
have become an active member of the Spotswood and South Kingsville Residents Association Inc
formed by residents to keep informed about this and other projects impacting Spotswood and South
Kingsville. As a resident of Spotswood I have received numerous pieces of information from the
Western Distributor Team in my letterbox over the last few months and I, with other members of
the SSKRG, attended each day of the pop up information cube in Donald McLean Reserve from 23 27 August where we talked with Western Distributor team staff and numerous technical experts and
monitored the local response which I have documented. In addition, I have availed myself of
significant publications about this project such as the Business Case, 2015, the report by the
Independent Consultant on consultation on the project, and the summary report of the consultation
on the proposal and the design concepts by Western Distributor on which the rationale for the
selection of the Reference design released on July 10, 2016 is based. Like all the communication we
have had on this matter you too, claim,“ The Reference design is based on feedback collected from
the community and stakeholders as well as input from engineering, environmental, social and
economic experts” so I would like to address both the consultation process and the dearth of
technical information provided so far in support of the ‘updated design’ which has now morphed
into the Reference design.
Let me address the consultation first. I have read all 292 pages of the Independent Consultant’s
report on the proposal in 2015 and the design concept consultation in April 2016 and I cannot find
any strong or conclusive evidence from the actual data from the community, and the Spotswood and
South Kingsville community in particular, supporting any design with ramps for placarded trucks on
the south side of the freeway. In Phase 1 of the consultation the location of ramps had not been
considered nor any impact south of freeway identified with the greatest impact of the tunnels being
perceived to be in Yarraville. The discussion was predominantly about the location and length of
tunnelling. In Phase 2 of the consultation, seeking feedback on five Concept Designs looking at 2
tunnel options with 4 options for access to Hyde St, the design 'least complained about' and
receiving the most support was Option 2. Interestingly the two community consultations in
Spotswood and South Kingsville drew the highest proportion of responses. It is not possible for an
average reader to link the feedback from the consultation on options to the design that was put
forward as the Reference Design. This design was not part of the consultation and it is not credible
to argue that it is an ‘updated design’ based on the consultation. While there were a few concerns
raised by residents of the visual impact of the fly over and concerns about preservation of open
space in the data about Option 2 it is certainly not sufficient to be raised as a major
impediment. From the data, I can find seven items in which an improvement suggestion is for ramps
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to hug the freeway and/or to use industrial land south of the freeway. The MTAG submission most
closely mirrors the updated design seemingly suggesting the influence of this group and the
incorporation of elements of Option 4 about which there were many disadvantages were
documented. The idea for using Simcock Ave and disused industrial land south of the freeway has
been attributed to community consultation in Spotswood but I can find no verification for this in the
data provided in the report. Feedback data in the consultation can’t be matched to location as no
postcode or addresses were recorded. The project team has made assumptions that the views about
transport put forward by strong community interest groups such as the Maribyrnong Truck Action
Group, Friends of Stony Creek and Concerned Locals of Yarraville is shared across the inner west.
While concerns about managing truck movements in residential areas are shared the solution
proposed by this design is not. The idea that ramps north and south is fair and a balanced solution is
a misinterpretation of the data and shows that assumption have been made in its interpretation.
The consultation data shows that the residents of Spotswood and South Kingsville chose Option 2 on
principle to preserve as much open space as possible in the inner west through the preference for
the long tunnel (SSKRG Submission June 24 2016) but once residents were engaged in the
consultation the social and open space amenity of Donald McLean Reserve and the health of
kindergarten children were given a higher value by them than encroachment on Stony Creek, a creek
that has already been relocated and compromised by the building of the Westgate Bridge in the 70s
and a space that will be adversely affected by all designs but has opportunity for rehabilitation
through the project. The data in the consultation report does not lead a reader to the features of the
Reference design. The only conclusion I came to is that this is neither a balanced interpretation of
the consultation data or a fair outcome for the people of Spotswood and South Kingsville who derive
no benefit from the development and bear all of the collateral damage to precious community space
and social amenity without resolving the truck problems borne by residents of Yarraville. I must
therefore conclude that the expert technical advice supports the Reference design because the
consultation feedback does not.
In your letter to me you outline the advantages of the north south ramp configuration of the
Reference design presuming that the only other source of such feedback and description of
advantages must come from unseen expert input. There was little concrete technical information
presented at the concept design phase and this was pointed out consistently in the consultation
data. The advantages listed in your letter are merely more claims not yet verified by any technical
data available publicly and is, as you describe, a matter of belief by the project team. Many of us
have sought this technical data and provided independent expert input to verify the damaging air
quality outcomes from a south ramp close to sporting fields and the kindergarten. Here I refer to
chain of communication with SSRKG (Open Letter 13/8/16) and communication and meetings with
Emma McLean Kindergarten (August 2016) and input to the CLG by Christine Harris (15/9/16). The
advantages you claim for the project are at times simply incorrect, not verified by any evidence in
the consultation or by experts in published papers or by answers to specific queries. For example:
54 Avoiding construction of a flyover - all designs have flyovers near Melbourne Rd to allow
placarded trucks to merge with freeway lanes. The relative advantages and disadvantages of
north ramps and north/south ramps is not available and should therefore not be claimed as an
advantage for the Reference design over Option 2 until some sort of comparative information
about elevations, gradients, etc., can be made available. As a daily user of Donald McLean
Reserve I can verify that there is no benefit of south ramp to this amenity. Both ramps north of
the freeway take placarded trucks further away from the reserve than south on ramp running
alongside and encroaching to some degree on the sport fields. The CLG have been presented with
independent expert opinion that these ramps 20 metres closer than the freeway will present
nitrate oxide issues to the kindergarten and people engaging in sporting activities on Donald
McLean Reserve (email from CLG member to WD team).
55 Minimising impact on Westgate golf course and Hyde St Reserve. The Westgate Golf course is
least impacted by both ramps on the north. The club president is reported as saying in the Star
Weekly that: 'Specifically, an on-ramp south of the freeway will likely shorten the ninth tee by 30
metres, a substandard length that threatens the very viability of the club. Secretary Guy Ward
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said the course was already compact.' (See Star
Weekly http://www.starweekly.com.au/news/westgate-golf-club-faces-hole-lot-of-pain/).
56 Stony Creek environment - rehabilitation of this land will be needed irrespective of the design as
at least one ramp on the north is certain. The creek is very degraded and its course already
compromised by relocation during the construction of the Westgate Bridge. Efforts at
rehabilitating it has been going for many years.
57 Minimising disruption to traffic flows on Westgate Bridge during construction – This needs to be
verified.
58 Minimising vehicle emissions through construction of ramps at lower grades that reduce breaking
and acceleration is clearly desirable however verification of impacts of lower grade emissions
near public amenities on south side design compared with ramps construction design on north
side where there is a natural green buffer to residents and public amenities would need to be
made to convince me and other residents that this is an advantage.
The argument given is that these technical studies will be done by tenderers and then submitted to
the Environmental Effects Statement. However, if designs forwarded through the Reference design
process have been incorrectly arrived at these issues are unlikely to be assessed.
For some time I and others have sought further technical information from the WD team, for
example, specific question were asked in SSKRG Open Letter (13/8/2016) resulting in a chain of
communication as well as questions being directed at experts at the pop up event in August that has
yielded no useful technical information to convince residents of its advantages nor has the team
modified unsubstantiated claims being made about traffic and truck volumes. The traffic modeling
that is publicly available was completed for the Business Case in 2015, which did not include the
current ramp proposals. Yet the WD team continue to claim benefits in truck movement reductions,
placement of ramps with flyovers and conversion of local residential roads that have not been
verified by any technical data nor been subjected to specific local consultation and in fact contradict
the projects own objectives of minimizing impact on open space, community amenity and protecting
local residential roads. The Reference design may well meet these requirements in other areas but
simply creating a new problem in Spotswood is not the solution.
In conclusion, I believe that there is considerable evidence that the project team has misinterpreted
the consultation data and that there is insufficient technical evidence to show that the scope of the
Reference design will deliver the project objectives. In my view this design unnecessarily and
unfairly impacts adversely on the Spotswood community when other alternatives should be
considered or evidence of the efficacy of the Reference design’s selection be produced.
The Minister needs to be aware of the growing concerns of the Spotswood and South Kingsville
community about the processes of the Western Distributor Authority which is leaving to chance that
a tenderer will proceed with a fully costed technical specification for an updated Option 2 against
what appears to be the belief of the project team in a highly compromised Reference design.
Without such an option going forward to the EES process the required technical study will not be
done.
The Minister is in a position to influence what is examined in an EES and that as a partner in the
project there is a heightened expectation of transparency in the way the Authority operates.
Yours sincerely
Rosa McKenna
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Appendix 4 SSKRG Project Requirement

SSKRG Western Distributor Project Requirements
1. External noise levels in residential areas and Donald McLean Reserve are to be maintained at the
current level, unless they exceed 63 decibels, in which case levels are to be reduced to 63
decibels.
2. Noise monitoring to be undertaken at the second storey level of residential houses at the
prescribed distance from the Westgate, and should include periods with prevailing northerly
winds.
3. Child care centres and informal outdoor recreation areas are defined as sensitive land use areas
by the EPA Victoria (2013, p. 17). A recent review of buffer distances applied internationally to
sensitive land use areas, such as child care centres, recommended a separation distance from
the road edge of strategic routes (eg., motorways) of at least 150m (Wickham, 2012, p. 78).
The project requires that trucks not be permitted within 150 metres of the Donald McLean
Reserve or Emma McLean Kindergarten (3-5 yo children), measured either from the motorway
or from any local street in the vicinity of the two sensitive land use sites.
4. Monitoring of ultrafine particles (particle number) be undertaken in conjunction with monitoring
of PM2.5 and PM10. There be a commitment by the project to ultrafine particulate matter levels,
PM2.5 and PM10 not increasing after the project is completed, as compared to levels measured
pre-construction.
5. Monitoring stations for air quality, including for ultrafine particles, be set up at four locations in
Spotswood, West of Melbourne Road; Donald McLean Reserve; on Simcock Avenue near
Scienceworks and at the Emma McLean Kindergarten.
6. Annual particle number and particle mass inventories of motor vehicle particle emissions be
prepared for both the motorway and the on-ramp used by trucks for different vehicle types
covering the full size range of particles generated by motor vehicles (from ultrafine size (particle
number) to PM1, PM2.5 and PM10) using appropriate tailpipe emission factors and traffic data for
light duty vehicles, heavy duty vehicles and buses. (Refer method in Keogh et al. 2009, Keogh et
al.2010 & Kumar et al. 2014). This is a simple and cost effective method for quantifying and
monitoring pollution rates over time on individual road links.
7. As much tree planting of appropriate species as possible along the edges of the West Gate
Freeway and planting should use the latest scientific evidence to select species that have been
found to be effective for screening and mitigating air pollution. We recommend consideration
be given to funding a university research project in collaboration with Local Council to
investigate the ecological and scientific properties of local native and non-native tree species as
to their suitability for planting along motorways and relevant roads as buffer zones for
sequestering carbon and limiting human exposure to harmful air pollutants. This research would
likely be of great value to Council and national and state road authorities and would be a useful
future resource for tree selection for tree planting to mitigate against air pollution exposure.
8. Daily traffic counts for heavy duty vehicles (trucks), light duty vehicles and buses be collected,
published and made available to the public relevant to the motorway.
9. A 24 hour truck curfew on Melbourne Road, The Avenue and Hudsons Road and other
residential streets in Spotswood be enacted. This curfew to include the separation distance of
not less than 150 metres from the Donald McLean Reserve or Emma McLean Kindergarten.
10. Simcock Avenue is not to become an entry or exit point linking trucks to the Western Distributor
Project.
11. The design and aesthetics of the project are planned collaboratively with the community and
plans are developed that are satisfactory to the community.
12. A separate fund be set up for community enhancement projects in each suburb impacted by the
project, with a transparent mechanism for receiving and assessing applications and awarding
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funds. Funds allocated should be dependent on the level of impact on that suburb. This will
stop the chance of projects being established on an ad hoc basis that may not be in line with the
wider community’s priorities.
13. If the on-ramp is built south of the West Gate then the industrial land owned by Mobil is to be
acquired by the project, rehabilitated, turned into a park and handed over to the Hobsons Bay
Council. This would be considered compensation for the construction of the southern ramp,
which has no benefit to Spotswood and brings many negative impacts. Appropriate tree
planting would be necessary and air quality monitoring to be undertaken on an ongoing basis.
NOTE: The health effects of exposure to particulate matter pollution, including to ultrafine particles,
are well-documented. Australia lags in terms of adoption of the Euro VI emission standard; as
Australia’s current emission standard for heavy vehicles, ADR 80/03, is based on Euro V (DIRD, 2012,
p. 15). Most developed nations have adopted Euro VI emission standards for heavy vehicles, which
prescribes a new test cycle and a particle number limit (standard) to reduce the concentration of
ultrafine particles generated by heavy duty vehicles (Australian Government, 2016, pp. 13-14).
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Appendix 5 CLG document with SSKRG input

Key opportunities and concerns identified by the CLG
Urban design
Opportunities
Public and open spaces
•
•
•
•

Considering the off –road, community
experience of the new infrastructure
Opportunities for WD to work with local
community groups on urban design features
of new infrastructure
Enhancing open space – not just offsetting
any losses but improving it to a high
standard
Turn industrial land next to Simcock Avenue
into parkland to create additional open
space in Spotswood.

Concerns
•

•

•

•

•

Creating ‘pocket parks’ along the project
corridor, including along the West Gate
Freeway

•

Considering open space and public realm
improvement as a series of small projects
each with challenges and opportunities
Incorporating community consultation to
open space improvements so that space
meet unique local needs, which may differ
across the corridor
Revitalising laydown or construction area
after project completion and returning
Addressing existing urban design problems
between Arden Street and Dynon Road
Address urban design considerations along
Simcock Ave and Booker St, Hudsons Rd
and The Avenue.

•

•
•
•

Good urban design is important, with
requirements that are not too high level and
with each area considered individually to
ensure that spaces are not generic and
impersonal
Any loss of open / green spaces is of
concern to communities across the corridor
and there is a desire to see any space lost
replaced or increased in other areas.
There is no area in Spotswood available
(apart from former contaminated industrial
sites) to offset loss of open space or to be
relocated to during construction.
Concern for impact on Donald McLean
Reserve which should be added as a no go
zone

•

In Spotswood/South Kingsville there is no
space for pocket parks along the West Gate
Freeway. Existing buffers and green pockets
are being removed from freeway corridor to
accommodate the widening west of
Melbourne Rd

•

That elevated structures could result in loss
of views / amenity and create visual impacts
Solution for minimising visual impacts be
negotiated on a case by case basis

Way finding
•

Providing clear and simple direction signs
with meaningful names to help drivers
navigate complex ramps and roadways

Visual
•

•

Minimising the visual impact of the bridge
over the Maribyrnong River – avoiding large
screening above the bridge or urban design
art that could increase the visual impact
Minimising the visual impact of the entire
length of the West Gate Freeway through
use of unobtrusive but effective sound
barriers and landscaping. Preference for tree

•
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planting of species shown through research
to be efficient in screening and mitigating air
pollution
•

Improving visual amenity with new and well
considered vegetation / landscaping

Transport
Opportunities
Traffic
• Opportunity to understand volume and
patterns of traffic in the inner west
• Opportunity to share this data with the
community so that they may assess and
understand how the road changes would
actually achieve the claimed benefits of the
project.

•

Considering and planning to avoid
displacement of traffic

•

Concerns
• There is a strong desire to understand
changes to traffic on the road network
with the project
• Conversion of Simcock Ave from a local
road, through an industrial area, to an
arterial road will increase traffic volumes
by 100%. Simcock Avenue is a vital
access point to residential homes.
Concern that Project is creating the new
Francis St.
• Difficult to make informed decision on
traffic volumes and movements when the
only reference in modelling for the
Business Case 2015 not based on
current Reference design or relevant to
issues of ramp placement.
•

•
•
•

•
•
•
•

In Spotswood existing barriers and buffers to
bridge off ramp will be demolished to
construct south truck on ramp – how will the
ramp be made visually appealing and
simultaneously meet noise and air quality
standards without encroachment on the
reserve?

Ensuring EES traffic impact assessment
considers truck bans

•

Ensuring tolling structure is not a
disincentive for trucks to use the new
infrastructure

•

•

That traffic in North and West Melbourne and
on Footscray Road could increase with the
project and a need to understand any
impacts and plans to manage them
Traffic, particularly placarded trucks, will
increase on Hyde St and Douglas Pde
Concerns about safety on route for
placarded trucks on Simcock Ave making
sharp turns around historic site
Issues with shared use of Simcock Ave
by placarded trucks, trucks, cars,
motorbikes,
cyclists
and
walkers
accessing Stony Creek and Hyde
Reserve
Issues with tolling of cars travelling locally
being tolled on ramps
Concern about trucks avoiding tolls and how
that could affect traffic and safety on
surrounding local roads
Concern about truck traffic re-distribution to
other roads if bans are applied only to
Francis Street and Somerville Road, for
example: to Buckley Street, Moore Street,
Millers Road, Hyde Street, Simcock Ave,
Hudsons Rd and The Avenue, Douglas
Parade
A desire to understand what truck curfews
will be applied with the project and what
else is being done to resolve the issue of
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heavy truck traffic on residential streets

•

Develop and fast track additional freight and
transport projects to alleviate traffic on our
roads. The WD will play on a small part in the
broad solution.

•

Preference for freight to use Grieve
Parade rather than Millers Road

•

Concern about drivers ‘rat running’
during construction to avoid lowered
speed limits or disruption – and a
desire to understand how traffic will be
managed during construction

•

Concern that the project will only offer a
temporary fix to the West Gate Bridge

Public transport
•

•

Allowing for future tram route to west
Consideration of other transport modes –
tram, punt, train line duplications, rail
services for freight, port rail freight

• Concern that WD project seen as sole
solution to traffic problems such as trucks on
local roads when modelling 2015 showed
multi model and integrated solutions required
• Concerns that the project will only offer a
temporary fix to West Gate Bridge capacity
• Concerns that ramps over railway line may
impact on the removal of level crossing on
Hudsons Road Spotswood in the future.
• Loss of Bike Trail near Bradmill site to go is a
complete waste of investment of public funds
• Effect on current and future service of the bus
route into/out of the city which currently exists
at the off ramps on Melb/Williamstown Rd,
Impact during and after construction including
safety issues for commuters

Walking and cycling
•

Making the most of proposed cycling
improvements by making them user friendly
and safe - with the right lighting, signage,
path width and distance markers and
facilities such as toilets and water

•

Consider registration of bicycles or tolling
providing incentives for certain routes,

•

Separating walking and cycling facilities
on Footscray Road to create a more
user friendly and safer route that caters
for increasing number of users.

•

Providing barriers between Federation
Bike Path and the West Gate Freeway to
improve amenity for cyclists and
pedestrians

•

Providing a cycling bridge over Whitehall
Street to avoid crossing road / vehicle
conflicts
Connecting and upgrading the arts
precinct along Maribyrnong River
waterfront, using a utility tunnel as a

•

•

•

•

Cost benefit of cycling –for this level of
investment in bike infrastructure how many
drivers will become riders taking cars off the
roads?
For current cyclists using the route to the city
from Spotswood it is far from safe.
Improvements are overdue and justified, It is
a bonus that it is being included in the WD
project but the government should be doing it
regardless and for reasons of safety.
Air and noise pollution for cyclists, walkers
and runners with increased traffic expected
along Footscray Road is really the only
access route for foot powered commuters to
the city from the West
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•

cycle route (i.e. London tunnels)
Improving bike crossings for areas that
are subject to flooding – reference to
paths around Moonee Ponds Creek

•

Removing crossings over roads for
cyclists to improve travel times and
safety

•

Ensuring that pedestrian and cycle
connections from Docklands to E-gate
and North Melbourne station are
provided for

•

Enhance cycling paths and cyclist safety
on Buckley Street - a designated cycling
route

•

Reasonable gradients for cyclists to
ensure an easier commute into the city

•

Enhance cycling facilities on Spotswood
streets

Road Design
•

Minimising gradient of ramps for large trucks

•

Minimising crossings of the Moonee Ponds
Creek to minimise impacts to creek health
and environment.

•
•

Minimising impact proportionate to current
open space resources
Further investigation of putting the on ramp
under the West Gate Bridge and only
having one intersection on Hyde Street.
Terrorism concerns can be addressed with
appropriate protection of the bridge
structure by building steel barriers.

•

•

•

•

•
•

There are different points of view regarding
the location of the Hyde Street ramps, with
the group generally recognising that any
design will have impacts
Concern that impacts are fair and
proportionate to the problem being solved
and to the relative sizes of communities
availability for offset within the community.
This needs to be assessed with needs of
communities in mind not a holistic view of the
corridor
Concern that the design includes new
crossings of the Moonee Ponds Creek and
the impact this would have on the
remaining quality of open space and
amenity
Concern about safe access to Westgate
Bridge from The Avenue (north) crossing
Melbourne Rd to Westgate Bridge on ramp
Spotswood residents north of Melbourne
Rd are already reporting increased rat
running from South Kingsville and North
Altona to access Westgate bia Hudsons
Rd and Melbourne Rd. to get better traffic
light sequencing and access to bridge.

Construction
•

Implementing a robust process for
managing complaints during construction

•

Actively communicating to ensure
community well informed about project
activity
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•

Desire to understand how impacts will be
managed during construction – particularly
traffic, noise, dust, air and safety
24 hour impact to include mitigation of lights

•
•

Careful management of traffic impacts is
important, with the busy Williamstown Road
interchange being highlighted as a key
existing congestion point which could be
affected

•

Consideration to be given to how
construction activities are communicated to
residents, including ensuring that a robust
complaints management process is
established and followed

•
•

A keen desire to understand construction
impacts both along the project alignment and
in neighbouring areas and how impacts are
being avoided or managed

•

Removal of spoil and haulage routes are of
interest, with a desire to see this kept to
freeways / away from residential areas

•

Importance of dilapidation surveys for
properties potentially affected by
construction work

•

Interest in location of laydown areas, if any
community areas/facilities are affected, for
how long and in what condition they would
be returned to the community
Make Donald McLean Reserve a no go
area as a lay down area during
construction

•

•

Interest in impacts on community and open
space during construction and how this will
be managed

•

Management of power supply during
undergrounding of wires

Environment and heritage
Opportunities
•

Concerns

Air Quality

•

Setting air quality standards to new national
and international levels by testing for
ultrafine particulate matter in addition to
PM2.5 and PM10.

•

•

The location of tunnel ventilation structures
and their design is important including the
proximity of portal locations and ventilation
structures to parks and other sensitive land
uses.
Concern that sensitive areas in close
proximity to recreational areas and social
amenities such as schools, aged care and
early childhood services will be adequately
monitored
Concerns that the major particulate matter
that is found in diesel fuel exhaust (ultrafine
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•

•
•

Establishing robust testing regime to
capture data on health impacts of air
contamination in sensitive locations –
recreational open space and social
amenities reviewed independently and
regularly to accommodate scientific
advances

particulates) is not being monitored and
there seems to be little interest from the
project team in monitoring this.
Establish monitoring near ventilation
Consideration given to filtering the tunnel
ventilation structures

•

Concern about air quality changes for local
residents and users of adjacent land i.e.,
parks, sporting grounds does not capture
data on ultrafine particulate matter
Concern about the potential loss of existing
vegetation and green pockets, particularly
along the West Gate Freeway corridor and
Footscray Road and the desire to
understand how vegetation will be replace/
offset within locale
Consideration of impact on waterways due
to construction and location of structures

Waterways, vegetation and landscaping
•

Replacing vegetation along the West Gate
Freeway

•

•

Rejuvinating urban forest- reference to
Footscray Road and City connections
precinct
Going further than previous projects to
protect and enhance waterways.What does
this mean?

•

•

•
•

•

•

Avoiding replicating poor amenity under
CityLink at Moonee Ponds Creek
Upgrading the Maribyrnong River waterfront

•

Maintenance of plantings delivered by the
project over time is important with a desire
to see environmentally appropriate plants
deliver a positive environmental outcome

•

Upgrade The Avenue east of Melbourne Rd
with landscaping and facilities for managing
parking and rest features for travellers
exiting the West Gate Freeway at Melbourne
Rd

Improving the environmental quality of Stony
Creek as a waterway (thinking about the
local biological/biodiversity) and
rehabilitating area by removing rubbish,
exterminating pests and revegetating to
attract appropriate wild life
Planting indigenous species appropriate to
the local environment

Noise
•

•

•

Providing sound barriers not just along West •
Gate Freeway but on new sections of road
to project nearby businesses and residents –
i.e. at Maribyrnong River and Wurundjeri
•
Way extension, Donald McLean Reserve
Setting noise levels to no higher than 63
decibels including for Donald McLean
Reserve where people playing sport
currently find it difficult to hear coaches and
this is likely to become worse with a new
on-ramp.

Concern that traffic noise could worsen and
an expectation that no one should be worse
off
Concern that traffic noise from bridge plus
noise from new ramp will increase beyond
current levels which are already at or
exceeding EPA standards in residential areas
in Spotswood – Hope St, The Avenue,
Forrest, Roberts, Bolton and George St. This
is of particular concern to Donald McLean
Reserve which is not protected by EPA
standards as it is not residential.

•

Desire for noise standards to go above and
beyond the minimum requirements – standard
63 db

Designing noise walls to reduce visual
impact and bulk
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•
•

Setting higher standards than current EPA
and adopt robust independent testing
practices
Testing carried out on second storeys
where people sleep and impact most felt

•

Concern that noise would travel from
elevated structures, with the need to
ensure those further away from the
structures are protected from noise

•

Concern that the protected historical
sites and surrounds of Simcock Ave –
bunkers, tennis courts, entrance to
Scienceworks and Power Station
precinct as industrial heritage will be
further isolated from public access by
construction of truck ramps
Concern for the preservation and
recognition of river frontage wharf
heritage for public access along Douglas
Pde

Heritage
•

Protecting and upgrading historical areas
and features

•

•

Offering voluntary acquisition to residents
who are affected

Establishing zones for potential voluntary
acquisition in residential areas impacted by
construction and new infrastructure

•

A desire to understand what the impact on EGate will be, with concern that reduction in
viable land and amenity could devalue future
developments

•

Concern that elevated structures could affect
future land use, such as at E-Gate

•

Commitment to no compulsory residential
property acquisition along West Gate
Freeway is positive, and residents are
seeking reassurances that acquisition would
not extend beyond small pockets of industrial
and crown land
Concern that residents along the freeway
corridor impacted by tunnelling and freeway
widening will require flexible options for
staying or leaving in an environment in which
values and amenity will be adversely affected
Noise, light and air pollution mitigation
solutions be offered prior to construction
Concern that the capacity for rehabilitation of
industrial sites east of the Spotswood railway
line and along Simcock Ave is being
jeopardised for development or conversion to
open space by bringing truck traffic further
south and building of on-ramp for placarded
trucks.

•

•
•

•

A desire to see businesses that must be
relocated provided assistance and support

•

A need to understand how business
relocations and acquisition will work –
including whether there will be temporary or
permanent relocations and if they be able to
return

Other
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•

•

Expected increase of traffic on Simcock Ave
and its critical role as access/exit for
Spotswood residents may pose a safety and
evacuation issue.
Concern about the impact of likely removal of
emergency lanes in area of freeway
expansion between Melbourne Rd and
Millers and its impact on access to tunnel and
freeway in an emergency

CLG Summary with additions and edits by Spotswood South Kingsville Residents Group Inc
after consultation with its committee and members.
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Attachment 6: Letter to Chair CLG
Mr Jim Williams
Chair Western Distributor Project Community Liaison Group

2 April 2017

Dear Jim
I’m writing on behalf of the Spotswood South Kingsville Residents Group Inc. to give you, as the independent
chair of the CLG, feedback as requested on the Western Distributor consultation process including the operation
of the Community Liaison Group. To put it bluntly we are frustrated and disappointed with the processes we have
encountered so far and would look to improvements in the consultation to be conducted during the next phase of
the project. We want this dissatisfaction to be formally noted particularly in view of the most recent example of a
media announcement by Premier on a Sunday on first week end of school holiday and with no warning to CLG
members of the affected communities prior to distribution of material in the area. Clearly a well planned
community engagement strategy.
Our organisation has taken the position offered to us on the CLG very seriously however as time goes by we
have become quite disillusioned with the consultation process and the way the CLG is managed. Our expectation
was that it was to be a genuine process in which a respectful dialogue about the impacts and benefits of the
project both as a whole and on particular communities could be subjected to critical analysis and robust
discussion involving the community and their representatives. We have participated fully as a group and as
individuals in various consultative processes – consultations, information sessions, pop ups and providing
feedback through many media. We have held community meetings independently chaired and had guest
speakers to better inform ourselves of the issues. Our community was left flabbergasted that a design, not part of
the formal concept design process, and whose features were strongly disapproved of in the formal consultation
report, was chosen as the reference design to go forward to tender. It is our firm view that this design did not
emerge from the consultation process. We remain disturbed by the acceptance of features of the reference
design remaining in place for the renamed west gate project despite the vehement opposition from this
community.
The position of our community put to Western Distributor Team in July 2016, has remained consistent: that the
air and noise pollution to which we are already subjected from the West Gate Freeway and bridge should be no
worse; there are legitimate concerns about the volume of placarded trucks being directed closer to our public
amenities’ and into local traffic; Spotswood will see local roads turned into truck routes and access to homes in
the suburb will be made more difficult from Melbourne Rd and Douglas Parade; and the limited open space we
have will be compromised and not offset. There is already anecdotal evidence of rat running to avoid congestion
on the Freeway and lead in roads and truck numbers are increasing. Our concerns have all been dismissed yet
our analysis of the plans and data available has already revealed that the heights provided in initial public
drawings of the proposed ramps were incorrect. This is concerning as it was widely believed and propagated by
members of the Football club that ramps would be no higher than the West Gate Freeway. As we understand it,
there has been no official correction of this misinformation, so it is likely that members of the community still
aren’t aware of this new information. We have also been unofficially informed that the claim of a reduction of
6000 trucks on the West Gate Freeway next to Donald McLean Reserve is also incorrect. Yet these claims are
still being made in the literature on the project. We therefore request official and public retraction of these claims
in project specifications and in the media. Being continuously told to wait for the EES is not an excuse to continue
with misleading information and it is undermining confidence in the consultation process.
The credibility of the project is also undermined by failure to keep promises and to follow up with affected
residents. Promises were made that base level data on noise levels would be collected on second levels of
residences in Spotswood. A promise that has not been kept with an admission that this data would be collected
from modelling the existing data. It has taken 5 months for WD team to visit affected residents despite promises
to do so in August. International research on the impact of diesel exhaust has been made available to the
Authority through our representative on the CLG. This research shows that the most prevalent and damaging
particulates from diesel engines to health is ultrafine particulates for which there is no current safe level. Despite
the serious health impact this may have through this project, the Authority has not deemed it important enough to
follow up concluding that the current standards for measuring air pollution are sufficient. This is not a sign of a
project that is going ‘above and beyond’ existing standards to achieve the best outcome nor one that takes the
concerns of the community seriously. Having a productive discussion about how our concerns could be
addressed would be much better than merely stating that ‘there is insufficient epidemiological data’ and therefore
we won’t do it. That kind of closed book approach does not engender a sense of community participation or the
kind of collaborative approach to solving problems that we would like to see. We have raised with you rumours in
the community that concessions have been given to sporting clubs on Donald McLean Reserve. These rumours
were vehemently denied and some credence given to a public and transparent process for allocating money to
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offset impact of the project. Clearly, with the inclusion of plans for development of Donald McLean Reserve these
rumours were correct and the needs of other users of the open space has been co-opted by these clubs on land
owned by Hobsons Bay City Council.
The SSKRG representative and proxies who have attended CLG meetings have found them to be a controlled
environment in which it is difficult to make a productive contribution, have conversations with representatives of
other communities or engage in robust examination of expert or team input. There is an unnecessary number of
Transurban staff and departmental employees relative to community members at meetings leading to domination
by staff in the proceedings. The reportage of meetings is minimal and in relation to Spotswood and South
Kingsville it has not been accurately recorded or the detail of the record being modified has not been explicit. The
focus seems to be on how better to inform the public about the project to garner their support rather than to enter
into genuine engagement about impacts and issues to bring about the best outcome for all communities.
The Group would like to emphasise that our representative on the CLG, Christine Harris, brings expertise from
the industry as well as being well attuned to the community’s needs through our organisation’s structures. The
recent presentation by a Spotswood representative gave no indication of the community engagement work
undertaken by SSKRG to engage the community through regular newsletters, rallies, pop up and meetings with
parliamentary representatives and Hobsons Bay City Council which has been undertaken. She is passionate
about the community engagement process. She has been exemplary in seeking feedback to take to the CLG and
in providing feedback to community members on specific issues. We appreciate the efforts she is making, the
time she is putting in on our behalf and support the views she puts forward. We seek that her participation is
respected and that all community representatives’ views and requests are treated respectfully and expeditiously.
We became involved with the CLG process after being assured that this was ‘the best way to have influence on
the project’, so far we have been dismayed with the lack of ability to have any real influence on the project other
than having misinformation corrected and even that has not happened officially. As of today, it appears that apart
from noise barriers around Donald McLean Reserve, Spotswood receives no benefit from the project and will
bear the most impact. There are no truck bans on Hudsons Rd or Blackshaws Rd promised by Wade Noonan to
th
SSKRG on March 17 leading us to believe that these roads are remaining open to construction truck activity
during construction.

Yours sincerely
Mrs Gail Makarewitsch
President, SSKRG Inc.
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