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Koonung Creek Reserve
Balwyn North
Preservation Group
Our aim is to preserve the
Koonung Creek Reserve Balwyn
North (KCRBNPG) for future
generations to enjoy
Our group was started by residents
(ourselves) –
•

Gabrielle de Bruyn of Central
Avenue, Balwyn North
Mary Harnan of Ventnor St,
Balwyn North

•

Our Reserve is located between Mountain View Road (near Bulleen Road) and Doncaster Road in
Balwyn North and runs parallel to the Eastern Freeway
KCRBN covers 313,352 sqm and is situated in a valley near the Yarra River. It remained relatively
unaffected until the construction of the 2nd stage of the Eastern Freeway in 1982. Sadly, at that time the
Koonung Creek was put underground 2.4 km. To provide some compensation for the significant loss of
green space at that time, the Country Roads Board and the affected municipalities planted over 12,000
trees, primarily on the North Balwyn side.
The Reserve is our community’s only green space, thus is highly valued. Many of us purchased our
homes there because of the Reserve. We have been lucky enough to walk our dogs there for 25 years
(Gabrielle) and 22 years (Mary).
Our reserve has •
•
•
•
•

Wetlands where, apart from the freeway noise, you feel like you are way out in the country
Off-leash dog areas much valued by our canine residents
Exercise equipment, playground, junior bike track
Rotunda near the wetlands where Tai Ichi classes are regularly held
Families play soccer, children learn to ride their bikes here, walking groups meet there every day,
there are seats that honour loved ones

The KCR is approx 12.5 km from Parliament House:
• Consider that Croydon is 32 km from Parliament House and Craigieburn is 40 km.
• 12 km hardly seems the logical place for a Ring Road or Orbital Freeway.
• It is not a Ring Road that goes around Melbourne thus this route fails to meet the major objective
of the project
• It has air and noise pollution implications, climate change, health consequences, traffic
congestion and thus environmental impacts for all of Melbourne.
• The environmental cost for a project that doesn’t meet its basic objective is unbelievable
• It is disappointing that a very large part of the EES summary report is about justifying the project
rather than concentrating on the Environment - on people, their communities, their health,
community assets, vegetation, wildlife and green space

Our health, environment and homes
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Currently:
•

The Reserve is home to –
o thousands of trees, some 100’s of years old
o many plant species of which there are five locally threatened plant species, three of which have
viable populations (Eucalyptus viminalis/rubida, Austrodanthonia eriantha, Austrodanthonia
tenuior, Phragmites australis, Typha ?domingensis (ref Inventory & Assessment of Indigeous
Flora and Fauna in Boroondara 2006)
o numerous fauna species have been recorded including –
▪ Butterflies - Australian Painted Lady, Cabbage White, Common Brown
▪ Fish - Mosquitofish
▪ Mammals - Common Brushtail Possum, Common Ringtail Possum
▪ Birds - Australian Wood Duck, Pacific Black Duck, Chestnut Teal, Darter, Little Pied
Cormorant, Little Black Cormorant, Great Cormorant, Australian Pelican, White-faced
Heron, White-necked Heron, Australian White Ibis, Brown Goshawk, Australian Hobby,
Dusky Moorhen, Masked Lapwing, Silver Gull, Rock Dove, Spotted Turtle-Dove, Common
Bronzewing, Yellow-tailed Black-Cockatoo, Gang-gang Cockatoo, Galah, Long-billed
Corella, Sulphur-crested Cockatoo, Cockatiel, Rainbow Lorikeet, Musk Lorikeet, Little
Lorikeet, Eastern Rosella, Red-rumped Parrot, Laughing Kookaburra, Sacred Kingfisher,
Spotted Pardalote, Yellow-rumped Thornbill, Red Wattlebird, Brush Wattlebird, Noisy
Miner, White-plumed Honeyeater, Scarlet Robin, Grey Shrike-thrush, Magpie-lark, Willie
Wagtail, Black-faced Cuckoo-shrike, Grey Butcherbird, Australian Magpie, Pied
Currawong, Little Raven, Richard’s Pipit, House Sparrow, Welcome Swallow, Common
Blackbird, Common Starling, Common Myna
o

The artificial wetlands provide habitat for fauna and fauna

o

The KCR serves as an ecological corridor for some wildlife, and this is expected to increase.

o

106 properties face or back on to the Reserve

o

The reserve and 599 houses in the area are currently affected by unacceptable levels of noise
pollution

o

Many of the homes were built well before the freeway

o

There were never any old freeway alignments that showed a massive interchange between two
freeways in Balwyn North, or of the Ring Road coming through Balwyn North.

We request a better outcome for our Reserve and community:
•

Reduce the size of the freeway expansion in Balwyn North

•

Reduce the height of the invasive and visually ugly overpasses

•

Minimise impact on Koonung Creek Reserve Balwyn North, its vegetation & wildlife, on the
liveability of our homes, and our health

•

Stop 83% of the reserve being taken and destroyed for construction purposes for up to 7 years

If it has been decided this (NEL) is the best option for Victoria, then those who are giving up the
most must be RESPECTED and PROTECTED
The current design for the connection of the Eastern and NEL neither respects nor protects us or
our environments
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Community Cohesion
•

NELA Community Consultation Process
• Initial communication from NELA via the first Bulleen community session in 2017 showed a
lack of transparency and consideration for communities along the Eastern Freeway. There
was no information for residents about the Eastern freeway connection.
• No information was available on the effect on KCR. For nearly 2 years now, we have
searched for information. Our enjoyment of this wonderful space during that time has been
affected by worry and despair.
• We first understood the true impact when the EES was released to the public on 10 April
2019. It was worse than we thought. Our worry was warranted, as to squeeze NEL in, our
Reserve will be ruined.
• The initial consultation marketing material (in 2017) on the 4 proposed options failed to
consider the value of green space along Option A or mention what would be lost:
•
•
•
•
•
•

The parklands and vegetation destroyed
7000-14000 trees to be killed along the Eastern
25,947 tree deaths in total
This is an extremely high % of our tree canopy
83% of our Reserve taken for up to 7 years
20% taken long-term, but ruining 83%, effectively ruins it all

Evidence to Support our Submission
Sustainability
•

What is Sustainability?
o

It is defined as the ability to be sustained, supported, upheld, or confirmed.

o

Not being harmful to the environment or depleting natural resources, and thereby
supporting long-term ecological balance.

o

Meeting our present needs without compromising the ability of future generations to
meet their own needs.

•

In order to have healthy communities, we need clean air, natural resources and a non-toxic
environment.

•

Melburnians are lucky to share their urban environment with an array of wildlife. However, as
Melbourne grows, habitat loss and waterway degradation is posing a significant threat to
native flora and fauna populations. As habitat becomes smaller and more fragmented
through development, wildlife faces threats, such as lack of habitat.

•

Balwyn North’s natural environment is also deeply valued and enjoyed by many people for
recreation, cultural and spiritual reasons, and for the health and wellbeing benefits that come
from being connected with nature.

•

The city’s growth, in combination with climate change, is testing the resilience of
Melbourne’s natural and built environment, causing habitat loss and biodiversity decline,
higher urban temperatures, reduced rainfall, more frequent and extreme weather events,
increased consumption of resources and more waste and pollution.

•

Reducing Greenhouse Gas Emissions Could Prevents Premature Deaths: Greenhouse
gases such as carbon dioxide trap heat, helping warm the globe. The surge in carbon
dioxide levels due to human activity since the Industrial Revolution is now causing an overall
warming of the planet that is having impacts around the globe.

Our health, environment and homes
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•

Public transportation drastically reduce CO2 emissions

•

We refer to the State government’s document “Melbourne is a Sustainable & Resilient City
2017” …
o

There is a critical need to maintain and improve the overall extent and condition of
natural habitats, including waterways. Natural habitats need to better protect native
flora and fauna, enhance the community’s knowledge and acceptance of wildlife in
areas they live, enhance access to nature and recreational opportunities across
urban areas and make Melbourne an attractive place to live and visit.

o

Direction 6.1 Transition to a low-carbon city to enable Victoria to achieve its target
of net zero greenhouse gas emissions by 2050

o

Support a cooler Melbourne by greening urban areas, buildings, transport corridors
and open spaces to create an urban forest

o

This generation of Victorians has a responsibility to protect the state’s natural
environment for future generations.

o

The city must maintain canopy trees along transport corridors ….
▪

o

As stated by the Victorian government: There is a critical need to maintain and
improve the overall extent and condition of natural habitats, including waterways.
Natural habitats need to better protect native flora and fauna, enhance the
community’s knowledge and acceptance of wildlife in areas they live, enhance
access to nature and recreational opportunities across urban areas and make
Melbourne an attractive place to live and visit.
▪

o

The loss of 7,000 trees and potentially 7,000 more along the Eastern freeway
has massive consequences.

The effects on KCR is contrary to State government recommendations of
2017.

Create a network of green spaces that support biodiversity conservation and
opportunities to connect with nature
▪

Balwyn North’s green space provides important areas of habitat for
biodiversity conservation as well as opportunities for people to enjoy frequent
contact with nature in urban environments. Existing green spaces need to be
protected and new green spaces need to be created to improve landscape
connectivity and resilience.

▪

The development of the metropolitan urban forest strategy is important for the
health of all Melbourne’s residents.

o

By 2050, Melbourne will need to be a more sustainable and resilient city that
manages its land, biodiversity, water, energy and waste resources in a much more
integrated way. To respond to the challenge of climate change and ensure
Melbourne becomes more sustainable as it grows, a green economy needs to
emerge - built around renewable energy, environmentally sustainable development
and resource recovery.

o

Melbourne’s network of green spaces provides important areas of habitat for
biodiversity conservation as well as opportunities for people to enjoy frequent contact
with nature in urban environments. It includes a range of public and private green
spaces, from parks and reserves to backyards and gardens as well as waterway and
transport corridors that provide important green linkages. Existing green spaces need
to be protected and new green spaces need to be created to improve landscape
connectivity and resilience.

Our health, environment and homes
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•

We refer to the United Nations document “The Human Fingerprint on Greenhouse Gases”
o

Quantities of greenhouse gases in the atmosphere have risen to record levels not
seen in three million years. As populations, economies and standards of living grow,
so does the cumulative level of greenhouse gases (GHGs) emissions.

•

Green spaces such as parks and sports fields as well as woods and natural meadows,
wetlands or other ecosystems, represent a fundamental component of any urban ecosystem.
Green urban areas facilitate physical activity and relaxation, and form a refuge from noise.
Trees produce oxygen, and help filter out harmful air pollution, including airborne particulate
matter. Water spots, from lakes to rivers and fountains, moderate temperatures.

•

Urban parks and gardens play a critical role in cooling cities, and also provide safe routes for
walking and cycling for transport purposes as well as sites for physical activity, social
interaction and for recreation. Recent estimates show that physical inactivity, linked to poor
walkability and lack of access to recreational areas, accounts for 3.3% of global deaths.

•

Green spaces also are important to mental health. Having access to green spaces can
reduce health inequalities, improve well-being, and aid in treatment of mental illness. Some
analysis suggests that physical activity in a natural environment can help remedy mild
depression and reduce physiological stress indicators.

•

World Health Organization 2016 urban green spaces and health:
o

Loss and degradation of urban green space can contribute to the burden of disease
exacerbating the effects of other adverse factors in the urban environment, such as
inequalities, air pollution, noise, chronic stress and insufficient physical activity.
Reducing the health risks as well as promoting health benefits of urban living
requires stronger interactions and collaborations between urban planners and public
health workers.

o

The need for green space and its value for health and well‐being is universal.

o

The importance of green spaces for health is recognized in the Parma Declaration
(WHO 2010b) with a commitment “...to provide each child by 2020 with access to
healthy and safe environments and settings of daily life in which they can walk and
cycle to kindergartens and schools, and to green spaces in which to play and
undertake physical activity”. Similar visions are expressed in the United Nations
Sustainable Development Goal 11.7 and the WHO Action Plan for the
implementation of the European Strategy for the Prevention and Control of
Noncommunicable Diseases in 2012−2016 (WHO, 2012).

Air Quality
•

Air pollution is detrimental to human health, causing respiratory and cardiovascular disease
and mortality, bronchitis, asthma, and exacerbation of chronic obstructive pulmonary
disease. It is estimated to account for more deaths than the nation’s road toll.

•

Children are particularly susceptible to air pollution because their lungs and immune system
are still developing. The elderly are also more likely to be adversely affected by pollution.

•

Of the options proposed for the NEL, the option chosen affects the most people, the most
children, i.e. the most vulnerable.

•

The Environment Protection Act 1970 allows for the establishment of standards for the
management of air pollution emissions and noise through state environment protection
policies and waste management policies. These standards must be upheld. After all, air
quality is as important to public health as safe food or clean drinking water.

•

Air quality and noise impacts should be a fundamental consideration in the design and
assessment of all new developments.

Our health, environment and homes
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Climate Impacts of our Reliance on Vehicles
•

Transport’s contribution to climate change include:
o
o

long-lived carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions and;
short-lived black carbon generated primarily by diesel vehicles.

•

Transport accounted for about 23% of global carbon dioxide emissions in 2010 and 27% of
end-use energy emissions with urban transport accounting for about 40% of end-use energy
consumption. Carbon dioxide persists in the atmosphere for over a century, with long-term
warming effects (IPCC, 2014).

•

The transport sector is the fastest growing contributor to climate emissions. Growth in
energy use is higher for the transport sector than any other end-use sector. The main drivers
of global transport energy growth are land transport, mostly light-duty vehicles, such as cars,
as well as freight transport.

•

Diesel transport is one of the world’s major sources of black carbon (along with household
biomass cookstoves). Not only does black carbon have a significant warming effect, but it is
also a major component of particulate matter, the air pollutant most closely associated with
increased air-pollution related mortality and morbidity.

•

This is particularly concerning because the proposed route is not around Melbourne but
brings all this black carbon and air pollution emissions back to within 10 km of the city
centre.

•

Ground-level ozone is another short-lived climate pollutant stimulated by transport pollution.
Ozone contributes to chronic respiratory diseases, particularly childhood asthma.

•

Reducing urban air pollution, cities and countries can reduce the social and economic
burden of diseases like strokes, heart disease, lung cancer, and chronic or acute respiratory
diseases, including asthma.

•

Smart design and investment in sustainable public transport is what a clever and sustainable
city would be investing in.

Community Wellbeing
• We refer to the Urban design strategy (EES Summary, p2)
▪
▪
▪

Minimising impacts on communities
Minimising impacts on environmental assets
Minimising impact during construction

• NEL fails on all of these where it connects at the Eastern Freeway?
• The EES champions “improved liveability” for others and “thriving communities in north east”.
▪

Shouldn’t the effects of Melbourne’s development be shared, not loaded on to a couple
of communities who lose all their available green space.

• Does the average Victorian understand the horror that is being proposed so that other people
will save travel time?
• This panel may not be able to change the route, but we implore you to investigate all the
detrimental effects in depth and advocate for a less damaging design where the Eastern
connects, a more innovative design, ongoing monitoring of noise and air pollution.
• A better result for our community. What is proposed is unacceptable.

Our health, environment and homes
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Freeway Noise Pollution
We note that the major reliance in this report for freeway noise pollution protection and management is
the VicRoads Traffic Noise Reduction Policy (VRTNRP) (3 pages):
•
•
•

63 dBA measured from 6am to midnight for Category A buildings or no greater than 63 dBA
measured from 6am to 6pm for Category B buildings is being applied.
Contrary to NELA/P’s advices, this is not a new policy or protection level.
Green spaces, even in highly built up areas, do not seem to be protected by the VRTNRP.

In WHO’s 2002 directive on the assessment and management of environmental noise, public parks
were included (Scope 1) and are protected.
We are disappointed that the EES failed to value green space, particularly given the State Governments
publications such as Melbourne is a Sustainable and Resilient City 2017.
•

WHO 2009 recommends a significantly better 58 dBA day time L1018 hour and we
wonder why this was not explored in the EES.

•

Environmental noise exposure is responsible for a range of health effects, including
increased risk of ischaemic heart disease as well as sleep disturbance, cognitive impairment
among children, annoyance, stress-related mental health risks, and tinnitus.

•

Where VRTNRP states “VicRoads is committed to taking whatever steps it can to reduce the
overall level of traffic noise”, VicRoads has shown no duty of care to protecting our Reserve.

•

Balwyn North has suffered with noise levels up to and exceeding 67 dba at houses since
Eastlink opened in 2008. We estimate noise levels in the Reserve are massively higher. In
late 2008/early 2009 we approached VicRoads about this matter, particularly as we were
concerned about unhealthy noise pollution in KCR:

•

o

VicRoads failed to spend even 1 cent on noise protection

o

VicRoads main role seems to be building and maintaining roads. So the environment
and people miss out, once again the “car” comes first

o

It is very important for everyone in Victoria to understand this. If you end up
experiencing horrible and unhealthy levels of noise from freeway traffic, in your

VRTNRP states “compatible land use next to major roads by working with Planning
Authorities to ensure that wherever possible, permitted land use beside busy roads is
relatively insensitive to noise”. Our Reserve is not insensitive to noise.
o

It is unfortunate that with the proposed NEL, apart from the Bulleen business centre,
this massive road, the most expensive in our history, goes through residential and
sensitive areas affecting people and taking nearly every inch of green space
available along the route.

•

We question why noise readings were not taken in the KCRBN?

•

We believe insufficient noise readings have been done in Balwyn North for this project. The
EES shows that noise readings were only taken at 3 houses in surrounding streets in Balwyn
North. Given the overpasses, massive widening of Eastern at this connection and
anticipated increase in traffic (95,000 per day), noise readings at 3 properties are insufficient
to form assessments

Our health, environment and homes
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excerpt from EES:
Existing and calculated traffic noise for an indicative sample of sensitive noise receiver locations – Noise Precinct 3
LA10(18hour) road traffic noise level (dBA)

Existing
(2018)

Receiver type

Difference (dB)

No project
(2036)

With project
(2036)

With and no
project
comparison
(2036)

63 to 66

59 to 60

-6 to -3

Change from
current (with
project)

-5 to -2

Category A – Noise Sensitive Residential Buildings
Viewpoint Road, Balwyn North

62 to 65

Existing and calculated traffic noise for an indicative sample of sensitive noise receiver locations – Noise Precinct 4
Carron Street, Balwyn North

63 to 66

64 to 66

58 to 60

-7 to -5

-6 to -4

Koonung Street, Balwyn North

59 to 64

60 to 65

59 to 62

-3 to -1

-2 to 0

•

•

KCR Balwyn North is in a valley topography:
o

A valley can become an amphitheatre and thus cause a “boon” effect caused by
“peak” low frequency noise from trucks, motor bikes, etc.

o

Vertical sound reflective walls fail to encapsulate the “peak” noise problem in a valley
topography.

o

In 1996, encapsulation of noise using curved sound absorptive noise walls was
recommended in a valley topography (as per the Carr Marshall Day Report for the
Eastern Freeway).

o

The overpasses will also have significant impact on our Reserve:
▪

EES mentions 4 metre high noise walls on “selected” flyovers.

▪

So are noise walls on all flyovers or just some?

▪

Proposes concrete and wood noise barriers, whereas NELP Fact Sheet April
2019 talks about “High Quality Noise Walls”.

On “Victoria’s largest road project ever” –
o
o
o
o

why no state-of-the-art walls,
no emphasis on sound deadening absorptive materials for a valley topography
failure to discuss or comply with WHO guidelines
is this best practice?

•

All overpasses and raised roads must have noise barriers/screens to protect the
environment of our Reserve for ourselves and future generations.

•

Truck numbers are predicted to increase manyfold during the day and at night when NEL
becomes operational. This has massive implications for the environmental health of KCR.
o

The EES 9.5.4.3 states that low noise open grade asphalt will be used to reduce
noise. This is true for cars, but this will not reduce the noise from trucks.

•

The effect of lighting from the vehicle and freeway (particularly on raised sections) has not
been explored

•

The emphasis on the decrease in noise on other local roads is interesting but fails in
significance due to long-term damage to KCR.

Our health, environment and homes
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•

We take exception to the statement – “North East Link has adopted more stringent criteria
than required by the VicRoads Traffic Noise Reduction Policy by utilising the criteria for new
roads for the widening of the Eastern Freeway.”
o

•

We note that in the past when budgets run low freeway noise attenuation gets cut and
cheaper protection provided.
o

•

Is NELP really suggesting that the Eastern Freeway in Balwyn North which will nearly
triple in size from 6 lanes to 18-24 lanes, should be under the old freeway criteria of
68 dba?

Communities must be assured that if adequate noise attenuation does not happen or
if noise projects are worse than estimated, the Eastern and NEL must be closed until
it is rectified.

We need a clear concise outline –
o

Of the Noise Policy being applied to our Reserve by NEL.

o

Understanding of why our green space is not protected as WHO guidelines indicate.

WHO (World Health Organisation)
The Planning Ministers Scope of Requirements Page 15 states “… and relevant criteria from the World
Health Organisation Night Noise Guidelines for Europe 2009”. It is disappointing that there has been
no discussion of WHO guidelines in the EES.
WHO provides public health-oriented recommendations, based on scientific evidence of the health
effects and on an assessment of achievable noise levels.
WHO indicates “serious annoyance in daytime or evening” at 55 dBA. Sleep disturbance at night
time at 35 dBA.
It is disappointing that NELP has ignored the clear instruction in the EES Scoping Requirement not to
ignore the night time midnight to 6 am period or the WHO night time guidelines.
Night Time Freeway Noise Policy is Long Overdue
In 2015 VicRoads asked for community comment in response to the “increasing traffic on our roads in
the last 10 years”. From the VicRoads Noise Traffic Review In 2015.
When is traffic noise the biggest issue?
▪ The large majority (69%) on all types of road were
concerned by traffic noise at night.
▪ Those concerned about traffic noise on freeways
reported being significantly annoyed in the evening
peak (63%) and early morning (63%).
▪ Those concerned about traffic noise on arterial
roads reported being significantly annoyed early in
the morning (59%).
One could say that it is evening noise (when people
are trying to get to sleep) and early morning noise
(when people are disturbed and wake early) that
concerns most.

Our health, environment and homes
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According to WHO:
•

“Sleep disturbance is one of the most serious effects of environmental noise, causing both
immediate effects and next-day and long-term effects on mental and cardiovascular health.

WHO concludes that the potential health effects of community noise include –
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪

hearing impairment;
startle and defense reactions;
aural pain;
ear discomfort;
speech interference;
sleep disturbance;
cardiovascular effects;
performance reduction; and
annoyance responses.

“These health effects in turn ▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪

can lead to social handicap;
reduced productivity;
decreased performance in learning;
absenteeism in the workplace and school;
increased drug use; and
accidents.”

A Victorian Night Time Freeway Noise Policy is essential for this project to protect our Reserve and
community.
In the absence of such a Policy, we request limiting the speed of vehicles, particularly trucks at night
to 80 kph, as applies in tunnels and sections of other freeways in Melbourne.
If we are squeezing a freeway in where it doesn’t fit, then we need to be exceeding best practice and
reducing the pain on highly affected communities wherever possible.
NEL Construction Impacts
•

We understand that 83% of Koonung Creek Reserve will be taken and destroyed for construction
purposes. Visual impacts would be at greatly affected with the destruction of trees and vegetation.
o

•

The area would be off limits to the local community for 7 years. Then at completion we will have a
enormous interchange to roads sitting high on our urban landscape, increasing the noise and
fumes and devaluing our properties.
o

•

Not acceptable

Loss of 7,000 trees, possibly 14,000 trees, loss of irreplaceable vegetation and removal of all
wildlife, and resultant loss of and long-term modification of, the structures, composition and
ecological function of the land
o

•

Not acceptable

Not acceptable

Loss of our valued green space to a whole community with ramifications on physical and mental
health, our total wellbeing and social interaction
o

Not acceptable

o

A child who lives in the area could start primary school and be in secondary school by the
time they were able to utilise the Reserve again. They would at university by the time the
tree canopy is of any significance.

Our health, environment and homes
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•

We are appalled about the removal of 83% of the Reserve’s trees, what limited noise
attenuation there is during construction.
o

We request that noise protection is provided before they are removed.

o

We request further details regarding longevity of this “takeover” and details about its use
during that period.

o

It would be shameful to find out vegetation has been destroyed unnecessarily or for car
parking.

Landscape, Visual & Recreational Values
An EES objective is to minimise adverse effects on landscape values, visual amenity, recreation
and open space values and to maximise the enhancement of these values where opportunities
exist”
•

Further, it mentions –
o “An Urban Design Strategy has been developed to ensure that the project
incorporates high quality urban design that would deliver a positive civic legacy
for local communities in Melbourne’s north-east making a strong and lasting
contribution to the city’s public realm.” (Pg2 EES Summary)
o

•

“Principle of intergenerational equity: The present generation should ensure that the
health, diversity and productivity of the environment is maintained or enhanced for
the benefit of future generations.”

The current design for connection between NEL & Eastern Freeway –
▪

Fails to leave a “positive civic legacy” or “intergenerational equity”. Writing it in a
document that it does is not proof that it does.

▪

Is old fashioned invasive design – I know retro is in, but this is not even good vintage!

▪

There is nothing “quality” about it, the design is disgusting

▪

It delivers a NEGATIVE legacy for future generations

▪

KCR will be heavily impacted by the ugly noise walls proposed, the widening of the
Eastern (taking up to 50m from the Reserve in some cases), devastation during
construction (83% of the reserve being taken & Park & Ride being temporary moved
into KCR)

▪

High overpasses in the middle of several suburbs is irresponsible. The noise factor,
the visual factor, implications for health, mental health, long-term consequences,
effects on environment

▪

Overpasses – several – looking into homes, views of nature changed to concrete?

▪

Are people who live along the Eastern Freeway considered 2nd class citizens? Is
their recreational and green space valued as less?

▪

Surely we can do better?

▪

After all you are basically rebuilding the Eastern Freeway where it is proposed to
connect to the NEL?

▪

Instead of destroying green space, why can’t we add to it?

▪

Dropping the overpasses down, the freeway down, building walls that curve in that
vegetation could grow on – thus increasing green space, reducing noise and
pollution.

Our health, environment and homes
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▪

Why is it so wide? Consider all that will be destroyed
•

yet the bottlenecks will still be at Hoddle St and the Mullum and Melba tunnels.

•

The grade issues in the Mullum & Melba tunnels for trucks will still continue!

▪

Why can’t we try above ground type tunnels that protect communities?

▪

They can cover roofs on homes on Grand Designs with grass and wildflowers with
relatively small budgets, so considering the billions being spent on NEL, why can’t we
come up with a design that covers in part of the freeway, decreases lots of its
negatives and contributes to Melbourne’s liveability?

▪

Put solar panels on it & give everyone whose property is negatively affected cheaper
energy

▪

Surely we are bright enough to come up with something world leading rather than
massive overpasses towering over our environment

▪

Give us the long waited for Doncaster Rail

▪

As it is, the “cost” of this project is unfair on many

▪

•

Saying that someone in another community will benefit by more green space is
hardly helpful

•

EES, p 47 – Along the Eastern, some residents would have their views to
parkland blocked by hoardings and fences, while some elevated properties will
look directly into the construction compounds. This could be for up to 7 years

EES claims that the “overall open space acquired or used temporarily is relatively
small in area”:
•

Taking KCR for up to 7 years – well I don’t call that temporary

•

Taking 83% is invasive and unnecessary

In some locations (EES, p46) where permanent new infrastructure would be close to properties, the
potential visual impacts could be high”
•

There are too many streets where this is anticipated to happen and we would expect more

•

Compensation must be paid to those whose homes and community are affected

Habitat & Biodiversity
•

The reference design would result in the loss of more than 52 hectares of native vegetation, this is
environmentally significant.

•

A freeway is being squeezed where there is no room for it. We can not know or estimate the
impacts this will have or what we will lose

Our health, environment and homes
need protection not destruction
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Our Summary
We feel that we have been treated with a lack of respect and a lack of information and transparency
during the NELA Consultation Process and we request that we now we treated FAIRLY.
It is must be recognised that –
•

This project is harmful to many people, their communities, resources, facilities, environment, green
space, physical health, mental health, financial health and the overall liveability and enjoyment of
their homes.

•

An educated society cannot promote taking away so much from one group of people to benefit
others.

•

This project cannot be justified on its long-term benefit to Victoria. If that was the case we should
be pursuing other more cost effective and long term options such as rail freight and public transport.
That would decrease traffic sufficiently on everyone’s roads to ensure these expensive roads were
not continually needed thus diverting funds elsewhere – hospitals, homeless, education, etc.

•

At a minimum, the connection between the Eastern and NEL must be reduced and redesigned.

This Project aims to deliver substantial transport, economic and liveability benefits (Pg3 EES Summary)
•

While it may do this for many Victorians, it does not do this for those whose homes, parklands and
communities are massively pilfered

•

In reality, you are stealing from some to give to others

•

That the foot print identified for construction purposes is excessive, seems to take everyone’s green
space along the route and should be scaled back.

•

That there must be compensation for the average hard working person whose home is negatively
impacted and who bear the burden of health and liveability consequences

We don’t know whether you have the power to stop this enormous waste of billions of dollars
and environmental damage, but if there is no way back now & the road must be built –
•

Then as per the Minister for Planning Scoping requirements, we ask that –“the feasibility of
design alternatives” be considered

•

People who live near the Eastern Freeway connection are not second class citizens. We have
not been treated the same as those along the new NEL. The connection with the Eastern must
be redesigned and reduced in size to protect our environment and our people

•

A design that minimises and lowers the overpasses
o
o
o
o

Minimises the excessive expansion of the Eastern at the connection
Minimises damage to our green space –
it seems that everyone’s green space has been put on an “availability list” for use during
construction
too much is being destroyed for construction purposes

•

Design something innovative that adds to our community, at the moment we get ZERO

•

In the 70’s freeway noise was a relatively unknown issue, but as projects get wider, more
invasive and freeways are busy 24 hours a day. Most people don’t want freeways in their
communities, so if it goes in someone else’s community, Victoria must treat the effected people
fairly, their health, financial situation, environment - they must be protected not argued with and
worn down over time.

•

Ongoing transparent monitoring of noise and air pollution by an independent body is essential
after the project is built, particularly regarding noise pollution

Our health, environment and homes
need protection not destruction
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•

It is no longer appropriate for VicRoads to be responsible for this. Their track record at
protecting communities is appalling. It is time that an independent body was responsible and
had a sufficient budget for monitoring and taking action regarding freeway noise pollution in
Victoria
o
o
o
o

•

To set a noise objective in line with WHO
To set a Night Time noise objective
To protect neighbourhood smaller green space
To measure noise from all habitable rooms in homes

Over time freeways get busier and busier –
o
o
o
o

It not fair that the noise objective increases after the project is completed
It is not fair to put time limits on it, particularly when we all know traffic is increasing
The discrimination between some communities being protected by 68 dba or 63 dba
must stop NOW
It does not matter whether it is an old freeway, our health is our health and it is precious
to each of us

•

If our health and liveability of our homes can’t be protected from freeway noise pollution, then
the freeways should be closed until they are!

•

Consider all that will be destroyed
o
o
o

The NEL tunnel can never be widened!
The bottlenecks will still be at Hoddle St and the Mullum and Melba tunnels.
The grade issues in the Mullum & Melba tunnels for trucks will still continue!

•

A search party needs to be set up to find the EPA – they seem to have a limited role in
protecting our environment.

•

Please look into the situation of our neighbours in Estelle St in Bulleen who are horribly
affected by this Road

•

Lastly, we must save the Bulleen Red Gum Tree and our valued trees. This Red Bull has
survived over 300 years, maybe 100’s more, despite our best efforts to kills it via developments,
traffic, noise and pollution. It is a symbol of resilience and much loved by many communities.

•

The effects of this project mean that we will need as many trees as possible to try to rebalance
our environment. It is no use having the lungs of Melbourne in the Green Wedge 10-14 km
away from here, it is too far away and those roads are too congested for us to get there in time
to clear out our lungs.

Our health, environment and homes are more important than saving a few minutes in traffic
Thank you for this opportunity
On behalf of the Koonung Creek Reserve Balwyn North Preservation Group
Gabrielle de Bruyn (Central Ave, Balwyn North)
Mary J Harnan (Ventnor St, Balwyn North)
Disclaimer: the EES documentation was too large for us to read fully and we have limited other financial means to
do so, therefore, this submission is based on what we were able to access, read and our experiences. Thus,
we are not liable for any information or statements made within this submission.
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