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To the Advisory Committee for the North East Link Project EES Inquiry,
My name is Kennedy D’Souza and I am a resident of 8-10 Borlase Street, Yallambie along with my
wife and 2 kids aged 2 and 4 years. We are severely impacted by the NELP and want to raise the
below points for your review and consideration as part of the EES process:
1. Chapter 13 – Land use planning Pg. 19
Surface noise and vibration - Construction activities have the potential to increase noise levels
in areas close to the project. Works such as excavation, existing bridge structure demolition
and viaduct earthworks and construction have the potential to cause significant noise impacts
for a period of time. For these works, mitigation strategies such as physical mitigation of plant,
equipment and operations, limits to the hours of operation (for some operations) and
consultation with the community would assist in managing the surface noise impacts
What sort of consultation with the community will be carried out to mitigate these increased
noise levels? What steps have been put in place to ensure that community input will be
considered and implemented and how will this be monitored?
2. Technical Report E Land use planning Pg. 61
At the northern end of the precinct, the project would require permanent acquisition of part
of Simpson Barracks, which is Commonwealth land, Borlase Reserve which is VicRoads and
Council-owned open space, and part of land owned by Melbourne Water. The proposed
project infrastructure here would mainly comprise road widening, the northern tunnel portal
and associated infrastructure (surface and open cut construction methods) which would
change the land use to road corridor.
Given that the Borlase Reserve is less than 10 meters from my residence, can a customised
report be prepared to assess all forms of impact arising from the works expected to be carried
out on the reserve.
3. Technical Report E Land use planning Pg. 38

Based on the extract from the EES report pasted above, can the panel please assess if this
issue has been satisfactorily addressed?
In my opinion and based on the guiding principles listed in Chapter 1 (and not Chapter 4), the
current reference design as opposed to a longer tunnel would:
a)
b)
c)
d)

Increase the impacts on the Banyule community
Significantly increase the impacts on the environmental and cultural assets
Significantly increase the impacts during the construction phase
Utilize more resources.

4. Technical Report E Land use planning Pg. 64
Temporary and permanent impacts on affected land uses would be minimised with the
design footprint avoiding permanent acquisition and temporary occupation to the extent
practical, particularly parks and reserves, significant landscapes around the Yarra River,
recreational and community facilities land uses, residential properties and commercial and
industrial sites (EPR LP1).
How does the current reference design minimize the impacts on Borlase Reserve as per EPR
LP1?

5. Technical Report A - Traffic and transport Pg. 3
Construction impact assessment - An assessment of the construction impacts has been
performed for two scenarios: locating the tunnel boring machine (TBM) launch site on
Manningham Road (southern launch site) or on Lower Plenty Road (northern launch site). The
assessment found: The peak month of construction activity for the southern launch option is
January 2023, when it is predicted that construction works would generate approximately
3,500 truck trips per day. The northern launch option would peak in November 2022 with
3,700 truck trips per day.
Does this imply that 3,700 trucks per day will leave from the Borlase Reserve during the peak
period? What measures will be put in place by NELP to mitigate the impacts on residents
along the Borlase Reserve?
6. Technical Report E Land use planning Pg. 68
Construction activities would generate additional truck traffic in areas around construction
sites, laydown areas and haulage routes. They would also require temporary lane and road
closures to facilitate public safety and safety of workers and detours to ensure continual flow
of traffic and access, which would change traffic and signalling arrangements. It is expected
that traffic changes associated with the project during construction would not impact the
ongoing use of residential, open space and community facility land, given the changes would
be temporary, and with the implementation of existing truck curfews and EPRs that address
traffic impacts, including Transport Management Plan(s) (TMP).
Technical Report A - Traffic and transport Pg. 4
A number of short-term road closures would be required to allow for construction activities.
These would typically occur overnight or over a weekend. Longer-term closures would require
the construction of side tracks to divert traffic around the worksites and maintain traffic flow.
This may result in some small redistribution of traffic away from the worksites that may need
to be managed.
Based on above, can NELP mandate that Borlase Street, Coleen Street and Crew Street will not
be used for construction activities during the day on weekdays?

7. Technical Report A - Traffic and transport Pg. 435

Does the above table imply that it is expected that for 2 years and 6 months, there will be 960
trucks leaving from the Borlase Reserve? If not, how do we interpret the above table in
regards to the impact reserve and the residents living along Borlase Street.
8. Technical Report A - Traffic and transport Pg. 438
It is assumed that 5 per cent of all spoil material would be contaminated and would need to
be hauled to the Dandenong area.
What level of contamination is expected in the spoil and what are the impacts this will have
when being transported through residential dwellings? What precautions will be undertaken
to mitigate these impacts and how can these be monitored?
9. Technical Report A - Traffic and transport Pg. 28 (GTA Consultants)
Lower Plenty Road interchange - The TTIA includes an estimate of the increased travel time
required by this change to local access, however, it does not provide an assessment of
whether the local traffic redistribution can be accommodated on the network.
Is there any reason why NELP have not provided a recommendation on the above observation
made in the Peer Review Report.

10. Technical Report A - Traffic and transport Appendix D – Forecast traffic volumes

In relation to the above peak hour forecasted traffic volumes, can the panel please review the requirement
for the lower plenty interchange?
The forecast shows that the difference between the “2036 – no project” and “2036 – with project” traffic
volume will be minimal (200 and less) peak hour increase along Lower Plenty Rd between
Greensborough Rd and Para Rd.
The forecast also shows that the difference between the “2036 – no project” and “2036 – with project” will
decrease peak hour traffic along Lower Plenty Rd between Rosanna Rd and Greensborough Rd.
So this clearly demonstrates that the Lower Plenty interchange will be barely used during the AM and PM
peak two hour period.
In light of the above, can the panel please consider the SMART Taxpayers Design and critically evaluate if
the current reference design is needs to be significantly modified based on the forecasted traffic volumes.
This SMART design also reduces the impact on the community and environment which is consistent with
NELA’s guiding principles.

11. Attachment IV Stakeholder consultation report Page 48

Can these options referenced in the above be made public so that the community can provide relevant
feedback which can then be updated in the reference design before the tender process?

12. NELP-EES-Map-book-Key-Map-and-Horizontal-Alignment-Plans-Part-1.pdf

Based on the above diagram, can the panel please assess if the “Project Boundary – Surface work”
needs to encroach on the whole of Borlase Street? And if so can, can the residents seek compensation
for the loss of amenities and significant impact that the project is expected to have during and post
construction?

