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Thank you for the opportunity to speak today.
We residents of the Waterways Estate 3195, as formally submitted in December to this EES panel, would like to strongly object to this proposed Mordialloc Freeway.
Even though this EES process should/must highlight and try to mitigate the serious impacts this useless Freeway will create, we know this Freeway will destroy the existing unique birdlife, our beautiful visual landscapes, disturb our peace, create toxic air and noise population for our families forever, create contaminated soil issues and clearly be a “Freeway to Nowhere” and therefore will not sustain or vindicate its primary purpose. 
The forever lasting heavy Environmental impacts of this Freeway will far outweigh the benefits. This is something you will not witness because once you have decided your final judgement, hopefully not to build it– you will not be around to see it, hear it or breath it. You have that luxury.
To begin with why are we building a Freeway that is a fragment of a 1960s Road plan and Project? How much has changed to landscape, environment, community, families and housing in nearly 60 years? A massive amount. Has this been taken on board or is it ” its on paper let’s just build!”
Of course, it hasn’t and it’s because it purely a political vote grabbing project. Hence why the Government is announcing by pamphlet drop to my home NOW that it WILL commence construction in mid 2019.! How can this be?? How can you announce that this is a fait accompli?   What is the point of this EES then? Is this transparent and independent process? Or just “lets just show them we are seen to be doing the right thing”. This is unjust and unfair as its again, as history has shown over decades, a David Vs Goliath battle. In addition to unjust there is still no public release of the Business case for this Freeway. Even the Grattan Institute have picked up on this let alone us ….Joe Public. A claimed cost benefit ratio of 4:1 we were told and that it will be released by Tim Richardson last year---we the public are still waiting. Heaven forbid to reassess and say ”OK is this really still the best, efficient and least environmental impact option there is in this South Eastern section?”
Actually in reality we have built a lot or roads/projects, there’s been EastLink, two bypasses and LXRA removal sites and you know what…we cant see any decline in congestion. So how will this help? It won’t, as it’s a Road to Nowhere with a Massive Environmental footprint that will be irreversible and last forever. In the end when you build a road you just get more traffic. But there are alternatives. If your really convinced on building a road, which we are convinced we don’t need one, then why don’t we duplicate existing Governor Road, Wells Road and or even Springvale Road. They state "we need to ease congestion on Wells road" . This would of course be half the cost to us, the tax payer compared to this Mordialloc Freeway---but hey why would Government want to be cost effective? Unheard of yes? Another alternative is build the extension of Westall  road to the Monash Freeway. Once constructed reassess again and recheck the traffic data. Or even better and which we support and is more efficient, a light rail line down Springvale road, increase bus routes and even have secure bicycle depots at major Bus stops. If Victoria wants to be really innovative and bold ---a shorter freeway above Springvale road that connects to the Dingley bypass ---a lot shorter stretch kilometres wise and much less of an environmental impact.
There will be a massive health Impact on our local community and we fear for this as there is no long-term Public Health section covered in the EES. The Freeway is just 100 - to as little as 50m from our residential homes of our Waterways Estate community. Research shows residents living within 500 m of a Freeway are greatly affected in terms of health, acute and chronic. Lung disease, exasperation of asthma in the elderly children, etc result from small particulate from exhaust fumes caused by heavy vehicles that use freeways, and cars. The close proximity of the Freeway to our homes, the demography of which is some elderly and some high concentrations of young families, means that the Freeway will unequivocally cause health issues for our families forever. This is unacceptable. For a Freeway particularly, that has extremely questionable justification and purpose, this is totally unacceptable, as the impact of the health of us residents of Waterways, and others like Aspendale Gardens and Dingley Village far outweighs the benefits of this Road. In addition, the constant noise pollution of cars, buses and freight trucks (especially B-doubles) will clearly affect the wellbeing of all living nearby forever. A Monash University Study conducted over 9 years concluded there is a link between long term exposure to air pollution and autism spectrum disorders. The types of airborne particles examined included vehicle exhausts. It found that the chances of developing autism were up to 78% higher in children, our children, who were exposed to toxic air particles. How can this EES process mitigate against Air pollution? You can’t. We the residents, our children and public have to deal with that. Not you. This is our personal impact.

Chapter 11, Table 11.5 in the EES denotes the visual impact of the Freeway on residents in Waterways will be high and is rates so. The Visual Impact on Waterways and also Aspendale Gardens who we normally have views of the Waterways wetlands will impact significantly. Having these Waterways wetlands as a peaceful refuge or walking or cycling with our families quietly watching the unique bird life will never be the same again. We bought in the area for a  wetlands site …not a freeway site.
Whilst figure 11.7 in the EES shows a before and after depiction of pre and post a Freeway and what it may look like from the Waterways wetlands, these are issues with this photo. A) It shows the freeway is a much lower height than the reality at this spot- this vista is but 50 metres from Bowens Rd, where a bridge to the height of up to 5-7 metre noise wall will be built. The Freeway depicted in this picture is shown at half this height, and the image does not show the 3-dimensional impact of the vision of a Freeway. Essentially as the Freeway will be built as a bridge, the visual impact- with the Freeway seen at the horizon will be much greater, and this picture of the bridge is misleading. Table 11.8 acknowledges, even after trees have been planted, after 7 years the Bridge will still be higher than the tree line.   
Earlier on we said Road to Nowhere. What does this mean.……. This Freeway is intended to ease local congestion by primary purpose and by political marketing razzle dazzle, but its planned to be connecting to an already heavily congested Warrigal Road. Have any of you or the traffic study’s surrounding this freeway plan observed what it’s like at Warrigal Road at peak hour NOW? It’s already slow moving and heavily congested. Now this Freeway will just bring more. This does not make sense to us.
But to be fair and devil’s advocate, if this Freeway was connected to the South Eastern Freeway then that would make sense, objectively. In our formal written submission, we refer notes to Chapter 8 which outlines
Some examples of impact include, but not limited to: A major premise for building the Freeway, is that the Government has stated is to “ease local congestion”. Chapter 8 in the EES report outlines the Traffic and transport analysis and perceived benefits to the local community, both in terms of such claims as easing local congestion, saves time, and the claimed cost-benefit ratio of 4 to 1 investment.
However, the reports own projections outline in fact that no less than 13 local roads will be worse off, with more traffic on local roads, than if the Freeway was not built. Whilst on a dozen local roads appears to reduce congestion, overall this is a Freeway that primarily will not “ease congestion” as widely touted by the MRPA, and the Government. 
Table 8.7 itself clearly demonstrates the contradiction of the claim that the Freeway will easy local congestion. Whilst some Roads such as Wells Rd may be reduced in traffic in some sections, the increase in traffic far outweighs the reductions. Nearby local roads the EES report indicated, will be inundated, if the Freeway was built. To name a few, Centre Dandenong Rd, will see an increase in traffic of 100%, from 17 000 per day to 34 000 per day. Nearby Governor Rd west will experience a 60% increase in traffic, from 18 000 to over 27 000. Nearby Lower Dandenong will experience an increase of 15%. 
The Dingley Bypass at the northern end will increase by 15%, from 5200 to 60 000 per day, the already congested South Road will see another 10% traffic added, from 51 000 to 57 000. And in the South, The Mornington Peninsular Freeway will see a massive 60% increase in traffic from 50 000 to over 82 000, compared to if the Freeway was not built. Even Councils involved, City of Kingston and City of Glen Eira have publicly stated serious concerns of this extra local congestion and increase numbers of traffic in local areas.
This is not in any way, an efficient use of roadway and ultimately serves little local community benefit. The fact is, the EES report itself, shows what many Transport academics have been saying in the 21st Century which is Freeways induce traffic, and do not solve the congestion issues. You are just moving the congestion issues to Warrigal/South Roads. Where road may be reduced, in this report, other roads will experience even more congestion. Hence this Freeway has not solved, what the local community in Waterways/Kingston expect, reduce congestion. Again , it will merely shift a bottleneck further along, solving nothing. Wells Rd, in the shorter term may experience a reduction in traffic, but, the EES Report clearly shows, this Freeway will result in other just as crucial roads being inundated as stated before ---Warrigal/South Road.
In terms of claimed benefit, the so call cost-benefit ratio, whilst the EES report indicates the Freeway benefits the community getting people to the employment clusters, such as the mentioned Monash, Dandenong and Moorabbin Airport region and then list the employment and employee numbers and projected increases in these areas, the Report stops short of explaining or justifying exactly how the Cost Benefit analysis was made, particularly the extra-ordinary claim of a 4 in 1 return.  The further detail, we are informed, is in the Business case, however this Business case, the Government will not release for further public scrutiny. Why is this not released to us, the Public? Where is the transparency?
Another important and hazardous issue that the EES Report shows is the risk of Acid Sulphate. This is a risk too great in close by in our Waterways Estate wetlands region. The Report reveals significant soils and contaminated land issues. As shown in Chapter 18. 
The effects and hazards of Acid Sulphate is detailed in our written EES submission.
The Report indicates the Soil Management Plan that includes Removal offsite of the contaminates soil, following air expose of no more than 18 hours is in place. Plus, the Report Claims the method of Pylon Driving, rather than drilling will reduce the volumes of ASS. However, the southern section is made up of a substantial collection of waterways and wetlands where a bridge will be constructed, using pylons rather than landfill and the risk recently great in this section to ASS contamination. Even the slightest exposure of ASS in the waterways could have long lasting devastating effect on our Waterways wetlands, aquatic life and the flora in/near our region. Again you wont be around to be accountabile for that.
The Waterways wetlands, next to our housing Estate, whilst predominantly rebuilt, is a remnant of the centuries old Carrum Carrum swamp region. The Waterways wetlands was created hence to restore the natural purpose of this area.  The impact and loss of one endangered plant or animal is too great. 
Now referring to Chapter 15 Biodiversity of the EES, the chain of numerous important wetlands in the corridor of the Freeway is extremely important, and these wetlands play a crucial part in our ecosystem and for the flora and fauna that are part of them. It clearly shows that endangered species and other wildlife frequents this habitat. 13 EPBC Act listed endangered Migratory bird species are known to frequent the Waterways wetlands area.  We know this for a fact as we the residents see this on a weekly basis. 
Furthermore, there are several endangered flora species found in large parts in our Waterways wetlands in the path of the Freeway.  Figure 10.9 shows that an EPBC Listed Seasonal Herbacious Freshwater and Natural Damp Grasslands are prevalent throughout the Waterways wetlands. The Report indicates a 1m long pylon Bridge will be built over the Freeway. However, the report also shows vast amounts of the above for example, will need to be removed. Whilst the report indicated offsetting/ reintroduction of these other lost threatened species elsewhere, the flora that is removed cannot simply be replaced.  
Further the Report indicated shadowing will be created by twin bridges over the Waterways Wetland. The lack of sunlight in this region under and around the bridge areas will result in almost certain permanent habitat loss, included the threatened Flora species mentioned in this area.
The Report claims that the Waterways wetlands is not ephemeral, and therefore less likely to attracted Migratory Waders, such as those EPBC Act listed birds that frequent the nearby RAMSAR Listed Seaford Edithvale Wetlands. However, observations and witnesses, again including all of us as we live here, attest that the water during spring and summer reduced significantly to just a few inches (often when the migratory birds come) in many areas where the bridge will be built across the Waterways wetlands and disagree with the Reports assertion that this section is classified as just “open water”.  The Waterways wetlands still should be considered crucial for habitat for the Migratory Bird waders. These birds clearly use our Waterways Wetlands as a ‘stepping stone’ to the RAMSAR wetlands. We know as we see it nearly every day. For myself, for the last 8 years.
Apart from threatened species these wetlands and the chain of wetlands are home to many native species not even mentioned in the EES report, including the Echidna, which has been spotted numerous times and once by my own wife in our front garden and there are reports platypus is also in the Mordialloc Creek area, spotted last year on the northern Waterways wetlands. However, these animals are not mentioned at all. The wetland region and surrounding plains are home to a myriad of wildlife. We are witness to this as we all have had experiences.
Mortality rates of wildlife is considered by the report to be a real and significant threat to wildlife including endangered species. 
Again we have gone into detail regarding the risks to low flying birds including the Australian Bittern and fences and high bridges being used on this Freeway in our written formal submission. These pose a huge threat to our unique birdlife in our Estate.
IAC has heard some ideas and suggestions of a boardwalk in the Waterways wetlands. This idea seems like a token gesture and again more construction and extra impact. Its making something with a really heavy impact sound a little less heavier. In regards to the process of construction we can just imagine the impact on the enviroment that even the heavy plant equipment such bull dozers, trucks etc will have. They need to be kept on site yes? so more of a wider destructive footprint.
There are many other reasons that this Freeway posed great and unacceptable risks. The Waterways wetlands being such precious and ever threatened habitat for wildlife, including endangered fauna and flora. Again, we are witness to this as we live here. Quite simply, this Freeway poses a heavy significant risk to all birdlife in our area, and the connectivity of the chain of Wetlands, from the central section of Braeside, Woodlands, to the southern section of Waterways and Mordialloc Creek Wetlands which are 70 m or less from the Freeway corridor and the RAMSAR listed Edithvale Seaford wetlands (650 m from the Freeway), will be greatly affected, despite the EES report claiming the risk will be insignificant. 
In regards to the Terms of Reference, We residents have read RAMFs response to it and fully support it and especially the statement of this proposed Freeway project is premature.
Society is conditioned or brainwashed to believe that more and more roads are always necessary. Why? Are we as humans not intelligent or innovative to think of a better way? 
More effort and innovative ways must be investigated, as we have suggested here today,  in investing in public transport around our Waterways Estate and surrounding areas which would clearly have no or very low Environmental impact. This proposed Freeway must not be built based on the reasons specified above. 
In doing so would slowly destroy our peaceful homes, our healthy life, our unique birdlife, exquisite Waterways Wetlands and our children’s future and for what………. a saving of “8 mins”? Once this is impacted…… it is gone forever. A construction of this Freeway and destruction of the Waterways Wetlands will be YOUR legacy that will affect our future generations forever.
Thank you.
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