Bangalow Chamiber of
Commerce

ACCESS| 1o the! Pacific Highway,
preferred route




Bare Facts

The Bangalow Chamber ofi Commerce believes that the RTA has failed yet again to
consult with the local community and lecal businesses on the issue off access to and
from the preferred route for the Pacific highway upgrade inte Bangalow

The RTA may well have speken to individuals but it has not addressed the community,
wide reguirement as laid down i its guidelines on community: consultation. It alse
failled te hoeld any public meetings or previde a discussion paper for lecal businesses to
review. (Other than the SAR Jan 08 which isia complex decument)

Certainly, as a Businessi Chamler which represents over 125 local businesses, no
consultation has eccurred.

Jhe RTA has failed te respend! te guestions other than to acknewledge the letter that
the BCC wrote' a number off menths ago.

Jhe fiellewing points have been| takenl fifemi the Strategic Access Report published in
Janueary: 2008fand s new: part eff the EATRARErS:




Points ofi contention.

Traffic volumes will increase.
Noise will increase.
Pollution will increase.

The weather patterns, are
predominately firom the south east.

fhe series of pictures frem the
Hearthbeat shew! that the wind/raim will .
funnel the abkeve Issues Into .

Bangalow once the cutting for the new =-—-——-
read IS N place:

¢ he RIA'S Fespense te the EA has
Used weather moedelling that s hased
ORI data) e ColisHiHareur

Airborne Pollution
on local property
from existing
Highway




ACCeSS options

A number of Access options are discussed in the SAR document
these being:

vy Lane

¢ North (RTA Preferred selution) facing ramps are proposed. This
Intersection would be less than 4 km firom the preferred route’s
planned Ross Lane intersection

Watson’s lane

¢ South flacing ramps enly. DUe to topographical constraints; this
POESSIBIE acCess pelnt Was) discounited

Lawler’s Lane

¢ This;access| polnt Wasi rejected due tor topegraphnical constralnts
WhICh Wererbelew: accepianie design: standards

Bangalew

9 Opuens terhave hethrerth andiseuith facingl rempsiwere
InVestigeted and discarded:

¥ e provisioni el south facing  ramps Woeuldireplicatertne existing
SanealoW BYyPaSSWRICHNS IESSItNan  Gikimi hom thesmain
EWiRgsealieNntersecon (RIATRrElerredi spluben)




Possible options for Bangalow businesses and
community to consider
These formed the BCC survey

Option one — No direct access to Bangalow from the new highway

Nor access from the existing Bangalow: bypass as planned by the RTA this
willl make northbound traffic leave the highway at the Ress lane
intersection and travel onl lecal reads te Bangalow: or frrom the Ewingsdale
intersection and! return te Bangalew.

Southbound traffic will continue to use St Helena hill frem the Ewingsdale
Intersection

Option twoe — One single North/Soeuth intersection te the seuth of
Bangalow,

Prepese: that further study/ inte a single nerth/seuth Intersection e
considered which at a later date couldiee: the part off the Bangalew: by/pass:

Consideration e Its; location o) the seuth of Bangalew Isimentioned in| the
RIFA EPOKT

Optien three - One single Noerth/Seuth imtersection at Bangalew,

JINISHS) 2 Versien! e epuien twe: and Woeuld suppot: anIntersecion: that
would feedidirectly/ inter and aretnd Bangalew withrallSthetnherent ISSUES
el IRcreased traffic neise and poellivitien:

Optien feur - As proposed by the RTA

SeuthNiacingiRamps et EangaloW ReadNSEIErasrtexisSiing access from
Bangalew Bypass)




Survey outcomes

¢ Very Low response
¢ The majority did not want any access

¢ [[here was a numider off opiniens volced at
BCC Meetings and idividually: thiat:

— [he RTA had net made the infermation Very.
easy. te understand

— Jihe RTA had net considered EMmMErgency/.
SER/ICE ACCESS

— e RITA had net Consulted

— e were divergents Views on 2 SeuUithern
Bane2l W BN/PeSS




Points to Note

¢ RTA guidelines for intersections

The normal minimum distance between interchanges for this type of
upgrade is 10km and the distance between Tintenbar and Ewingsdale
interchange (Roess lane and Ewingsdale interchange is 17km apart).

The RTA proposed access Is outside thelr own guidelines

IV lane acceess Is 4k frem Ress LLane, andl the proposed Bangalow:
aceess) IS 6km firem Ewingsdale

Action being takemn within pest code 2479

WESVIDrare resisting additenal reads withinrthe Envirenmenital Protected
Walter catchment i Emigrant Creek

Residenits aroundi vy lane have: sulbmitted a pretest and petitien (280:=F)
te the Prepesed vy Lane access

Wirte Indnidualtletters
Respending te the = A




SILENCE IS ACCEPTANCE

& to the EA and the RTA will
take that as acceptance by the community:
to buildl the Preferred Route with Access
points where the RTA decide

¢ Do you want to happen?- Take Action




