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Dear Mr Watson 200 Victoria Strgel
05
' Air Quality - North East Link Cariton VIC 3
Thank you for your emails of 5 September and 17 September 2019 GPO 83:(":3\2?: 3001
' regarding air and noise emissions for the North East Link project. | Melbo
have provided responses below to concerns outlined in your emails X 210082
and submission to the EES of 2 September 2019. D
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’ Air quality
Impact assessment method
The approach to assessing roadside impacts from major roads
development has,recently changed fici SSESSIng and SOml
the predicted cumuiative impacts agaifistan
assessing the risk of the incremental contribution to potential hea
IMPACts above current general health risks in !ﬁE'%TéEa'. — e
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The previous convention was to compare air monitoring data and
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w0l 7L All‘* predicted modelling estimates against the Intervention Levels
specified in Scheduled B of the State Environment Protection Policy

W epavic.gov.au

—

g —-}L\_Q
(Air Quality Management). Given the recent research findings on
»-_)Ch_[:é- s health impacts for traffic related air pollution, EPA no longer supports
?L- the previous convention, as it uses Intervention Levels that are
i d arbitrarily 20% above the ambient air quality guideline/standard. In
| the absence of an approved road impact assessment protocol, the S’P P
approach used for North East Link estimated the contribution of D O ﬂm * ) u
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i R =< incremental levels to the local area and assessed the risk to human
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health associated with the incremental increase of air pollution. This

\i impact assessment approach is similar to the approach used in
Sydney tunnels. HMG‘

Assessment approach for exceedances of PM2.5 and PM10 J

As you point out, there are some areas where there are elevated j@«—%} 3

vehicle emissions under some worst-case scenarios. EPA notes that -
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/ the prediwz.S levels are estimated to increase to
136%, and 130% for PM10Q_ds outlined in Table 79 ofthe Air Quality
= in the Air Quality technical report, this

Technical report.
equates to PM2.5 leveld.of 2.3 ug/m?® (note PM2.5 24-hour air quality

guideline is 25 ug/m®) and\R.8 ug/m®for 24-hour PM10 (note the

A ‘&‘Jq PM10 24-hour air quality gutdgline is 25 ug/m?). This incremental
contribution of 2.3 ug/m? for P
assess the potential risks to heal
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