
Lisa Chan
NS W Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
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Re: Newcastle Port Corp. Mavfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan

Department of PiannÍri

2 1 SEP 2010

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan, and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos, storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the rneeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up − in I hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctional, and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct, and
understate the truck movements by more than 1.000,000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

l Containers

l million containers, where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800.000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan. that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800,000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liq uids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% imports − 2 operators, 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300ML Diesel. 40 ML
biodieseL 300 ML Fuel OiL 40 ML ethanol all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500,000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos.
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000
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4. General Purp ose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy machinery, Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1,000.000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes, including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"T hese roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged. then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of

Noise. Air Quality,

H azzard & Risk, Water Management.

Heritage & CulturaL Infrastructure.

Geology & Soils. Social & Economic.

Ecology. Waste Management.

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals, and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.
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Lisa Chan
NS W Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
lisa.chan@p lannin~.nsw.~ov.au

Re: Newcastle Port Corp Mayfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan, and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos, storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up − in 1 hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctional, and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this comrnittee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct, and
understate the truck movements by more than 1.000,000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

1. Containers

1 million containers, where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800.000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan. that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800,000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liq uids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% imports − 2 operators, 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300ML Diesel, 40 ML
biodiesel, 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out. and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500,000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer. Coke Cargos.
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4. General_ Purpose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy machinery, Break Bulk
including RoiRo Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1.000,000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes, including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged. then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surroundinu inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of

Noise, Air Quality.

Hazzard & Risk, Water Management.

Heritage & CulturaL Infrastructure,

Geology & Soils. Social & Economic,

Ecology, Waste Management,

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals, and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.
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Lisa Chan
NS W Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
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Re: Newcastle Port Corp Mav tield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan. and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos. storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up− in I hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctionaL and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct, and
understate the truck movements by more than 1.000,000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

1. Containers

l million containers, where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800.000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan. that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 rnovements.

So using simple maths there are 800.000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liquids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% imports − 2 operators, 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300ML Diesel, 40 ML
biodiesel, 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back ini empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500,000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement. Fertilizer, Coke Cargos,
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4. General Purpose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy machinery, Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100.000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1.000,000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets. Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes, including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"T hese roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by− any ,:oad registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding irmer city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged. then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of

Noise, Air Quality,

Hazzard & Risk, Water Management,

Heritage & Cultural, Infrastructure,

Geology & Soils, Social 8: Econ~omic

Ecology, Waste Management,

& Climate Change & Sustainability & CulturaL

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals. and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account,
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Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
lisa.chan@plannin~.nsw.~ov.au

Re: Newcastle Port Corp Mayfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan, and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos. storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up− in 1 hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understandina is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctional, and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp. so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct. and
understate the truck movements by more than 1,000.000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

1. Containers

1 million containers. where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800,000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan, that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800,000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liquids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% imports − 2 operators, 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300ML Diesel, 40 ML
biodiesel, 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500.000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos.
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4. General Purpose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy machinery, Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo w−ould have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1.000,000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes, including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding tnner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged. then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of

Noise. Air Ç)uality,

Hazzard & Risk, Water Management.

Heritage & CulturaL Infrastructure.

Geology & Soils, Social & Economic,

Ecology, Waste Management.

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals, and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.
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Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
lisa.chan@Dlannin~.nsw.~ov.au

Re: Newcastle Port Corp. Mayfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan, and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos, storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up− in I hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctional, and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct, and
understate the truck movements by more than 1,000,000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

1. Containers

l million containers. where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800,000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan, that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using sirnple maths there are 800,000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liq uids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% imports − 2 operators, 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300ML Diesel. 40 MI
biodiesel, 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500.000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos.
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4. General Purp ose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy machinery. Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1,000.000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes, including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"T hese roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movernents resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged. then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the rnostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding ironer city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases ini Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of

!

Noise, Air Quality,

f Hazzard & Risk, Water Managernent,

Heritage & Cultural, Infrastructure,

Geology & Soils. Social & Economic,

Ecology, Waste Management,

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully inforrned of these proposals, and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.
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....Pubhc Exhibition of the Plan, and some advertising and letterboxingBoes not donstitute a goolexample of '−
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos. storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Ree Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up − in I hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctional, and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct, and
understate the truck movements by more than 1,000,000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

1 Containers

l million containers, where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800.000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan, that is 400,000 loaded trucks rnovements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800,000 truck movernents just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liquids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% irnports − 2 operators, 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300ML Diesel, 40 ML
biodiesel, 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500,000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos.
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and ernpty − say 250,000



4. General Purpose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy machinery. Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1,000,000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes, including B Doubles.

All other roads in May field ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding innler city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged. then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of

Noise. Air Quality,

Hazzard & Risk, Water Management,

Heritage & Cultural. Infrastructure.

Geology & Soils, Social & Economic,

Ecology, Waste Management,

::7− & Climate Change& Sustainability & Cultural. / ,~/ ,,,

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be pi−operly and
fully informed of these proposals. and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account. ~ − −_7 2−'.2−−/.~ − − / ~−" "" ~"': " " " " −
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Lisa Chan
NS W Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 200!
lisa.chan(a':planning.nsw. gov.au

Re: Newcastle Port Corp Mayfield Site Port−Related Activities Concep t Plan

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan, and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos, storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Ree Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up − in 1 hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctional, and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the brieting, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct. and
understate the truck movements by more than 1,000,000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

1. Containers

l million containers, where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800,000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan, that is 400.000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800.000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liq uids

t,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% imports − 2 operators, 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300ML Diesel, 40 ML
biodieseL 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in ernpty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500,000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos,
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and ernpty − say 250,000



4. General Pu~rpose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy machinery, Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,50OO,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1,000,000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intennodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes, including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged. then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surroundina inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of

Noise, Air Quality.

Hazzard & Risk. Water Management,

Heritage & Cultural, Infrastructure.

Geology & Soils, Social & Economic.

Ecology, Waste Management.

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals. and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.
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Lisa Chan
NS W Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
lisa.chanfùp!annin_~.nsw.gov.au

Re: Newcastle Port Corp Mayfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan, and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos, storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up− in I hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctional, and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp. so
the briefmg session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community. nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct, and
understate the truck movements by more than 1.000.000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

l Containers

l million containers, where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800.000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan, that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800.000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liquids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% imports − 2 operators. 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300ML DieseL 40 ML
biodiesel, 300 ML Fuel OiL 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500,000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos,
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4. General Purpose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy machinery, Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1.000,000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes, including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged. then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of

Noise, Air Quality,

Hazzard & Risk, Water Management,

Heritage & Cultural, Infrastructure.

Geology & Soils. Social & Economic.

Ecology, Waste Management.

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals, and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.
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Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
lisa.chan@!ptannine.nsw.oov.au

\−, i;Ê E:" ",.k

Re: Newcastle Port Corp Mayfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan
i"

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan; and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos, storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up − in I hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctional, and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing. and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct, and
understate the truck movements by more than 1,000.000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

1 Containers

l million containers, where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800,000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan, that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800,000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liq uids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% imports − 2 operators, 3.30 MI, unleaded Petrol, 300ML Diesel, 40 MI
biodiesel, 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500.000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos.
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4. General Purp ose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers. Heavy machinery, Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park. just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1.000,000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes, including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged, then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of

Noise, Air Quality.

Hazzard & Risk, Water Management,

Heritage & Cultural, Infrastructure.

Geology & Soils, Social & Economic,

Ecology, Waste Management,

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals, and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.
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Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
lisa.chan@plannino.nsw.~ov.au

Re: Newcastle Port Corp
~L~

Mayfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require rnajor modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan, and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good exarnple of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos, storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up− in I hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctionaL and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community. nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct, and
understate the truck movements by more than 1.000.000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

1. Containers

l million containers, where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800,000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan, that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800,000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liq uids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% imports − 2 operators, 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300M L Diesel, 40 ML
biodiesel, 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

I−[ow many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500,000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos,
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4._
_

General Purpose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy machinery, Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1.000,000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes. including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged. then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new eargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of,

Noise, Air Quality.

Hazzard & Risk, Water Management,

Heritage & Cultural, Infrastructure,

Geology & Soils. Social & Economic.

Ecology, Waste Management.

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals, and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.
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Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
lisa.chan@ptanning.nsw.gov.au

Re: Newcastle Port Corp. Mayfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan, and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos, storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up − in 1 hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctional, and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct, and
understate the truck movements by more than 1,000.000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

1 Containers

1 million containers, where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800,000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan, that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800,000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liq uids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% imports − 2 operators, 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300ML Diesel, 40 ML
biodiesel, 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500,000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos,
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4. General Purpose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy machinery, Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1.000.000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes. including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged. then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
~11 −~−r i| " (,2

....
surrounding inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of

Noise, Air Quality,

Hazzard & Risk, Water Management,

Heritage & Cultural, Infrastructure,

Geology & Soils, Social & Economic.

Ecology, Waste Management.

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayneld so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals. and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.

− : : − 1._
Name − printed..... .~−..: ...

;. i :. .". '."i ?.7.....6..:i :. :..T.: .'::.'7.. ~ ................................................................

Address Printed
Tel or email contact " " − ....... '~ " ~ − ~ ~.t, − ; ', ~

Signature " − " ...... ......... Date ~' '"~

I−L ii

• − !.2

−~71 ti
•

:~' ~ i•I ~i :
/

2



−1(,,

Lisa Chan
NS W Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
lisa.chan@plannino~.nsw.gov.au

Re: Newcastle Port Corp Mayfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan, and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos. storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up −in 1 hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctional, and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct. and
understate the truck movements by more than 1.000.000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

1 Containers

1 million containers. where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800.000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan, that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to rnake the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800,000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liquids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% imports − 2 operators. 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300ML Diesel, 40 ML
biodiesel, 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500,000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos.
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4. General Purp ose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers. Heavy machinery, Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1.000,000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes, including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged. then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of

Noise, Air Quality,

Hazzard & Risk, Water Management.

Heritage & Cultural, Infrastructure.

Geology & Soils. Social & Economic.

Ecology, Waste Management,

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals. and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.
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Lisa Chan
NS W Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
lisa.chan@plannin~.nsw.gov.au

Re: Newcastle Port Corp. Mayfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan, and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos. storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up − in I hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctional. and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct. and
understate the truck movements by more than 1,000.000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

1. Containers

l million containers, where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800.000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan, that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800.000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liq uids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% imports − 2 operators, 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300ML Diesel. 40 ML
biodiesel, 300 ML Fuel OiL 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500,000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos.
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4. General Purp ose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, IIeavy machinery, Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle rnovements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1,000,000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes, including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Maytield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged, then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of

Noise, Air Quality,

Hazzard & Risk, Water Management,

Heritage & Cultural. Infrastructure,

Geology & Soils, Social & Economic,

Ecology. Waste Management.

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals, and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.
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Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
lisa.chan(a.~olannin~.nsw.~ov.au

Re: Newcastle Port Corp Mayfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan, and sorne advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos. storyboard ; & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up − in I hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctional, and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the brieling, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct, and
understate the truck movements by more than 1.000.000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

1. Containers

t million containers, where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800.000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan. that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800,000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liq uids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% imports − 2 operators, 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300ML Diesel, 40 ML
biodiesel, 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

IIow many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500,000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos,
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4. General Purpose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy machinery. Break Buik
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1,000.000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes, including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged. then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% − ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of

Noise. Air Quality, − '..9.ood−I d'−−( o~ l..−−t−~

Hazzard & Risk, Water Management,

Heritage & CulturaL infrastructure,

Geology & Soils. Social & Economic,

Ecology. Waste Management,

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Ma.yfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals, and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.
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Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
lisa.chan(a−2lannin~.nsw.~ov.au

Re: Newcastle Port Corp Mayfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan
i,Weoppose

the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan, and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos, storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Ree Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up− in I hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room. S ,.ág~ g,:v:,,,~ ,g ,:rt ~/

dàr understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunetional, and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp. so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

WG find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct, and
understate the truck movements by more than 1.000,000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:/
1. Containers ~ "' −~−−E" ~9'

1 million containers, where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800.000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan, that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400.000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800.000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liquids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% irnports − 2 operators, 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300ML DieseL 40 ML
biodiesel, 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250.000 each way to give 500,000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos.
Covered Storage area, Storage silos. Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and ernpty − say 250,000



4. General Purp ose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy rnachinery. Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BIIP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Builder, is likely to generate at least 1,000.000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes, including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding irmer city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans. "~

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged. then major alternative transport
• J

infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place. /) i− ~
New Heavy goods rail rnust be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos. /Va'/E' |Lu, ...<−::−:.~,

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of
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Noise, Air Quality,

Hazzard & Risk, Water Management,

Heritage & Cultural, Infrastructure,

Geology & Soils, Social & Economic.

Ecology, Waste Management,

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals, and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.
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Lisa Chan
NS W Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
lisa.chan(alp tanning.nsw.gov.au

Re: Newcastle Port Corp. Mayfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require maj0r modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan, and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos, storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the May field Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up − in ! hour − ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctional, and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct, and
understate the truck movements by more than 1.000,000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

1. Containers

l million containers. where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800.000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan, that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to rnake the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800,000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liquids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% imports − 2 operators, 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300ML DieseL 40 ML
biodiesel, 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500,000

3.__ Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos,
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4. General Purpose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy machinery, Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1.000.000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes, including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

ff the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged. then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk rnajor disruption of the mostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of
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Noise, Air Quality,

Hazzard & Risk, Water Management,

Heritage & CulturaL Infrastructure,

Geology & Soils, Social & Economic,

Ecology, Waste Management,

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals. and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.
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Lisa Chan
NS W Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
lisa.chanS''olannino.nsw.oov.au

Re: Newcastle Port Corp Mayfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan, and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos, storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up− in 1 hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Cornmunity Consultative Committee is dysfunctional, and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic ligures in the plan can be anywhere near correct. and
understate the truck movements by more than 1,000,000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

1 Containers

1 million containers, where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800,000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan. that is 400.000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800,000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liq uids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% imports − 2 operators, 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300ML DieseL 40 ML
biodiese[, 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500,000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos,
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4. General Purp ose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy machinery, Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least !.000,000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes, including B Doubles. −−__ −−

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are calI~d local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting frorn these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged, then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% −' ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of
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fully informed of these proposal

Noise, Air Quality,

Itazzard & Risk, Water Management.

Heritage & CulturaL Infrastructure.

Geology & Soils, Social & Economic,

Ecology, Waste Management,

;3inyate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

l advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant

alterations to take all of these issues into account.
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Lisa Chan
NS W Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
lisa.chan@plannino.nsw.~ov.au

Re: Newcastle Port Corp
_

Mayfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan, and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos, storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up− in 1 hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctional, and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing. and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct, and
understate the truck movements by more than 1,000.000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

1._ Containers p− d(/'////~
J'\ fJ−:}"',gy "iay £ (ge~/.z, 3 −(

l million containers, where truck transport is nominated for 80% of tJg °./o oiftye containers to be expor'ted)
and 40% to be imported.

_
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80% of 1 million containers is 800,000 containers.
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If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan, that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800.000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liquids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% imports − 2 operators, 330 ML unleaded PetroL 300ML Diesel, 40 ML
biodiesel, 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500,000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos,
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4. General Purp ose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy machinery. Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precinets, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1,000,000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets. Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes, including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

If the developrnent of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged, then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of

Noise, Air Quality,
~t)>"~

Hazzard & Risk, Water Management,

Heritage & Cultural, Infrastructure,

Geology & Soils, Social & Economic.

Ecology, Waste Management,0d Ü E I
Ecology, Waste Management,

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals, and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.
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Lisa Chan
NS W Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
lisa.chan@:planning.nsw.gov.au

Re: Newcastle Port Corp Mayfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan, and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos, storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Ree Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up− in l hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Cornmunity Consultative Committee is dysfunctional, and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct. and
understate the truck movements by more than 1,000,000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

1. Containers

l million containers, where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800.000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan, that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800,000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liq uids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% imports − 2 operators. 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300ML Diesel. 40 ML
biodiesel, 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250.000 each way to give 500.000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos,
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4. General Purpose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy machinery, Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another !00,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Developrnent Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1,000.000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes, including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged, then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of

Noise, Air Quality.

Hazzai−d & Risk, Water Management,

Heritage & Cultural, Infrastructure,

Geology & Soils, Social & Economic,

Ecology, Waste Management,

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals, and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account. − fa>ns ~ (~e 6No e−, ~~ (A ~, Y~~ f [/\ .o..
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Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
lisa.chan@plannine.nsw.gov.au

Re: Newcastle Port Corp Mayfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan
: ./ ~

We oppose the Appröval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major rnodifications. c,~−
Public Exhibition of the Plan, and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of.y
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos, storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up − in 1 hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctional. and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct, and
understate the truck movements by more than 1.000.000 trucks PA. Exarnples of this understatement are:

1. Containers

l million containers, where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800.000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan, that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400.000 trucks have to rnake the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800,000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liquids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% irnports − 2 operators, 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300ML Diesel, 40 ML
biodiesel, 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500,000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos.
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4. General Purpose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy machinery. Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100.000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev. is likely to generate at least 1.000,000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes, including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged. then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of

Noise, Air Quality,

IIazzard & Risk, Water Management.

Heritage & CulturaL Infrastructure,

Geology & Soils, Social & Economic,

Ecology, Waste Management,

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals. and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.
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Lisa Chan
NS W Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
lisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Re: Newcastle Port Corp Mayfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major rnodifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan, and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos, storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting roorn at the Mayfield Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session•
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up− in 1 hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctional, and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp. so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct, and
understate the truck movements by more than 1.000,000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

1 Containers

1 million containers, where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800,000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan, that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400.000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800,000 truck movements just for the containers.
x,~2.|

B ulk Liquids −−− J
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._
1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% imports − 2 operators, 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300ML DieseL 40 MI,
biodiesel, 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500,000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer. Coke Cargos,
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4. General Purpose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy machinery. Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100.000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1,000,000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes. including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged. then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of

Noise, Air Quality,

Hazzard & Risk, Water Management,

Heritage & Cultural, Infrastructure.

Geology & Soils, Social & Economic.

Ecology. Waste Management.

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals. and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.
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Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
lisa.chan@p tanning.nsw.gov.au

Re: Newcastle Port Corp Mavfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan. and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos. storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up− in 1 hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctional, and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct. and
unders,tate the truck movements by more than 1.000,000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

1 Containers

l million containers. where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800.000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan, that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800,000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liq uids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% imports − 2 operators, 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300ML Diesel, 40 ML
biodieseL 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500,000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos.
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4. General Purp ose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy machinery, Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev. is likely to generate at least 1,000,000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets. Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes, including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged, then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% i− ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc wilt servery impact on the issues of

Noise, Air Quality,

Hazzard & Risk, Water Management,

IIeritage & CulturaL Infrastructure.

Geology & Soils, Social & Economic,

Ecology, Waste Management,

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals. and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.
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Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
tisa.chan@plannin~.nsw.gov.au

Re: Newcastle Port Corp. Mayfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan

We oppose the Approval 0f this concept plan as it exists. It will require major modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan. and sorne advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos, storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up − in 1 hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Comrnunity Consultative Committee is dysfunctional, and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure, Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct, and
understate the truck movements by more than 1.000.000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

l Containers

l million containers, where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800.000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan, that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800,000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liquids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% irnports − 2 operators, 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300ML DieseL 40 ML
biodiesel, 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500,000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cernent, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos.
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4. General Purpose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy machinery, Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1.000,000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes, including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle rnovernents resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged, then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail rnust be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the rnostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding inner city' suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of

Noise. Air Quality.

Hazzard & Risk, Water Management,

Heritage & CulturaL Infrastructure,

Geology & Soils, Social & Economic.

Ecolooy, Waste Management,

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals, and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.
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Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
tisa.chan(aS"'olannin~.nsw.aov.au

Re: Newcastle Port Corp Mayfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan. and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos, storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up− in I bour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctional, and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the brieting. and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct, and
understate the truck movements by more than 1.000,000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

1. Containers

l million containers, where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800.000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan. that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800,000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liquids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% imports − 2 operators. 330 ML unleaded PetroL 300ML DieseL 40 ML
biodieseL 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol −− all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500,000

3. Bulk & General_ Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos.
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4. General Purpose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy machinery, Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements. both trucks loaded & empty. and RoiRo Cargo would have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition. the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site. to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1.000,000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Interrnodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes. including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged. then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of

Noise. Air Quality,

Hazzard & Risk, Water Management.

Heritage & Cultural, Infrastructure,

Geology & Soils. Social & Economic.

Ecoloav. Waste Manaaement,

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals. and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.

Name − printed..... i ....... J i..
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Consequences emanating from the proposed Container Terminal Portside Mayfield. •

Newcastle Port Corporation Mayfield..Portside Lands..Port−related Activities Concept Plan.

Simon Bingham Development Manager Mayfield.

1" September 2010

Sir.

The following is my Submission opposing the Proposed Container Terminal Project., and a list of the

detrimental effects the Project will have upon the Suburb of Mayfield and its Residents.

l represent the 200 Community Garden Group members in Mayfield.

1. Noise pollution

2. Air pollution

3. Safety

4. Road damage

5. Property damage

6. Limited access to Driveways.

7. Dust clouds

8. Increase time arrival Emergency Vehicles

9. Increase Travel time to work Etc.

10. Gridtock at Traffic Lights

11. Excess Vehicles Filtering onto Side Roads.

12. Devaluing Houses.

13. Loss of Real Estate Sales.

14. Loss of Retail Business

15. On Street Parking hazard.

Air Pollution: Given the anticipated number of Truck movements To and From the Terminal every
Day the amount of CO. (Carbon Monoxide) spewing out from the exhausts will be contaminating
the air we breathe, Severely affecting our Health and that of our Children. Those mostly affected

will be Asthmatics, Bronchial complaint sufferers, The Elderly and particularly Pregnant women and

Babies..

Noise Pollution: The continual, almost non−stop noise from the Trucks will interfere with Night shift

workers, prevent the daytime sleep of young Children and Babies ..and eliminate the traditional

Lay−in on a Saturday/Sunday morning of the Working people..The Truck routs will involve travelling

past a number of Schools with the noise disrupting the concentration of the Students. These Trucks

operated 24/7 in Sydney and there is no doubt the same will apply here, when fully operational



Safety: With the Trucks almost travelling in Convoy on our Residential streets, the propensity for
road accidents with cars and other Trucks will increase tenfold. Our Children and Elderly citizens
will be risking life and Limb to cross the Roads. Cyclists will be in constant danger and Kids on
Scooters or Skateboards likewise.„. If an Accident should occur or someone has a Heart attack,

necessitating an Ambulance...or in the case of a House Fire...The Emergency Vehicles would have

difficulty in Getting to the Scene quickly, having to get through the Truck congested Streets.

Damage: These Heavily loaded Semitrailers will Damage the Road Surface, Damage our Homes
with the constant vibration, Blacken the paintwork on our Homes with the CO. And Dust. And in

some cases destroy our Garden Plants...It is a Fact that where a large volume of Vehicle movements

occur the Native Birdlife together with the Wildlife disappears.

For those Mayfield Residents that have no off road Parking, Cars parked in the Street will be at risk

from the Trucks.

Lifestyle: With our Streets taken over by Semi−Trailers we will find it difficult to Exit or Access our
Driveways forcing us to allow extra tirne to Get to our Jobs, or Take the Kids to School. Stress

related health problems will increase.

Insurance: Most insurance companies use the Post Code System when setting Premiums... With the

increased risk from the massive increase in Truck movements the Status of the Mayfield Post Code

will inevitably change for the worse....The Statistics for Heavy Truck involvement in Road Accidents

show a very high increase.

Losses: With Semi−Trailers virtually non −stop on our Streets, no−one is going to buy our Homes if

we wanted to sell for some reason or other, and the resale value would drop considerably.

The Volume of Sales would decrease and 'Real Estate Agents' would have to reduce Staff and in

some cases may even have to shut up shop.

The Retail Trade will suffer as Customers from other Suburbs wilt avoid coming to Mayfield and
having to 'Run the Gauntlet of Trucks' and like many Locals will find a safer place to do their
Shopping. Our neighbours in Stockton make up a large number of visiting Shoppers to Mayfield and
their absence will affect the economy of our Suburb if they choose to Boycott our area because of
the Trucks.
When the true effects of the container Terminal are realised by those financing the Proposed Retail
developments to the East and West areas of the Maitland Road shopping Precinct, I suspect they will

abandon their plans.

This Project has nothing to offer the Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs citizens except problems.

The Project will be vigorously opposed by the Residents of Mayfield and we will do whatever we
have to in order that you are not allowed to destroy our lifestyle and endanger the Men, Women

and Children's Health.....

Alan Wallington. 28,Antill Street Mayfield

Phone 49680167 Mayfield Community Garden Organiser



Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
lisa.chan@ptannino.nsw.oov.au

−− :−~[Dedartment of Planningi

l 3 3 SEP !010
i Scarsag Room

t
lllillllll||WPCU 014492

Re: Newcastle Port Corp. Mayfieki−Siffe− P−ort−Related Activities Concept Plan

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan, and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos, storyboards & maps with about 1600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up− in I hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctionaL and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community, nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct, and
understate the truck movements by more than 1,000.000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

1 Containers

1 million containers, where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800.000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck, as stated in the Plan, that is 400,000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journey unladen so that is another 400.000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800,000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liquids

1,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% imports − 2 operators, 330 ML unleaded Petrol, 300ML Diesel. 40 ML
biodiesel, 300 ML Fuel Oil, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many hundreds of thousands of trucks will be needed to take the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250,000 each way to give 500,000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & other dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos.
Covered Storage area, Storage silos, Conveyor Systems.

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4. General Purp ose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers. Heavy machinery. Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park. just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1,000,000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Intermodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes, including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged, then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New H eavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of"

Noise, Air Quality.

Hazzard & Risk, Water Management,

Heritage & CulturaL Infrastructure.

Geology & Soils, Social & Economic.

Ecology. Waste Management,

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals, and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.
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Tel or email contact f.: ... ::.... ::. ........ ... : J..:...... :. i:. !, .....~ ....................
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Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NS W, 2001
!isa.chan@plannin_ensw.gov.au

Re: Newcastle Port Cor Mayfield Site Port−Related Activities Concept Plan

We oppose the Approval of this concept plan as it exists. It will require major modifications.

Public Exhibition of the Plan, and some advertising and letterboxing does not constitute a good example of
Consultation by the proponent with the Citizens of Mayfield and surrounding Suburbs who are likely to be
severely affected by the Plan.

Nor does a static display of several photos, storyboards & maps with about 1 600 pages in 5 volumes on the
table in the meeting room at the Mayfield Sport & Rec Club constitute a good Public Information Session.
Granted there were several staff from the Port Cop present to talk to those members of the public who turned
up− in I hour + ( 3pm to 4.15 pm ) there were only 3 residents in the room.

Our understanding is that the Mayfield Community Consultative Committee is dysfunctionaL and cannot
currently be relied on in any way as good 2 way communication between it and the Newcastle Port Corp, so
the briefing session provided by the Port Corp to this committee was a failure. Our understanding is that none
of the "Community Representatives" attended the briefing, and so there was no feed back to the broader
community nor input by such "Community Representatives" to the Port Corp on the Plan.

We find it very difficult to accept that the road traffic figures in the plan can be anywhere near correct, and
understate the truck movements by more than 1,000.000 trucks PA. Examples of this understatement are:

:. ) l!allKe:−

l million cont;.iners, where truck transport is nominated for 80% of the 60% of the containers to be exported
and 40% to be imported.

80% of 1 million containers is 800.000 containers.

If 2 are carried per truck,,as stated in the Plan. that is 400.000 loaded trucks movements.

Those 400,000 trucks have to make the reverse journe'y unladen so that is another 400,000 movements.

So using simple maths there are 800,000 truck movements just for the containers.

2. Bulk Liquids

!,010 ML of Bulk Liquids 100% irnports − 2 operators. 330 v1L unleaded Petrol, 300ML Diesel, 40 ML
biodiesel, 300 ML Fuel Cli, 40 ML ethanol − all to be transported by road

How many nundreds of thousands of trucks ",ill be needed to !ake the Fuel out, and then run back in empty
for the next load???

Say 250.000 each way to give 500,000

3. Bulk & General Precinct for Grain & ether dry bulk goods including Cement, Fertilizer, Coke Cargos.
Covered Storage area, Storage silos. Conveyor Systems

There would have to be hundreds of thousands of trucks running full and empty − say 250,000



4. General_ Purpose Precinct for handling & Storage Cargo Containers, Heavy machinery, Break Bulk
including Ro/Ro Cargo•

Vehicle movernents, both trucks loaded & empty, and Ro/Ro Cargo would have to be at least another 100,000

So on these 4 Port Corp Precincts, Trucks and Vehicle movements would be between 1,5000,000 and
2,000,000 Truck & Other vehicle movements PA

5. In addition, the proposed Intertrade Industrial Park, just over the fence on the other half of the old
BHP site, to be developed by Hunter Development Corp / Buildev, is likely to generate at least 1,000.000
extra trucks PA − as is the case for the new proposed Interrnodel freight terminal at Moorebank in Sydney

Industrial Highway, Maitland Road and Hanbury / Vine Streets, Mayfield are all permissible for trucks of all
loads & sizes. including B Doubles.

All other roads in Mayfield ( they are called local roads ) are controlled by Newcastle City Council who
advise:
"These roads are not load limited to vehicles below B−Double size ( general Access Vehicles). These roads
can be legally used by any road registered vehicle".

Mayfield and the surrounding inner city suburbs cannot sustain the vast increase in heavy trucks and other
vehicle movements resulting from these plans.

If the development of the port is to expand in the ways envisaged. then major alternative transport
infrastructure has to be put in place before the expansion takes place.

New Heavy goods rail must be built to talk the vast bulk of all these new cargos.

To do otherwise will put at risk major disruption of the mostly (90% −− ) residential suburbs of M.y........ an d

surrounding irmer city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery impact on the issues of

Noise, Air Quality.

Hazzard & Risk, Water Management,

Heritage & Cultural, Infrastructure.

Geology & Soils. Social & Economic,

Ecology, Waste Management,

& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cultural.

WE call for a series of open and well advertised Public Meetings in Mayfield so residents can be properly and
fully informed of these proposals, and for no approvals to be given to these plans without significant
alterations to take all of these issues into account.
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