The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC

Minister for Planning

Level 34 Govemor Macquarie Tower
1 Farrer Place :
Sydney NSW 2000

Email: Sharon.armstrong@lands.nsw.gov.au
Dear Minister,

RE: Newcastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mavfiefd Port side lands on part of the old

N .

BHP Mayfield site :
My/our name/s is/are: ‘72%’”}’&"-% ............................................................

Mylour address is ....2. & Sle G & L LT AR S o ot T

I/ We have lived in Mayfield / Mayfield East / or for s years.

There are ...... /.....Adults and ... ....Children in our household at the above address.

|/ We have only very recently heard about the Newcastle Port Corp. plans described above, and
understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it is reasonable
for me/us to send this late Submission to you, with a copy to the NSW Dept of Planning.

We also understand that that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late submissions up
to 15" Oct; provided they are lodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning & Consuitation for
Mayfield group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight and consideration.

Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

1. Poor planning principles that envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

We have been told:

2. This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using industrial
Drive, Mayfield; Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastle and
The Hunter;

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this position

4, We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcésﬂe, The

Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Pollution problems of exhaust fumes, dust,
vibrations and noise;

6. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;

7. And many Social and Economiic problems which could reasonably be seen as flow on
effects from the above.




We think it is reasonable to request that:

A. Consideration of the approval of these plans be put on hold until all these major issues
and concerns are identified, resolved and deait with;

B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and nearby suburbs, and The
Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are-to be dealt with;

C. Afurther period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,
concerned citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond fo all this niewly aired
information.

We ask that you please acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

We also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of these
plans. ' '

Thank you.

.....................................................

Capies to;

Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
Email: lisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Mr Gary Webb

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes

Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield Group

Email: jlhayes@bigpond.com.
And

Ms Jodi McKay MP

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816

NEWCASTLE NSW 2300

Email: Joshua.Brown@mckay.minister.nsw.qov.au
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e

The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC

Minister for Planning

Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower
1 Farrer Place

Sydney NSW 2000

Email;

Sharon.armstrong@lands.nsw.qgov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newcastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mavfield Port side lands on part of the old

- BHP Mayfield site

@/are: Vo & Volerte. Yoin . S
Myfour address is ...... Q. A’ ...... U\)&\JQ}P‘F‘ %5‘\” ....... T(Q};BQ@(C{ ........

“We have lived |

There are-..... Q\ ..Adults and ..2....Children in our household at the above address.’

“tWe have only very recently heard about the Newcastle Port Corp. plans described above, and
understand that aithough the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it is reasonable
for medfus to send this late Submission to you, with a copy 1o the NSW Dept of Planning.

We also understand that that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late submissions up
to 15™ Oct; provided they are lodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning & Consultation for
Mayfield group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight and consideration.

Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

4

1. Poor planning principies thajgi;envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port

Facilities, which will be built ufider this plan, will be by road.
|

We have been told: \

2. This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using Industrial
Drive, Mayfield; Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastle and
The Hunter;, ‘

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this position

4, We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle, The
Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Pollution problems of exhaust fumes, dust,
vibrations and noise;

6. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;

7. And many Social and Economic problems which could reasonably be seen as flow on

effects from the above.




We think it is reasonable to request that:

A. Consideration of the approval of these plans be put on hold until all these major issues
and concerns are identified, resolved and dealt with:

B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and nearby suburbs, and The
Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are to be dealt with;

C. Afurther period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,
concerned citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond to all this newly aired
information.

We ask that you please acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

We also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of these
plans,

Thank you.

Copies to:

Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
Email: lisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Mr Gary Webb
CEO
. Newcastle Port Corporation
Via John L Hayes
Correct Planning & Consuitation for Mayfield Group

Email: jlhayes@bigpond.com
And

Ms Jodi McKay MP

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816

NEWCASTLE NSW 2300

Email: Joshua.Brown@mckay.minister.nsw.qov.au
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The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC

Minister for Planning

Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower

1 Farrer Place

Sydney NSW 2000

Email: Sharon.armstrong@lands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newcastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side lands on part of the old

BHP Mayvfisld site

Mylour namels isfare: ... 0 T

My/our address is ............. f S QO !O @ 7L ...... ST Wf“ C’ég Aﬂ a0

I/ We have lived in Mayfield / Mayfield East / or Wickhas, for -l years.

There are ....Z,......Adults and .‘Q‘..Chiidren in our household at the above address.

1/ We have only very recently heard gbout the Neweastle Port Corp. plans described above, and
understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it is reasonable
for me/us to send this late Submission to you, with a copy to the NSW Dept of Planning.

We also understand that that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept fate submissions up
to 15" Qct; provided they are lodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning & Consuitation for
Mayfield group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight and consideration.

Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

1. Poor planning principles that envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

We have been fold:

2. This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using Industrial
Drive, Mayfield; Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newecastle and
The Hunter;

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this positi'on

4. We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle, The

Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5, Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Pollution problems of exhaust fumes, dust,
vibrations and noise;

6. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;

7. And many Social and Economic problems which could reasonably be seen as fliowon
effects from the above.



‘” We think it is reasonable to request that:

/ A. Consideration of the approval of these plans be put on hold until all these major issues
e and concemns are identified, resolved and dealt with;

B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and nearby suburbs, and The
Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are to be dealt with;

C. A further period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,
concerned citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond to all this newly aired
information. ‘

We ask that youipiease acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

We also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of these
plans.

Thank

Copies to:

Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
Email; lisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Mr Gary Webb

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes

Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield Group
Email: lhayes@bigpond.com

And

Ms Jodi McKay MP

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816 ’
NEWCASTLE NSW 2300

Email: Joshua.Brown@mckay.minister.nsw.gov.au




The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC

Minister for Planning

Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower

1 Farrer Place

Sydney NSW 2000

Emaii: Sharon.armstrong@lands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newcastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side lands on part of the old
BHP Mavfield site . ‘

My/our name/s isfarer......... ’\23"’\(—'@ ....... oo C‘{“’“{( ............................................
My/our address is ...... 27 .. "”\‘/\"\‘ \“\ ...... {‘f’% ............................................. '

i / We have lived in Mayfield / Mayfield East / or for 7 years.

There are g ...... Adultsand ......... Children in our household at the above address.

I/ We have only very recently heard about the Newcastle Port Corp. plans described above, and
understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it-is reasonable
for me/us to send this late Submission to you, with a capy to the NSW Dept of Planning.

We also understand that that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late submissions up
to 15" Oct; provided they are lodged via Johrn Hayes of Correct Planning & Consultation for
Mayfield group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight and consideration.

QOur main-concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

1. Poor planning principles that envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

We have been fold:

2. This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using Industrial
Drive, Mayfield; Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastle and
The Hunter; '

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this position

4, " We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle, The

Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Pollution problems of exhaust fumes, dust,
vibrations and noise;

6. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;

7. And many Social and Economic problems which could reasonably be seen as flow on
effects from the above.




We think it is reasonable to request that:

A. Consideration of the approval of these plans be put on hold until all these major issues
and concerns are identified, resolved and dealt with; '

B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and nearby suburbs, and The
Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are to be dealt with;

C. Afurther period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,
concerned citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond to all this newly aired
information.

We ask that you please acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

We also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of these

plans.

Thank you.

Signed..c..cooviiniinnin ﬂ ﬂ
Date. oo \/rof1o. ...
Copies fo:

Lisa Chan

NSW Dept of Planning
Email: lisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Mr Gary Webb

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes

Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield Group
Email: jlhayes@bigpond.com

And

Ms Jodi McKay MP

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816

NEWCASTLE NSW 2300

Email: Joshua.Brown@mckay.minister.nsw.gov.au




Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning 122
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
Jisa.chan{@planning.nsw.gov.au

Re: Newecastle 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 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




e T o -
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Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empfy, 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 Huntet 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 C1ty 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 transpoft
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 d1srupt1on of the mostly (90% + ) residential suburbs of Mayfield and
surrounding inner city suburbs.

The direct consequences of these unacceptable i11oreases 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. ;

Name — printed..... .. S\qu e CD Q'%COL' L'" ...........................................

Address — Printed .....vvvnnn.. .. \ ... CRO %&T ....... % T‘ZQGT ........ M ‘A\"F' e;t_..iD .......

Tel or email CONTACT ..vvvvre it et iiae e eenaaaans TR

Signature




Lisa Chan ' (23
NSW Dept of Planning

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001

P

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 & 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 Commiittee 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 Liguids

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 m 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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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 maj or 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 & Cultu_ral, Infrastructure,
Geology & Soils, Social & Economic,
, Ecolggy, Waste AManagement, B
& 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 M ‘ [A/& crs

...............................................................................................

Address — Printed .........7fo o .
Tel or email contact ............ L2

Signature M




Lisa Chan ' 124
NSW Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 <
lisa.chan{@planning.nsw.gov.au

Re: Newecastle 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 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




including'lié/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 movemenfs 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 Newecastle 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 Jdirect consequences of these unacceptable increases in Trucks etc will servery-impact on the issues of
Noise, Air Quality,
Hazzard & Risk, Water Manége‘ment,
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

Name — printed........ VA4 4/\ e (“'1 - 2ROy PURTRRTON

Address — Printed .....5%5
Tel or email contact

Signature ....... Cevenens e LR N e .




Lisa Chan ' 125.
NSW 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 & 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 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




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 Coi*p 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 issﬁes 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.

Address — Printed 2 \P\QA'\QQS) Ccos 8&%@,\)0\[ x\f\
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Lisa Chan ' D) e

NSW Dept of Planning
GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 e
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 & 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 cosrect, 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
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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. Inaddition, 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 Joad 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 Qualify,
Hazzard & Risk, Water Management, '
Heritage & Cultural, Infrastructure,
Geology & Soils, Social & Economice,
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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NSW 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 & 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 Ligquids

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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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 Newecastle 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,
Heritag¢ & 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.

(é&;fe’c ( (%7/%%
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Address — Printed ... ... T
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Signature
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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.

Ja ey GRivAS

Name — printed....... [ .........................................................................................

Address — Printed [C\L\%QQWM \]E ..... P[)E ...... ﬂ{).&@"Y\ST@NN 'hk,‘\?°
BN I =0 eyl le)s 1F o1 AU N

Signature ......L. / Mm ............................................ ...Date (O - [O ‘O
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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, Truéks 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, Mfraschtﬁe,
Geology & Soils, Social & Economic,
Ecology, Waste Management,
& Climate Change & Sustainability & Cﬁltural.

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.

Joey GRINAS

Name—printed...,...l .........................................................................................

Address — Printed ...
Tel OF EIMAI] COTIEACE v enene ettt ee et et e e aa e et e et e a st sn s b et n s st st .

Signature ......L Y] T T R . Date ... L7 " I O . ro ........



Lisa Chan ' 2 Ci |
NSW Dept of Planning //x

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001 -
Jisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Re: Newecastle 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 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
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including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle inovements, 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 Maﬁagement,
Heritage & Cultural, Infrastructure,
Geology & Soils, Social & Economic,
"Ecology, Waste Managemént,
& 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...... G ENE .. COX .................................................................

Address — Printed ... 4% . Jg\\r\ LSy ‘7 (DheS. . ‘Li!\\ ..............................
Tel or email contact ... AR DL DB A2 e

Signature é'(@‘/ .............................................. L.Date...|Q:19Q)C
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NSW 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 & 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 dysfunctioflal, 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 Liguids

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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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 bld
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: : ' o '

“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 eipand 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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NSW Dept of Planning

GPO Box 39, Sydney, NSW, 2001
lisa.chan{@planning.nsw.gov.au o

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 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
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including Ro/Ro Cargo.

Vehicle movements, both trucks loaded & empty, énd 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 bé 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.

Name — printed........ Z’”‘é ....... /%ﬁ M{JSM .................

Address — Printed 577 / /7128 £ C./ SN Qﬁ‘/ o - é//? Sr9C,

............................................................................................

Tel or email contact O L ELS S e D

Signature ...... Y A A A=l : Date 7//°//O ....... S

.....................................




Lisa Chan . ‘ 122
NSW 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 & 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 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
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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 Ma};ﬁeld 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 § account. '

Name—printedcb 1 Cﬁ"\\§ ..............

...................

Signature .



The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC

Minister for Planning

Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower

1 Farrer Place

Sydney NSW 2000

Email: Sharon.armstrong@]lands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newcastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side lands on part of the old
BHP Mayfield site

My/our name/s is/are: %bfn ..... Td’(;m 6(1(\‘(_\0 ............................
My/our address is ..... \L/\DQZJBS 5—1_ .............................................

| / We have lived in Mayfield / Mayfield East / or for [O years.

P e

There are C;) ..... Adults and ‘3....Children in our household at the above address.

| / We have only very recently heard about the Newcastle Port Corp. plans described above, and
understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it is reasonable
for me/us to send this late Submission to you, with a copy to the NSW Dept of Planning.

We also understand that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late submissions up to
15" Oct; provided they are lodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield
group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight and consideration.

My/Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

1. Poor planning principles that envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

I/We have been told:
2. This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using Industrial
' Drive, Mayfield; And Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastle
and The Hunter;

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this position

4. [/We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle, The
Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Pollution problems of exhaust fumes, dust,
vibrations and noise;

6. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;

7. And many Social and Economic problems which could reasonably be seen as flow on
effects from the above.




I/We think it is reasonable to request that:

A. Consideration of the approval of theses plans be put on hold until all these major
issues and concerns are identified, resolved and dealt with;

B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and nearby suburbs, and The
Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are to be dealt with;

C. A further period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,
concerned citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond to all this newly aired
information.

I/IWe ask that you please acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

INV}also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of these
plans.

Thank

Copies to:

Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
Email: lisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Mr Gary Webb

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes

Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield Group
Email: jlhayes@bigpond.com

And

Ms Jodi McKay MP

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816

NEWCASTLE NSW 2300

Email: Joshua.Brown@mckay.minister.nsw.gov.au
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The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC

Minister for Planning

Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower

1 Farrer Place

Sydney NSW 2000

Email; Sharon.armstrong@lands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newcastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side Ia’nds on part of the old
BHP Mayfield site
........ /

My/our namefs is/are: ‘Sﬂ”*/amaséfl . /\ ...............................

My/our address is ............ Jg k@ff ........ 6 7_ ....... ‘jf‘t‘/ﬁ’e’ 0{ ...................
Y We have lived in Mayfield / Mayfietd-East/ or for /O years.

There are ... &L...... Adults and ....].... Children in our household at the above address.

I / We have only very recently heard about the Newcastle Port Corp. plans described above, and
understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it is reasonable
for me/us to send this late Submission to you, with a copy to the NSW Dept of Planning.

We also understand that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late submissions up to
15" Oct; provided they are iodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield
group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight and consideration.

My/Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

1. Poor planning principles that envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

i/We have been told:

2. This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using Industrial
Drive, Mayfield; And Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastle
and The Hunter,;

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this position

4. I/We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle, The
Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Pollution problems of exhaust fumes, dust,
vibrations and noise;

6. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;

7. And many Social and Economic problems which could reasonably be seen as flow on
effects from the above.




I/AWe think it is reasonable to request that:

A Consideration of the approval of theses plans be put on hold until all these major
issues and concerns are identified, resolved and dealt with;

B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and nearby suburbs, and The
Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are to be deait with;

C. A further period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,
concerned citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond to all this newly aired
information.

I/We ask that you please acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

I/We also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of these
plans.

Thank you.

Signed......[f LA~
Date......... 42/0/0 ...............

Copies to:

Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
Email: lisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Mr Gary Webb

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes

Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield Group
Email: jlhayes@bigpond.com

And

Ms Jodi McKay MP

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816

NEWCASTLE NSW 2300

Email: Joshua.Brown@mckay.minister.nsw.gov.au
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The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC

Minister for Planning

Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower

1 Farrer Place

Sydney NSW 2000

Email: Sharon.armstrong@lands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newcastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side lands on part of the old
BHP Mayfield site

My/ow—name/s is/are: Lee—amvxc ........ NQJCV\-‘- ......................................
My/euraddress is ...... 4 &L‘\o\vfx‘, ..... asro MC%)(FW\O\ ..........

| / Werhave lived in Mayfield / Mayfield-East / or for 5 years.

There are ..... ‘ ....... Adults and ... ‘ ..... Children in our household at the above address.

| / We have only very recently heard about the Newcastle Port Corp. plans described above, and
understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it is reasonable
for me/us to send this late Submission to you, with a copy to the NSW Dept of Planning.

We also understand that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late submissions up to
15" Oct; provided they are lodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield
group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight and consideration.

My/Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

1. Poor planning principles that envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

|\ffe have been told:

2. This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using Industrial
Drive, Mayfield; And Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastle
and The Hunter;

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this position

4. I/We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle, The
Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resuiting Environmental and Pollution problems of exhaust fumes, dust,
vibrations and noise;

6. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;

7. And many Social and Economic problems which could reasonably be seen as flow on
effects from the above.



I/We think it is reasonable to request that:

A. Consideration of the approval of theses pians be put on hold until all these major
issues and concerns are identified, resolved and dealt with;

B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and nearby suburbs, and The
Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are to be dealt with;

C. A further period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,
concerned citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond to all this newly aired
information.

I/We ask that you please acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

I/We also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of these
plans.

Thank you.

Copies to:

Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
Email: lisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Mr Gary Webb

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes

Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield Group
Email: jlhayes@bigpond.com

And

Ms Jodi McKay MP

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816

NEWCASTLE NSW 2300

Email: Joshua.Brown@mckay.minister.nsw.gov.au




The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC

Minister for Planning

Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower

1 Farrer Place

Sydney NSW 2000

Email: Sharon.armstrong@lands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newcastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side lands on part of the old
BHP Mayfield site

My/our namel/s is/are: Q h OhOf{O( W@} ‘ {&/

My/our address is ....... Z- WOO‘D&/NE JT : MA\/F/ELD

| / We have lived in Mayfield / Mayfield East / or for /5 years.

There are 2— ...... Adults and ...Q.‘.Children in our household at the above address.

| / We have only very recently heard about the Newcastle Port Corp. plans described above, and
understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it is reasonable
for me/us to send this late Submission to you, with a copy to the NSW Dept of Planning.

We also understand that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late submissions up to
15" Oct; provided they are lodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield
group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight and consideration.

My/Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

1. Poor planning principles that envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

[/We have been told:

2. This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using Industrial
Drive, Mayfield; And Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastle
and The Hunter;

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this position

4. I/We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle, The
Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Pollution problems of exhaust fumes, dust,
vibrations and noise;

6. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;

7. And many Social and Economic problems which could reasonably be seen as flow on
effects from the above. :




I/We think it is reasonable to request that:

A. Consideration of the approval of theses plans be put on hold until all these major
issues and concerns are identified, resolved and dealt with;

B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and nearby suburbs, and The
Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are to be dealt with;

C. A further period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,
concerned citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond to all this newly aired
information.

I/We ask that you please acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

I/We also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of these
plans.

Thank you.

Signed.........Qt.M(ﬁS. .............................

oae. 12 October 2010

Copies to:

Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
Email: lisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Mr Gary Webb

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes

Correct Planning & Consuitation for Mayfield Group
Email: jlhayes@bigpond.com

And

Ms Jodi McKay MP

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816

NEWCASTLE NSW 2300

Email: Joshua.Brown@mckay.minister.nsw.gov.au
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The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC

Minister for Planning

Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower

1 Farrer Place

Sydney NSW 2000

Email: Sharon.armstrong@lands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newcastie Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side lands on part of the old
BHP Mayfield site

My/our name/s is/are: Kim Beitton

My/our address is SQL_@w.sS\ﬂ(eof’)W\c/« wille

¥/ We have lived in Mayfield / Mayfield East / or MV S-years.

There are ...... 2. Adults and ..—...Children in our household at the above address.

| / We have only very recently heard about the Newcastle Port Corp. plans described above, and
understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it is reasonable
for me/us to send this late Submission to you, with a copy to the NSW Dept of Planning.

We also understand that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late submissions up to
15" Oct; provided they are lodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield
group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight and consideration.

My/Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

1. Poor planning principles that envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

I/We have been told:

2. This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using Industrial
Drive, Mayfield; And Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastle
and The Hunter;

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this position

4. I/We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle, The
Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Pollution problems of exhaust fumes, dust,
vibrations and noise;

6. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;

7. And many Social and Economic problems which could reasonably be seen as flow on
effects from the above.




I/We think it is reasonable to request that:

A. Consideration of the approval of theses plans be put on hold until all these major
issues and concerns are identified, resolved and dealt with;

B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and nearby suburbs, and The
Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are to be deait with;

C. A further period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,
concerned citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond to all this newly aired
information.

I/We ask that you please acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

I/We also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of these
plans.

Thank you.

Copies to:

Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
Email: lisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Mr Gary Webb

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes

Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield Group
Email: jlhayes@bigpond.com

And

Ms Jodi McKay MP

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816

NEWCASTLE NSW 2300

Email: Joshua.Brown@mckay.minister.nsw.gov.au




The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC

Minister for Planning

Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower

1 Farrer Place

Sydney NSW 2000

Email: Sharon.armstrong@lands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newcastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side lands on part of the old
BHP Mayfield site

My/our-rame/s is/are: M) C\SO“\\}VG\ ....................................

N2 YM\aud Dree=x Ya Q\eﬁ

My/etr address is ........ 2. ... S TGy S T T

| / We-have lived in (layfield) Mayfield East / or tor 251 years.
There are ....! ! ....... Adults and ......... Children in our household at the above address.

| / We-have only very recently heard about the Newcastle Port Corp. plans described above, and
understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it is reasonable
for me/us to send this late Submission to you, with a copy to the NSW Dept of Planning.

We also understand that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late submissions up to
15" Oct; provided they are lodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield
group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight and consideration.

My/Gur main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

1. Poor planning principles that envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

INMe have been told:

2. This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using Industrial
Drive, Mayfield; And Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastie
and The Hunter;

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this position

4. I/Mfe see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle, The
Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Pollution problems of exhaust fumes, dust,
vibrations and noise;

6. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;

7. And many Social and Economic problems which could reasonably be seen as flow on
effects from the above.




INMe-think it is reasonable to request that:

A Consideration of the approval of theses plans be put on hold until all these major
issues and concerns are identified, resolved and dealt with;

B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and nearby suburbs, and The
Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are to be dealt with;

C. A further period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,
concerned citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond to all this newly aired
information.

I#¥E ask that you please acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

I/\?Ve also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of these
plans.

Copies to:

Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
Email: lisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Mr Gary Webb

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes

Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield Group
Email: lhayes@bigpond.com

And

Ms Jodi McKay MP

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816

NEWCASTLE NSW 2300

Email: Joshua.Brown@mckay.minister.nsw.gov.au




139

6. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;

7. And many Social and Economic problems which could reasonably be
seen as flow on effects from the above.

We think it is reasonable to request that:

// A Consideration of the approval of theses plans be put on hold until all these major
~ issues and concerns are identified, resolved and dealt with;

B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and nearby suburbs, and
The Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are to be dealt
with;

C A further period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,
concerned citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond to all this newly aired
information.

We ask that you please acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

We also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of
these plans.

..........................................

Copies to:

Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
Email: lisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Mr Gary Webb

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes

Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield Group
Email: jlhayes@bigpond.com

And

Ms Jodi McKay MP

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816

NEWCASTLE NSW 2300

Email: Joshua.Brown@mckay.minister.nsw.gov.au




The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC

Minister for Planning

Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower
1 Farrer Place -
Sydney NSW 2000

Email: Sharon.armstrong@lands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newcastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side lands on part
of the old BHP Mayvfield site

Mynameis:...g.ﬁfﬂﬁ}..g.ﬂ ..... 9, (b®NN5L(—/ ...... OUUUIUTUTU

C

I am the CEO / President / Convenor /... ... pv 6$(O( ey { )

S DR W\GL\B\\@\J .............. Qf

and our address is .. .. // RO.CArLiNGton S
T howte | tlyed catdhYe A rwps<<S

Our-organisation has been in operation for --ﬁC-----—-—-_years. .

Our main Senvi o Ackivit : o
..... Q@nﬁf’/‘nzé/'/f’ﬁlgpcw\éq?‘s@uﬁwm
......... ‘f—hmvﬁ/\@(m@uf@reo\m ‘
and R

Our Clients / Custor[],_,_erS»-/wm‘é"r'ﬁ'ES'éfgg;géest described
@S T e

....................................................................................................................

We have only very recently heard about the Newcastie Port Corp. plans described above,
and understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it
is reasonable for us to send this late Submission to you, with a copy to the NSW Dept of
Planning.

We also understand that that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late
submissions up to 15" Oct; provided they are lodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning
& Consultation for Mayfield group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight
and consideration. '

Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

1. Poor pianning principles that envisage almost ail freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

We have been told:

2. This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using

Industrial Drive, Mayfield;
And Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastle and The Hunter;

And

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this
position
4. We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle,

The Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Polluticn problems of
exhaust fumes, dust, vibrations and noise;




The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC

Minister for Planning
Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower //
1 Farrer Place

Sydney NSW 2000

Email: Sharon.armstrong@lands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newcastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side lands on part
of the old BHP Mayfield site

My name is: ... /0.Q:... MR s.. .. Mh..2 S, Meierzs

.........................................................................................

I am the CEOQ / President / Converor /... Re.s iclen T

e hnave been at 7This nAeclo/zess
Our organisation has-been in-operation for —--=-2emmmm- years.

LBim.. . heRe. ss . to losve. ol the reshk of own L Pe.

...................................................................................................................

We have only very recently heard about the Newcastie Port Corp. plans described above,
and understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it
is reasonable for us to send this late Submission to you, with a copy o the NSW Dept of
Planning.

We also understand that that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late
submissions up to 15" Oct; provided they are lodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning
& Consultation for Mayfield group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight
and consideration.

Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

1. Poor pianning principles that envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

We have been told:

2. This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using

Industrial Drive, Mayfield;
And Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastle and The Hunter;

And

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this
position
4, We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle,

The Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Pollution problems of
exhaust fumes, dust, vibrations and noise;




6. Lack of Séfety for Road users and residents;

7. And many Social and Economic problems which could reasonably be
seen as flow on effects from the above.
L We think it is reasonable to request that:

A Consideration of the approval of theses plans be put on hold until all these major
issues and concerns are identified, resolved and dealt with;

B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and nearby suburbs, and
The Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are to be dealt
with;

C A further period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,
concerned citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond to all this newly aired
information.

We ask that you 'pieasa acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

We also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of
these plans.

Copies to:

Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
Email: lisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Mr Gary Webb

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes

Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield Group
Email: jlhayes@bigpond.com

And

Ms Jodi McKay MP

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816

NEWCASTLE NSW 2300

Email: Joshua.Brown@mckay.minister.nsw.gov.au
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- The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC
Minister for Planning
Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower )
1 Farrer Place
Sydney NSW 2000 o

Email: Sharon.armstrong@iands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,
RE: Newcastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side lands on art
of theM meids.te
My name is: MAQ(’#‘RE‘?“;%DM‘&
And my address is .. 4 2~ p%%e_f% 7. b%d/"’?’wd/ 52&20%

We have only very recently heard aboyt the Newcastle Port Corp. plans described above,
and understand that although the officia| closing date for Submissions has passed, that jt
is reasonable for Us to send this Jate Submission to You, with a copy to the NSW Dept of
Planning.

We also understand that that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept Jate
Submissions up to 15" Oct; provided they are lodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning
& Consuitation for Mayfield group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight
and consideration.

Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

1. Poor planning principles that envisage almost aj| freight in and oyt of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

We have been told:

2. This could resuit in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using
Mayfield;

Industrial Drive,
And Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastle and The Hunter;

And

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rajl services to alleviate this
position
4. We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle,

The Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issyes and resulting Environmentaj and Pollution problems of
exhaust fumes, dust, vibrations and noise;

6. Lack of Safety for Road Users and residents;

7. And many Socjal and Economic problems which could reasonably be
Seéen as flow on effects from the above.

We think it is réasonable to request that:

A Consideration of the approval of theses plans be put on hold until ajj these major
issues and concerns are identified, resolved and deajt with;




B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be helg in Mayfield ang Nearby suburbs, and
- The Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, angd how the issues are to be deajt
7 with;

Thank you.
Signed. Mt Aol geenms

Date...[.é:...*...ll.(ﬂ....‘....‘..?............

Copies to:

Lisa Chan

NSW Dept of Planning

Email: lisa.chan@glanning.nsw.gov.au
Mr Gary Webp

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes

Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield Group
Email: ilhayes@biggond.com

And
Ms Jodi McKay Mp

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816

NEWCASTLE NSW 2300
Email: Joshua.Brown@mckay.minister.nsw.gov.au
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The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC
Minister for Planning

Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower V4
1 Farrer Place

Sydney NSW 2000

Email: Sharon.armstrong@lands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newcastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side lands on part
of the old BHP Mayfield site

My nameis: ......... lWM ....... /l/{/éf@ﬁ ..................................
and my address is ....... 286 .. Mwh’le" ...... a(+ ..................... e,

and my other contact details are....lf.@é. .@67. 375 .................................

We have only very recently heard about the Newcastle Port Corp. plans described above,
and understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it
is reasonable for us to send this late Submission to you, with a copy to the NSW Dept of
Planning.

We also understand that that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late
submissions up to 15" Oct; provided they =72 lodgad via Inhn Hayes of Correct Planning
& Consultation for Mayfield group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight
and consideration.

Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concapt'Plans are:

1. Poor planning principles that envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which wili be built under this. plan, will be by road. |

We have been told:

2. This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using
Industrial Drive, Mayfield;
And Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastle and The Hunter;

And

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this
position
4. We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle,

The Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Pollution problems of exhaust
fumes, dust, vibrations and noise;

6. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;




7. And many Social and Economic problems which could reasonably be seen as flow -
on effects from the above.

We think it is reasonable to request that:

A. Consrderatlon of the approval of theses plans be put on hold until all these major

B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and nearby suburbs, and
The Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are to be dealt
with; -

C A further period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,
concerned citizens, organlsatrons and stakeholders, to respond to all this newly aired
information.

We ask that you please acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

We also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of
these plans.

Thank you.

Copies to:

Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
Email: lisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Mr Gary Webb

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes

Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield Group
Email: jlhayes@bigpond.com

And

Ms JOdI McKay MP

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816

NEWCASTLE NSW 2300

Email: Joshua.Brown@mckay.minister.nsw.gov.au
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The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC

Minister for Planning

Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower

1 Farrer Place

Sydney NSW 2000

Email: Sharon.armstrong@lands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newecastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side lands on part
of the old BHP Mayfield site

My name is: . [ AL-cocr] & VALERA HeRR e TE

and my address is (ST MOUNTER (7 AT EELD. EAST

....................................................................................

and my other contact details are... 50//" DTS T T e,

We have only very recently heard about the Newcastle Port Corp. plans described above,
and understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it
is reasonable for us to send this late Submission to you, with a copy to the NSW Dept of
Planning.

We also understand that that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late
submissions up to 15 Oct; provided they are lodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning
& Consultation for Mayfield group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight
and consideration.

Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

1. Poor planning principles that envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

We have been told:

2. This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using
Industrial Drive, Mayfield;
And Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastle and The Hunter;

And

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this
position
4. We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle,

The Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Pollution problems of exhaust
fumes, dust, vibrations and noise;

6. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;




7. And many Social and Economic problems which could reasonably be seen as flow
on effects from the above.

We think it is reasonable to request that:

A. Consideration of the approval of theses plans be put on hold until all these major

roaabiadd am ol Ao o148 idla .
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B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and neafby suburbs, and
The Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are to be dealt
with;

C A further period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,
concerned citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond Yo all this newly aired
information.

We ask that you please acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

We also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of
these plans.

Thank you. | "
Slgned/vgc&/bW/ ...... T L M )

Date........ L\

Copies to:

Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
Email: Iisa._chan@planninq.nsw.qov.a‘u

‘Mr Gary Webb

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes :

Correct Planning & Consuitation for Mayfield Group

Email: ilhayes@bigpond.com

And

Ms Jodi McKay MP :

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816

NEWCASTLE NSW 2300

Email: Joshua.Brown(d)mckav.minister.nsw.qov.au




144

The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC

Minister for Planning

Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower

1 Farrer Place
Sydney NSW 2000 w
Email: Sharon.armstrong@lands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newcastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side lands on part
of the old BHP Mayfield site

and my other contact details are...... 4GCO?O” C? .............................

We have only very recently heard about the Newcastie Port Corp. plans described above,
and understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it
is reasonable for us to send this late Submission to you, with a copy to the NSW Dept of
Planning.

We also understand that that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late
submissions up to 15" Oct; provided they are lodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning
& Consultation for Mayfield group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight
and consideration.

Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

1. Poor planning principles that envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

We have been told:

2. This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using
Industrial Drive, Mayfield; ‘
And Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastle and The Hunter;

And

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this
pcsition
4, We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle,

The Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Pollution 'problems of exhaust
fumes, dust, vibrations and noise;

6. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;




7. And many Social and Economic problems which could reasonably be seen as flow
on effects from the above. o ,

We think it is reasonable to request that:

A. Consideration of the approval of theses plans be put on hold until all these major

oA e—r el A e e
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B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and neafby suburbs, and
The Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues dre fo be dealt
with;

C A further period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,
concerned citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond to all this newly aifed
information. o

We ask that you please acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

We also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of
these plans.

Thank you.

~ Copies to:

Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
Email: lisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Mr Gary Webb

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes '
Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield Group
Email: jlhayes@bigpond.com :

And

Ms Jodi McKay MP

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816 '

NEWCASTLE NSW 2300

Email: Joshua.Brown@mckav.minister.nsw.qov.au
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The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC
Minister for Planning ‘ o
‘Eével 34 Governor Macquarie Tower . /
1 Farrer Place '

Sydney NSW 2000

" Email: Sharon.armstrong@lands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newecastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side lands on part
of the old BHP Mayfield site

My name is: ..... J///L L€ .. / /
and my address is /ZJVM/:

and my other contact details are..... & ./

We have only very recently heard about the Newcastle Port Corp. plans described above,
and understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it
is reasonable for us to send this late Submission to you, with a copy to the NSW Dept of
Planning.

We also understand that that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late
submissions up to 15™ Oct; provided they are lodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning
& Consultation for Mayfield group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight
and consideration.

Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

1. Poor planning principles that envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

We have been told:

2. This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using
Industrial Drive, Mayfield;
And Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastle and The Hunter;

And

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this
position
4. We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle,

The Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Pollution problems of exhaust
fumes, dust, vibrations and noise;

6. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;




7. And many Social and Economic problems which could reasonably be seen as flow
on effects from the above.

We think it is reasonable to request that:

A. Considg;ation of the approval of theses plans be put on hold until all these major

B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and neafby suburbs, and
The Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are to be dealt
' with;

C A further period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,

concerned citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond to all this newly aired
information.

We ask that you please acknowledge this su'bmission, and agree to our 3 requests.

We also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of
these plans.

el

Thank you. /7
S g /5/
Signed....... [ IA/ T Oc¢

...........................................

Copies to:

Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
Email: lisa.chan@planninq.nsw.qov.au

Mr Gary Webb

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes ‘

Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield Group
Email: jlhaves@bigpond.com ‘

And

Ms Jodi McKay MP ,

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816 ' '
NEWCASTLE NSW 2300

Email: Joshua.Brown@mckav.minister.nsvv_.qov.au




The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC /4
Minister for Planning

Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower

1 Farrer Place

Sydney NSW 2000

Email: Sharon.armstrong@lands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newcastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side lands on part
of the old BHP Mayfield site

My name is: g ...... r/// ...................................................................

and my address is 4/0/{@“’@#%%@6&5&304
and my other contact details are....4£. 9. 685G Do, —

We have only very recently heard about the Newcastle Port Corp. plans described above,
and understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it
is reasonable for us to send this late Submission to you, with a copy to the NSW Dept of
Planning.

We also understand that that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late
submissions up to 15" Oct; provided they are lodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning
& Consultation for Mayfield group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight
and consideration.

Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

Poor planning principles that envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

We have been told:

- B This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using
Industrial Drive, Mayfield;
And Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastie and The Hunter;

And

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this
position | |
4, We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle,

The Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Poliution problems of exhaust
fumes, dust, vibrations and noise;

6. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;




7. And many Social and Economic problems which could reasonably be seen as flow
on effects from the above.

We think it is reasonable to request that:

A. Consideration of the approval of theses plans be put on hold until all these major

—_— ssuesand-concerns-are-identified; resotved-and-deatt-with;

B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and nearby suburbs, and
The Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are to be dealt
with,

C A further period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,
concemed citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond to all this newly aired
information.

We ask that you please acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

We also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of
these plans.

Thank you.

Signed..... /?/

Date. /b~ . 10 2040

Copies to:

Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
Email: lisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Mr Gary Webb

CEQ

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes

Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield Group
Email; jjhaves@bigpond.com

And

Ms Jodi McKay MP

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816

NEWCASTLE NSW 2300 .

Emait: Joshua.Brown@mckay.minister.nsw.qov.au
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The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC )
Minister for Planning e
Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower

1 Farrer Place

Sydney NSW 2000

Email: Sharon.amstrong@lands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newcastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side lands on part
of the old BHP Mayfield site

My name is: .....: o

and my addressis ... /. . .. . o T T

and my other contact details are..... Q. 8. 22 C 37/ e

We have only very recently heard about the Newcastle Port Corp. plans described above,
and understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it
is reasonable for us to send this late Submission to you, with a copy to the NSW Dept of
Planning.

We also understand that that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late
submissions up to 15" Oct; provided they are lodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning
& Consultation for Mayfield group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight
and consideration.

Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

1. Poor planning principles that envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

We have been told:

2. This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using
Industrial Drive, Mayfield;
And Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastle and The Hunter;

And

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this
position
4. We see these outcomes as not4in the best interests of the People of Newcastle,

The Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Pollution problems of exhaust
fumes, dust, vibrations and noise;

6. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;




7. And many Social and Economic problems which could reasonably be seen as flow

on effects from the above.

We thiﬁk it is reasonable to request that:

A. ‘Con3|dera’uon of the approval of theses plans be put on hold until all these r’najorv

mna-daa
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B. - Comprehenswe Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and nearby suburbs, and
The Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are to be dealt
with;
- C A further period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,

concerned citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond to all this newly aired

information.

We ask that you please acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

We also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of

these plans.

Thank you.

Signed..... //' ..... /»4,.&, ............................

Copies to:

Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
Email: lisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Mr Gary Webb

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes

Correct Planning & Consuitation for Mayfield Group
Email: jlhayes@bigpond.com

And

Ms Jodi McKay MP
Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816
NEWCASTLE NSW 2300
'Email: Joshua.Brown@mckay.minister.nsw.gov.au
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The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC -
Minister for Planning /
Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower

1 Farrer Place

Sydney NSW 2000

Email: Sharon.armstrong@lands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newcastle Pori Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side lands on part
of the old BHP Mayfield site

!
My nameis: ............ SANEA LT R 3 N 1 TR

and my addressis .......... 11”0\) NTERA S MFIERYD........

and my other contactdetails are................0 o

We have only very recently heard about the Newcastle Port Corp. plans described above,
and understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it
is reasonable for us to send this late Submission to you, with a copy to the NSW Dept of
Planning.

We also understand that that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late
submissions up to 15™ Oct; provided they are lodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning
& Consultation for Mayfield group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight
and consideration.

Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

1. Poor planning principles that envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

We have been toid:

2. This could result in many more than 1, 000 000 extra truck movements PA using
Industrial Drive, Mayfield;
And Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastle and The Hunter;

And

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this
position
4. We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle,

The Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Pollution problems of exhaust
fumes, dust, vibrations and noise;

6. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;




7. And many Social and Economic problems which could reaéonably be seen as flow
on effects from the above.

We think it is reasonable to request that:

A. Consideration of the approval of theses plans be put on hold until all these major

.
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B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and neafby suburbs, and
The Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are to be dealt

wit_h;

C A further period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,
concerned citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond to all this newly aired
information.

We ask that you please acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

We also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of
these plans.

Thank you. . |

Copies to:

Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
Email: Iisa.chan@planninq.nsw.qov.au

Mr Gary Webb

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes S .
Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield Group -

Email: ilhayes@bigpond.com

And

Ms Jodi McKay MP

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816 ‘
NEWCASTLE NSW 2300

Email: Joshua.Brown@mckav.minister.nsw.qov.au
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The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC
Minister for Planning //
Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower

1 Farrer Place

Sydney NSW 2000

Email: Sharon.armstrong@lands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newecastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side lands on part
of the old BHP Mayfield site

My name is: vy &/C/A—‘ #éyf‘é%

and my address is ...... ° 7 Ho UNTE S

and my other contact details are....... é7 ..... é B g ;?/% 37

We have only very recently heard about the Newcastle Port Corp. plans described above,
and understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it
is reasonable for us to send this late Submission to you, with a copy to the NSW Dept of
Planning.

We also understand that that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late
submissions up to 15" Oct; provided they are lodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning
& Consultation for Mayfield group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight
and consideration.

Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

1. Poor planning principles that envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

We have been told:

2. This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using
Industrial Drive, Mayfield;
And Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastle and The Hunter;

And

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this
position
4, We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle,

The Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Pollution problems of exhaust
fumes, dust, vibrations and noise;

6. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;




7. And many Social and Economic problems which could reasonably be seen as flow
on effects from the above.

We think it is reasonable to request that:

A. Consideration of the approval of theses plans be put on hold until all these major
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B.. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and nearby suburbs, and
‘The Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are to be dealt
with; '
C A further period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,
concerned citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond to all this newly aired
information.

We ask that you please acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

We also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of
these plans. : :

Thank you.

Copies to:

Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
Email: lisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Mr Gary Webb

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes

Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield Group
Email: jlhayes@bigpond.com :

And

Ms Jodi McKay MP

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816

NEWCASTLE NSW 2300 :

Email: Joshua.Brown@mckay.minister.nsw.gov.au




190,

The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC ye
Minister for Planning e
Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower

1 Farrer Place

Sydney NSW 2000

Email: Sharon.armstrong@lands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newcastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side lands on part
of the old BHP Mayfield site

We have only very recently heard about the Newcastle Port Corp. plans described above,
and understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it
is reasonable for us to send this late Submission to you, with a copy to the NSW Dept of
Planning.

We also understand that that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late
submissions up to 15™ Oct; provided they are lodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning
& Consultation for Mayfield group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight
and consideration.

Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

1. Poor planning principles that envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

We have been told: ‘

2. This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using

Industrial Drive, Mayfield;
And Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastle and The Hunter;

And

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this
position
4. We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle,

The Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Pollution problems of exhaust
fumes, dust, vibrations and noise;

6. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;




7. .And many Social and Economic problems which could reasonably be seen as flow

on effects from the above.

We think it is reasonable to request that:

A Conslderatlon of the approval of theses plans be put on hold until all these major |
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B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and nearby suburbs, and
The Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are to be dealt
with;
- C A further period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,

concerned citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond to all this newly aired

information.

“We ask that you please acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

We also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of

these plans.

Thank you.
Signed.. ()'6 ..... /. 7L€’ Z .

Copies to:

Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
Email: lisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Mr Gary Webb

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes

Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield Group
Email: jlhayes@bigpond.com

And

Ms Jodi McKay MP

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816 }

NEWCASTLE NSW 2300

Email: Joshua:Brown@mckay.minister.nsw.gov.au




The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC /
Minister for Planning

Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower

1 Farrer Place

Sydney NSW 2000

Email: Sharon.armstrong@lands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newcastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side lands on part
of the old BHP Mayfield site

My name is: 7. LELSANDEA-  kATTEL

and my address is ?77 ...............................................................................

and my other contact details 'are... 019 76 7/ 2 37 ............................

We have only very recently heard about the Newcastle Port Corp. plans described above,
and understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it
is reasonable for us to send this late Submission to you, with a copy to the NSW Dept of
Planning. :
We also understand that that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late
submissions up to 15" Oct; provided they are lodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning
& Consultation for Mayfield group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight
and consideration.

Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

1. Poor planning principles that envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

We have been told:

2. This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using

Industrial Drive, Mayfield;
And Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastle and The Hunter;

And

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this
position

4. We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle,

The Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Pollution problems of exhaust
fumes, dust, vibrations and noise;

0. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;




7. And many Social and Economic problems which could reasonably be seen as flow

on effects from the above.

We think it is reasonable to request that:

A. Consideration of the approval of theses plans be put on hold until all these major
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B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and nearby suburbs, and
The Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are to be dealt
- with; '
‘C A further period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,

concerned citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond to all this newly aired

information.

We ask that you please acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

We also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of

these plans.

Thank you.

Copies to:

Lisa Chan |
NSW Dept of Planning _
Email: lisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Mr Gary Webb

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes

Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield Group
Email: jlhayes@bigpond.com

And

Ms Jodi McKay MP

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816

NEWCASTLE NSW 2300

Email: Joshua.Brown@mckay.minister.nsw.gov.au
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The Hon. Tony Kelly, MLC

Minister for Planning

Level 34 Governor Macquarie Tower

1 Farrer Place

Sydney NSW 2000

Email: Sharon.armstrong@lands.nsw.gov.au

Dear Minister,

RE: Newcastle Port Corporation Concept Plans for the Mayfield Port side lands on part
of the old BHP Mayfield site

My name is: AM’WS/TT%(J/ ..................................................
and my address is ..... (5“ A (C/O l@@‘”]k ﬁ M(’hj&ﬁ%/%

and my other contact details are...... O(‘/ 01@2(79/ .............................

We have only very recently heard about the Newcastle Port Corp. plans described above,
and understand that although the official closing date for submissions has passed, that it
is reasonable for us to send this late Submission to you, with a copy to the NSW Dept of
Planning.

We also understand that that the Newcastle Port Corp has agreed to accept late
submissions up to 15" Oct; provided they are lodged via John Hayes of Correct Planning
& Consultation for Mayfield group; and that they have agreed to give them proper weight
and consideration. :

Our main concerns about the Port Corp Concept Plans are:

1. Poor planning principles that envisage almost all freight in and out of the new Port
Facilities, which will be built under this plan, will be by road.

We have been told:

2. This could result in many more than 1,000,000 extra truck movements PA using
Industrial Drive, Mayfield;
And Feeder roads, Expressways and Highways in and out of Newcastle and The Hunter;

And

3. That no real plans are envisaged to upgrade Goods rail services to alleviate this
position
4. We see these outcomes as not in the best interests of the People of Newcastle,

The Hunter, and beyond, because of:

5. Traffic Issues and resulting Environmental and Pollution problems of exhaust
fumes, dust, vibrations and noise;

6. Lack of Safety for Road users and residents;




7. And many Social and Economic problems which could reasonably be seen as flow
on effects from the above.

We think it is reasonable to request that:

A. Consideration of the approval of theses plans be put on hold untiI all these major
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B. Comprehensive Public meetings to be held in Mayfield and nearby suburbs, and
The Hunter to explain exactly what the plans are, and how the issues are to be dealt
with; '
C A further period, after such public meetings, to be announced to allow residents,
concemed citizens, organisations and stakeholders, to respond to all this newly aired
information.

We ask that you please acknowledge this submission, and agree to our 3 requests.

We also ask that you keep us informed about your decisions; and about any progress of
these plans.

Thank you.

Copies to:

Lisa Chan
NSW Dept of Planning
Email: lisa.chan@planning.nsw.gov.au

Mr Gary Webb

CEO

Newcastle Port Corporation

Via John L Hayes

Correct Planning & Consultation for Mayfield Group
Email: jhayes@bigpond.com

And

Ms Jodi McKay MP

Minister for the Hunter, and member for Newcastle
PO Box 1816

NEWCASTLE NSW 2300

Email: Joshua.Brown@mckay.minister.nsw.gov.au




