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Content:
As a resident of Tighes Hill in Newcastle, a mother, school teacher and a citizen of the Eadh, I obJect to the proposed

development of a fõrth coal terminal by Port Waratah Coal Servlces (PWCS) at the Port of Newcastle on the grounds
below.
The case for the need for an additional termlnal, as stated by PWCS, has not been sufficiently establìshed by the
proponent:
i TÉe demand for coal ls ln a state of flux as the market is currently flooded with an overÉ¡upply of coal meking an extra
coel terminal flnanclally unfeaslble.
' The community were not adequately involved in the agreement between the government and PWGS that PWCS

claims gives it a-mandate to ¡uiid an âdditional termlnai. lndeed ftom my partlcipation ln PWCS community meetings
this privãtely owned conglomerate of mining and foreign coal purchasing interesls have treated the terminal
conétruction as a fait accompll wlth llttle regard to communiÇ sentiment, well being and concems.

" PWCS have not made available for pubfiõ scrutiny the public Sre 'trlgger thresholds'that it claims sets the
development of an addltional coal terminal in play.
* lt has not been sufficiently demonslrated that investing in increased efficiencies at existing terminals would not amply
cover the need for a furthei coal terminal -this being ln the interest of the Region given the risks of development on the
proposed site which ls a storage site for toxic sediments from the BHP Billiton Steel Rlver Remedlation.
i The lmpact of coal, mined inhustralia and exported from the Port of Newcastle Port, when burned on our global
cllmate ið massive and willjeopardise lhe weÍ being o f humanlly- that's 228 million tonnes of carbon dioxide produced
per annum frorn the proposed export capacity of 120 million tonnes of coal per annum'
i lnternational trends to-using low carboir emitting and renewable technologies for power.generation and^.away from
highly polluting fossil fuels such as coal mean thãt þy the time the termlnal is built it may !9 obsolete whllst it's
coisiruction would have rort lrreversible damage to Hunter communities and lhe Hunter River ecosystems that are
used both reorealionally, commerclally by fisheries and for threatened species bird habltat.
It would be irresponsíble to allow furthler development of the industry when cunent lmpacts and associated health and
quality of life conc€ms remain unaddressed.
; pWCS and its owners have failed to address the lmpacts of coal mining and transport on coal .affect€d communÍties,
* The current dust monltorlng system is patchy and nõn-speclfic to the concerns of the communit y.
. There ls no noise monitoring ór noise Ëaniers cunently in place ln Newcastle to assess lhe ¡mpacts of noÍse pollution

on the community from the coal rail corridor and coal terminals.
- Nightly offshore winds (as the prevalllng wlnds in y) mean that Newcastle residents are
freq-uenity subjected to n'olse from the cu-nent load penetrate walls and windows. ln my
experienðe thlS ls partlcularly the case in Tlghes H and Waratah and is also experlenced in
Newcastle EasL

' PWCS, as representatives of a multibillíon dollar industry, is renowned for deflecllng responsiblllty for the impacts of
coal transport io the mines, rall caniers, rail networks and other heavy industry in the Port rather than ¡nstituting

measures to reduce noise and dust.
' PWCS has only paid lip service to the concerns of the communlty about the known health effecls of breathlng ln l¡ne
particulale mater t hat causes upper resplratory dlsease and potentially cancer'.
¡ The current dust suppression rilàasureó arc iñefrective on very dry and windy days and use vast amounts of precious

fresh water.
The increase of coal dust, noise, vibrationo and trafüc that would result from the proposed Terminal stretching from the
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Upper Hunter and Liverpool Plains to the Port of NewcasUe ls unacceptable.
. Fbrty-one addltlonal cåd kalns on the network ls alrnoet a doubling of current capacity would ¡esult in more dust"

vibratlons, nolse and traffic hold ups for the Hunter.
* Glven th'e known health impacts'of exposurs to coal duat, ln particular, this ls an unaccrptable lncrease on the
population
nr'e OreOgt r the shlpplng s$/lng berth has.the.potential to remobllis€ toxlc
sedimentã ietoric hààvflndustry threatenlng the haalth of local lsherlee, bird
populat lons and recßatlonal flshers and Rlver user8.
bon*ruct¡on of the proposed Termlnal on Kooragang lsland on top of where toxlc sedlments ar€ being stored is a

ridiculous propoaal.
* The conitruhbn method -compac{ing the wetlands to icrm a solid bäse on which to place the loadere' threatens to
re-release these aedlments Into the groundwater system.
. f¡¡s ts a paillcularly rlsky proposal-for hlgh ralnfail years (such as2012) and in the event of sea levEls ñses
(Espscla ' 'whlch 

will increase waler flow on the sile and dsk

breechln
'The co long term
malntenance forthe proposed development has not been stine gnv¡ronmental'Asöessment does not make plansfor . Surely long term
maintenance plans must be assesged as edequato
* Even whereihê risk of contemination is low the wl dwater aqulfers for
the Lower Hunter makes euch a rigk untenable.
¡ The need for uncontamlnaied groundwater aquifers whlch serve the ecologlcaln_eeds of the environment and

humanþ are paramount and múst not be comiromlsed forthe shorttem-galn of PWCS.

As a reeÍdent ofTighes Hill I am ehocked thal öur suburb hae bean excluded from noise aseessments for the
cuffently subjected to from the Carrington Coal Termlnal lt ls
of lvindõ and weather condltions be aseess€d for our suburþ. I call
Essmentto be redone to include Tþhes Hill'

The use of National Pad< land forthe proposed Têrml nal is unacceptable.
'Th€6e lands provide essenllal t¡abitát tó 23 fireatened bird specles and the green and golden bell frog'
* Deep Pond ié the only drought r€sistant habitat for wetland birds ln the Lower Hunter-

' Gonäervalion of thls weüanã habitat is especlally lnrportant with predlctod sea level rises associatsd wllh global

warming hat will turtrer limit migratory shorebird habitat.
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