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1. INTRODUCTION 
 
Stakeholder Consultation Overview 
 
Buttai Gravel Pty Ltd, being the proponent of the development application (DA), engaged 
Peterkin Consulting to undertake a comprehensive stakeholder and community consultation 
process as part of the preparation of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the 
proposed development at Martins Creek Quarry (MCQ), Martins Creek. This Stakeholder 
Consultation Issues Report has been prepared by Monteath and Powys Pty Ltd and has 
been created by information provided by Peterkin Consulting and Buttai Gravel Pty Ltd.  
 
The consultation has been generally undertaken in accordance with the established Terms 
of Reference, developed using the NSW Department of Planning’s document ‘Guidelines for 
Establishing and Operating Consultative Committees for Mining Projects’ June 2007 as a 
guide where applicable.   
 
This report sets out the issues that have been raised during stakeholder consultation. The 
aim of this report is to summarise the issues raised during the consultation process, and 
where applicable respond to those issues raised. 
 
Subject Site 
 
The subject site is located on Station Street, Martins Creek, and comprises of: 
 

 Lots 5 & 6 DP242210; 
 Lot 1 DP204377; 
 Lot 1 DP1006375; 
 Lot 42 DP815628; 
 Lot 21 DP773220; and     
 Lot 2 DP242210.     

 
The quarry covers a total area of approximately 83ha and is bound by the North Coast rail 
line to the north of the quarry and Martins Creek community to the south.  
 
Proposed Development 
 
The proponent is seeking to lodge an application to: 

 regularise the operations at the existing Martins Creek Quarry; and  
 seek approval to expand the quarry to areas previously identified as resource rich 

areas. 
 
Methodology of Consultation 
 
Prior to the provision of the Secretary’s Environmental Assessment Requirements (SEARs), 
the proponent attended a forum held by Dungog Shire Council on the 17th July 2014. A key 
action from this meeting was for the proponent to investigate the establishment of a 
consultative committee during the preparation of the EIS.  
 
A following public meeting was held by Dungog Shire Council at Paterson, on 31st July 2014, 
in which the proponent indicated that the establishment of a consultative committee was 
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underway. Following these initial activities, the proponent formerly approached Dungog 
Shire Council and Paterson Progress Association to discuss the options for consultation 
during the preparation of the EIS. During these discussions it was decided to establish the 
Martins Creek Quarry Community Consultative Committee (MCQCCC) as the main 
consultative mechanism. The MCQCCC have since met monthly during the preparation of 
the EIS, with the first meeting commencing October 2014. 
 
The consultation methodology undertaken for the EIS includes: 

 Initial contact with all relevant stakeholders including those identified in the SEARs – 
this included the opportunity for stakeholders to provide comment and raise issues 
regarding the proposal; 

 Further correspondence and meetings, where necessary, were held to clarify the 
stakeholder concerns and provide the opportunity for discussion regarding any 
concerns raised;  

 Consultation outcomes shared among the project team to incorporate the comments 
into the design of the proposal; 

 Ongoing discussions with the MCQCCC. 
 

The initial contact with the relevant government agencies, councils, and service providers 
was made in December 2014, with details and outcomes of the consultation provided within 
the body of this report and Appendix A. 
 
In addition to the aforementioned community consultation activities and methodologies, the 
proponent also: 

 Established an 1800 community information line for enquiries regarding the proposal;  
 Published the information and meeting minutes with the MCQCCC on the established 

MC Quarry website and provided hard copies located at the Paterson Post Office and 
Paterson IGA Grocery shop; and 

 Provided availability of consultants to meet and discuss various technical aspects of 
the EIS with stakeholders.   

 
SEARs Requirements 
 
The SEARs issued for the proposed development require the applicant to enter into 
consultation with various Federal / State government agencies, councils, service providers 
and community groups.  
 
In particular, consultation with the following was identified:  

 Commonwealth Department of the Environment;  
 NSW Office of Environment and Heritage (including the Heritage Branch);  
 NSW Environment Protection Authority;  
 Division of Resources and Energy within the NSW Department of Trade and 

Investment, Regional Infrastructure and Services;  
 NSW Department of Primary Industries (including the NSW Office of Water, NSW 

Forestry, Agriculture and Fisheries sections and Crown Lands division);  
 NSW Roads and Maritime Services;  
 Hunter Local Land Services;  
 Dungog Shire Council;  
 Maitland City Council;  
 Port Stephens Council; and  
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 Relevant community groups including, but not limited to:  
o Paterson Progress Association,  
o Bolwarra Heights Community Group, and  
o The Voice of Wallalong and Woodville.  

 
Stakeholder Consultation  
 
The stakeholder consultation undertaken in accordance with the SEARs during the 
preparation of the EIS includes: 

 
 The establishment and ongoing participation of the MCQCCC; 
 A briefing of the Dungog Shire Council Mayor and General Manager, and Paterson 

Progress Association. These stakeholders indicated support for the proposed 
establishment of the Community Consultative Committee (using the Department’s 
Guidelines for establishing community consultative committee for mining projects as 
a starting point); 

 A briefing of Maitland City Council;  
 A briefing of the Newcastle staff of Department of Premier and Cabinet; 
 Meeting with Bolwarra Heights Residents Group (held 7 July 2014); 
 Attendance at a forum hosted by Dungog Shire Council on 17 July 2014 facilitated by 

A. Talbot – Dungog Shire Council (staff & Councillors), Maitland City Council, Port 
Stephens Council, Brandy Hill Action Group, Bolwarra Residents Group, Paterson 
Progress Association, RMS, and EPA representatives; 

 A briefing of Maitland Council Staff, Maitland Police and Paterson Police regarding 
voluntary speed reductions for trucks in Paterson and Bolwarra;  

 Attendance of a public meeting at Paterson, arranged by Dungog Shire Council on 31 
July 2014; 

 Consultation with all agencies and groups identified in the SEARs; and  
 Consultation with CB Alexander College. 

 
Initial contact with the relevant government agencies and service providers commenced in 
December 2014, with details and outcomes of the consultation provided within the body of 
this report.  
 
It should be noted that several letters of support regarding the proposed development have 
been provided by local industry groups to the proponent. Refer to Appendix C for further 
detail.  
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2. COMMUNITY CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE 
 
Consultation Objectives 
 
The objectives of the stakeholder consultation undertaken include: 

 Provide the opportunity for open two-way communication between the proponent, 
community and agencies; 

 Provide responses to questions raised; 
 Present key aspects of the EIS as studies are completed during its preparation; 
 Ensure an open discussion form is held for issues to be raised, discussed and 

responded to; and 
 Facilitate the flow of information between the proponent and community and 

agencies. 
 
Martins Creek Quarry Community Consultative Committee (MCQCCC) Purpose  
 
The consultative committee is the main mechanism for information sharing throughout the 
preparation of the EIS. The MCQCCC was established in September 2014 with the purpose 
to provide a forum for open discussion between representatives of the company, the 
community, the council and other stakeholders on issues directly relating to the development 
application, the quarry’s current operations and community relations. The MCQCCC was 
also established to keep the community informed on these matters.  
 
The committee aims to:  

 Establish good working relationships between the company, the community and 
other stakeholders in relation to the quarry;  

 Provide for the ongoing communication of information on the environmental 
assessment studies, and the sharing of information regarding the current 
operations of the quarry. (It should be noted however, that legal advice hindered 
the proponent in sharing details with regards to operational aspects/issues of the 
quarry); 

 Provide an opportunity for comment on the quarry’s environmental performance;  
 Discuss community concerns and review the resolution of community complaints;  
 Discuss how best to communicate relevant information on the development 

application and environmental studies; and  
 Work together towards outcomes of benefit to the quarry, immediate neighbours 

and the local and regional community.  
 
The committee also:  

 Provides feedback to the company and/or relevant State agencies regarding 
environmental management and community relations outcomes relating to the 
quarry;  

 Reviews the quarry’s complaints-handling procedures and the handling of 
concerns or complaints from the community regarding operations, environmental 
management and/or community relations;  

 Provides advice to the company on how to address community relationships, 
including:  

o the provision of information to the community;  
o the identification of community initiatives to which the company could 

contribute; and  
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o liaison with community consultative committees of other quarries where 
there are common issues or where there is the potential for cumulative 
impacts, with a view to information sharing and joint meetings on matters 
of common interest. 

 
Terms of Reference 
 
The MCQCCC generally operates under defined Terms of Reference. The Terms of 
Reference were established in consultation and collaboration with Dungog Shire Council 
Mayor and General Manager and Paterson Progress Association, and were agreed upon 
prior to the commencement of monthly meetings. The Terms of Reference for the Martins 
Creek Quarry Community Consultative Committee were developed using the NSW 
Department of Planning’s document “Guidelines for Establishing and Operating Consultative 
Committees for Mining Projects” June 2007 as a guide. The Terms of Reference has been 
included in Appendix B of the report.  
 
It should be noted that The Terms of Reference for the MCQCCC generally reflect those of 
the NSW Planning and Environment’s Draft “Community Consultative Committee 
Guidelines” State Significant Projects 2016.  
 

Only weeks after the formation of the MCQCCC, Daracon was informed of pending class 4 
enforcement proceedings in the Land and Environment Court by Dungog Shire Council. This 
has limited the information flow from Daracon on its current operations during the CCC 
meetings, and as such some of the communications on current operational related matters 
have been restricted.  

 
Members of the Martins Creek Quarry Community Consultative Committee 
 
The MCQCCC consists of Representatives from, and including: 

 The MCQCCC Chairperson (Peterkin Consulting); 
 Two (2) representatives from Dungog Shire Council (Mayor and General Manager); 
 Representatives from local community groups including: 

o Paterson Progress Association;  
o Brandy Hill Action Group;   
o Bolwarra Heights Action Group;  
o Martins Creek village representative;  
o Martins Creek Quarry Action Group; 
o The Voice of Wallalong and Woodville Group; and 

 Two (2) representatives from the proponent. 
 
The meetings are open to the general public, with the minutes published on the Martins 
Creek Quarry web page, and hard copies available at Paterson Post Office and Paterson 
IGA Grocery Store.  
 
Although government authorities have not been included in the committee, officers from the 
various authorities have been asked by the chairperson to attend certain meetings to provide 
specialist input. Agency representatives and technical consultants have also been invited to 
attend and present at various meetings. 
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3. STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION ACTIVITIES 
 
Consultation Program 
 
At the initial October 2014 meeting of MCQCCC, the chair facilitated a brief session with the 
group to identify issues for discussion at future meetings. This list was included in the 
minutes, and was subsequently reviewed at the February 2015 meeting with no additional 
issues being identified by MCQCCC members. 
 
As of January 2016, the MCQCCC has held 12 meetings for the community and 
stakeholders, with an EIS update provided at each meeting. A summary of the key activities 
is as follows: 
  
 October 2014 – This meeting focussed on outlining the background to the MCQCCC and 

how the MCQCCC was developed with Dungog Council and Paterson Progress 
Association. The meeting also identified issues relating to the proposed development. 
These issues included details regarding the proposal and current operations, impacts of 
the proposal, noise, dust, roads, community benefit and the role of government 
agencies.  

 November 2014 – A presentation was undertaken by Department of Planning & 
Environment (the Department) regarding the assessment process and the role of the 
department. 

 December 2014 – A presentation was undertaken by Dungog Shire Council (DCS), Port 
Stephens Council (PSC), Maitland City Council (MCC) and Roads and Maritime Services 
(RMS) regarding roads impacted by the proposal. The information provided identified the 
roles and responsibilities of the relevant road managers.  

 February 2015 – A presentation by Precision Drill and Blast (the blasting contractor) and 
Peter Bellairs Consulting (the blasting consultant) was undertaken. The presentation 
outlined the current process for blasting within the quarry, identified the changes that had 
been implemented as a result of community feedback, compliance and reporting, and 
demonstrated how the blast monitor operates. 

 April 2015 – A rail presentation was provided by the applicant, which outlined the rail 
study details. This included the proposed location of the rail line to the quarry identified 
within the EIS. Formal feedback was received from MCQAG on rail presentation during 
the meeting.  

 May 2015 – A presentation by JM Environments (the surface water, groundwater and air 
quality consultant) was undertaken. The presentation detailed surface water, 
groundwater and air quality studies undertaken by the consultant, and the results of 
these studies. Current stormwater management and the existing monitoring undertaken 
for air quality and EPL requirements were also detailed throughout this meeting. 

 June 2015 – A presentation relating to the archaeology and Voluntary Planning 
Agreement sections of the EIS was undertaken. The presentation was undertaken by the 
Project Manager, who provided an overview of the archaeology studies and the 
Voluntary Planning Agreement Process. The presentation also raised the proponent’s 
proposal to seek community input and ideas for any Voluntary Planning Agreement to be 
developed.  

 July 2015 – No presentation was held at this meeting, however an EIS update was 
provided. 

 August 2015 – A presentation of the Biodiversity section of the EIS by Conacher 
Consulting was provided. This presentation outlined the studies undertaken and results 
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of on-site surveys, and the State and Federal Legislative requirements including 
Environmental Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act) and the 
Framework for Biodiversity Assessment. 

 September 2015 – A presentation was provided by RCA (the acoustic consultant) 
outlining the acoustic studies and modelling undertaken for the proposed development. 
The presentation also included an explanation of the statutory requirements for the 
proposed development, the principles of noise impact assessment and management, 
outlining of relevant policies, outline of the traffic noise assessment and compliance 
requirements.  

 October 2015 – A presentation undertaken by ACOR Consultants (the engineering 
consultant) and SECA Solutions (the traffic consultant) was provided, outlining details of 
the civil engineering works and current road conditions. Also included in the presentation 
were details of the Pavement Management and Road Inventory System details, historical 
tonnages and truck movements, assessment of traffic impacts and road safety, details of 
current and future tonnages and truck movements, road capacity, road safety audit, 
haulage routes, proposed road works, and traffic modelling.  

 December 2015 – A discussion was held regarding the Visual Amenity and Socio 
Economic section of the EIS. This discussion outlined the visual amenity assessment 
process, potential mitigation measures, viewpoint analysis, and information concerning 
the socio economic study relating to the proposal.  

 June 2016 – A presentation provided by Daracon addressed issues raised at the 
October 2014 MCQCCC meeting and issues raised at subsequent MCQCCC meetings. 
This was to ensure all questions and concerns raised had been responded to by 
Daracon. 

 
At the April 2015 MCQCCC meeting, The Chair sought comment from MCQCCC members 
as to the process of the MCQCCC meetings and how to improve the consultation process. 
The MCQCCC members indicated that presentations regarding the progress of the EIS were 
productive. It was agreed to continue meetings with monthly updates (on the EIS progress 
as provided by the proponent’s Project Manager) and to continue with the presentations of 
the EIS sub-sections as they became available. 
 
Minutes from the MCQCCC meetings, including the draft minutes from the June 2016 
meeting, have been provided on the proponent’s website, with hard copies located at the 
Paterson IGA Grocery Shop and the Paterson Post Office.  
 
Issues Raised during MCQCCC Meetings & Proponents Response 
 
During the initial meeting of the MCQCCC in October 2014, issues were identified by the 
MCQCCC members regarding further information requests. The proponent has provided 
presentations to the MCQCCC as the EIS reports were received from consultants, with the 
proponent requesting feedback and any additional issues noted from the MCQCCC following 
each presentation. Copies of all presentations provided and feedback received are included 
in the MCQCCC meeting minutes on the proponent’s website. 
 
A review of the issues identified at the October 2014 meeting was carried out at the 
February 2015 meeting of the MCQCCC with regards to adding further issues to the list. 
 
At the December 2015 meeting of the MCQCCC, members asked the proponent to provide a 
summary of the issues raised during the consultation process, how the issues raised have 
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been addressed, and what changes have been made as a result of the MCQCCC. The 
proponent provided this information at the June 2016 meeting.  
 
Table 1 provides a summary of issues raised during this process. 
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Table 1:  Summary of Consultation Issues (Non-Agency)  

Issues identified 
throughout MCQCCC 
consultation process 

Details on issues raised Applicants response to issues identified 

 Negotiation on:  

o Hours of operation in 
DA  

 
o Tonnes  
 
 
o Road/rail ratio  

 

 Noise arising from truck 
movements through the villages. 
 Noise arising from the loading of 
trains 
 Noise arising from night time 
quarry maintenance activities 
 Noise arising from Quarry 
processing. 
 Clarified historic and current 
tonnages  
 Historic ratio is currently under 
legal consideration. 

 

 

The proponent has proposed the following hours: 

 In-Pit Quarrying operations between 6am and 6pm (Monday to 
Saturday). 

 Processing operations between 6am and 10pm (Monday to 
Saturday). 

 Pug mill mixing and binder delivery operations – 4:30am to 
10pm (Monday to Friday), and 4:30am to 6pm on Saturdays. 

 Sales Loading and Stockpiling for Road Transport – 5:30am to 
7pm (Monday to Saturday). 

 Train Loading – 24 hours / 7 days a week. 

Additional actions application: 

 Truck parking on site 
 Noise attenuation to structures & surrounds 
 Relocation of Quarry access point 
 Relocation of Quarry processing areas  

At the December 2014 MCQCCC meeting a presentation was 
undertaken by Dungog Shire Council (DCS), Port Stephens Council 
(PSC), Maitland City Council (MCC) and Roads and Maritime 
Services (RMS) regarding roads impacted by the proposal. The 
information provided identified the roles and responsibilities of the 
relevant road managers.  

At the October 2015 MCQCCC meeting, a presentation undertaken 
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Table 1:  Summary of Consultation Issues (Non-Agency)  

Issues identified 
throughout MCQCCC 
consultation process 

Details on issues raised Applicants response to issues identified 

by ACOR Consultants and SECA Solutions outlining details of the 
civil engineering works and current road conditions was provided. 
Also included in the presentation was details of the Pavement 
Management and Road Inventory System details, historical 
tonnages and truck movements, assessment of traffic impacts and 
road safety, details of current and future tonnages and truck 
movements, road capacity, road safety audit, haulage routes, 
proposed road works, and traffic modelling.  

It is concluded that no change is required, as the road network is 
not at capacity and as such the proposed tonnages of 1.5 million 
remains. 

The proponent indicated that as the road/rail ratio is not fixed, 
market is therefore dependent upon rail demand for product. 

Refer to Section 5, 8 & 9 of the EIS for further detail. 

 PEA proposed operating 
parameters – i.e. hours of 
operation  

 

 Noise arising from truck 
movements through the 
villages. 

 Noise arising from the loading of 
trains 

 Noise arising from night time 
quarry maintenance activities 

 Noise arising from Quarry 
processing. 

Proponent has proposed the following hours: 

 In-Pit Quarrying operations between 6am and 6pm (Monday to 
Saturday). 

 Processing operations between 6am and 10pm (Monday to 
Saturday). 

 Pug mill mixing and binder delivery operations – 4:30am to 
10pm (Monday to Friday), and 4:30am to 6pm on Saturdays. 

 Sales Loading and Stockpiling for Road Transport – 5:30am to 
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Table 1:  Summary of Consultation Issues (Non-Agency)  

Issues identified 
throughout MCQCCC 
consultation process 

Details on issues raised Applicants response to issues identified 

 7pm (Monday to Saturday). 
 Train Loading – 24 hours / 7 days a week. 

Refer to Section 5, 8 & 9 of the EIS for further detail. 

 Progress on DGR items  

 

 Required regular updates. Progress updates on the EIS studies provided by The Proponent 
and Project Manager at monthly meetings of the MCQCCC. 

 Dust/noise/visual amenity 
impacts – what quarry will 
look like in relation to the 
above  

 

 No specific details on issued 
raised. 

At the May 2015 MCQCCC meeting a presentation by JM 
Environments (the surface water, groundwater and air quality 
consultant) was undertaken. The presentation detailed surface 
water, groundwater and air quality studies undertaken, and the 
results of these studies. The current stormwater management and 
existing monitoring undertaken for air quality and EPL requirements 
were also detailed. 

At the September 2015 MCQCCC a presentation by RCA 
consultants outlining the acoustic studies and modelling undertaken 
was provided. The presentation also included an explanation of the 
statutory requirements for the proposed development, the 
principles of noise impact assessment and management, outlining 
of relevant policies, outline of the traffic noise assessment and 
compliance requirements.  

At the December 2015 MCQCCC meeting a discussion was held 
regarding the Visual Amenity and Socio Economic section of the 
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Table 1:  Summary of Consultation Issues (Non-Agency)  

Issues identified 
throughout MCQCCC 
consultation process 

Details on issues raised Applicants response to issues identified 

EIS. This discussion outlined the visual amenity assessment 
process, potential mitigation measures, viewpoint analysis, and 
information concerning the socio economic study relating to the 
proposal.  

Refer to Section 8 & 9 of the EIS for further detail. 

As a result of the regulation through the EIS process the Quarry will 
be brought into line with the current Legislative requirements. 

 Proposed extraction and 
transport methods  

 Request for detailed explanation 
of extraction methodology. 

The presentation in June 2016 provided details of extraction. 

 EIS sub section progress – 
update and engagement with 
community during 
development of EIS  

 Required regular updates. Updates were provided by the proponent and Project Manager at 
monthly meetings. The MCQCCC meetings were open to the 
public, and upon request, the proponent made consultants 
available to meet and discuss technical aspects of the proposal for 
committee members and members of the community.  

Meeting minutes were provided on the proponent’s Martins Creek 
Quarry webpage and hard copies were provided at the local 
Paterson IGA Grocer and Paterson Post Office. 

 Impact of proposed SSD to:  

o Businesses  

 No further details were raised At the December 2015 MCQCCC meeting a discussion was held 
regarding the Visual Amenity and Socio Economic section of the 
EIS. This discussion outlined the visual amenity assessment 
process, potential mitigation measures, viewpoint analysis, and 
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Table 1:  Summary of Consultation Issues (Non-Agency)  

Issues identified 
throughout MCQCCC 
consultation process 

Details on issues raised Applicants response to issues identified 

o Tourism  

o Open space  

o Road safety – bus stops 
etc  

o Places of worship  

o Tocal  

 

information concerning the socio economic study relating to the 
proposal.  

At the October 2015 MCQCCC meeting a presentation undertaken 
by ACOR Consultants and SECA Solutions outlining details of the 
civil engineering works and current road conditions was provided. 
Also included in the presentation was details of the Pavement 
Management and Road Inventory System details, historical 
tonnages and truck movements, assessment of traffic impacts and 
road safety, details of current and future tonnages and truck 
movements, road capacity, road safety audit, haulage routes, 
proposed road works, and traffic modelling.  

At the December 2014 MCQCCC meeting a presentation was 
undertaken by Dungog Shire Council (DCS), Port Stephens Council 
(PSC), Maitland City Council (MCC) and Roads and Maritime 
Services (RMS) regarding roads impacted by the proposal. The 
information provided identified the roles and responsibilities of the 
relevant road managers.  

Refer to Section 8 & 9 of the EIS for further detail. 

 
 Role of government 

agencies  
 
o Why have council 

 No further details raised. 
 This is covered by the Department 

of Planning 

A response was provided by Dungog Shire Council during the 
February 2015 meeting. Council’s response concluded:   

Councils Planning Department can find no policy document with 
regard to the development in proximity to the Martins Creek Quarry. 
As such, this pre-dated the EIS undertaken by Railcorp on the 
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Table 1:  Summary of Consultation Issues (Non-Agency)  

Issues identified 
throughout MCQCCC 
consultation process 

Details on issues raised Applicants response to issues identified 

changed the rules on 
building houses. i.e. 
brick homes near 
MCQ  

 
o Community input into 

proposed SSD 
parameters  

 

Quarry. We can only assume that the officer of the day based upon 
his knowledge of the location etc. applied the “precautionary 
principle” in respect of his building standards to safeguard the 
property owners and to have saved them the costs of having to 
have undertaken a range of tests from a geological perspective that 
would have been cost prohibitive.  

Further to this, recent approval issued by Council (outlined in the 
December meeting) requires acoustic assessments to be 
undertaken prior to determination of the development, and requires 
further assessment to be undertaken prior to the issue of the 
occupation certificate for the dwelling.  

The proponent understands the Department of Planning and 
Environment has taken into consideration community input into the 
issuing of the SEARs for the project – refer to Department of 
Planning website for community input details. 

 Roads  
o Condition of roads  

 

 Proposed mitigation measures. 
 Truck impacts on road conditions 
 Current conditions 
 Proposed impacts on roads if the 

application is approved. 

At the October 2015 MCQCCC meeting a presentation undertaken 
by ACOR Consultants and SECA Solutions outlining details of the 
civil engineering works and current road conditions was provided. 
Also included in the presentation was details of the Pavement 
Management and Road Inventory System details, historical 
tonnages and truck movements, assessment of traffic impacts and 
road safety, details of current and future tonnages and truck 
movements, road capacity, road safety audit, haulage routes, 
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Table 1:  Summary of Consultation Issues (Non-Agency)  

Issues identified 
throughout MCQCCC 
consultation process 

Details on issues raised Applicants response to issues identified 

proposed road works, and traffic modelling.   

At the December 2014 MCQCCC meeting a presentation was 
undertaken by Dungog Shire Council (DCS), Port Stephens Council 
(PSC), Maitland City Council (MCC) and Roads and Maritime 
Services (RMS) regarding roads impacted by the proposal. The 
information provided identified the roles and responsibilities of the 
relevant road managers.  

Refer to Section 8 & 9 of the EIS for further detail.  

The proponent is currently preparing a VPA offer inclusive of 
specific road projects and contributions. 

 Community Benefit  

o Actions, activities or 
projects to be included 
in a potential VPA  

 

 

 

o Daracon’s community 
sponsorship activities 
(what is proposed)  

 No further details given. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 No further detailed provided 

At the June 2015 MCQCCC a presentation relating to the Voluntary 
Planning Agreement The presentation was undertaken by the 
Project Manager, who provided an overview of the Voluntary 
Planning Agreement Process and the proponent’s proposal to seek 
community input and ideas for any Voluntary Planning Agreement 
to be developed. It should be noted that a VPA is currently being 
prepared.  

 

The proponent provided details of community sponsorship at the 
June 2016 presentation. A summary of the proponent’s community 
sponsorship and event activities include: 
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Table 1:  Summary of Consultation Issues (Non-Agency)  

Issues identified 
throughout MCQCCC 
consultation process 

Details on issues raised Applicants response to issues identified 

  Hunter Valley District Council of RSL Sub-Branches – Donation 
to Hunter Valley 2015 Gallipoli Student Tour; 

 Paterson Pre-School – Shade cloth structure erected; 
 Vacy Village Country Festival – 2015 Carnival; 
 Paterson Golf Club – Ladies Day; 
 2015 Gresford Rodeo & Campdraft; 
 Glengallic Shooting Club – Delivery of truck & dog load of 

gravel to gun club; 
 Gresford Community Group – Gresford Billy Cart Derby; 
 Dungog Bowling Club – Williams Valley Tournament; 
 Farmers Hotel Cricket Club – Vacy – 2015/16 Dungog District 

Cricket Association; 
 Dungog Shire Community Centre – Annual Christmas Program; 
 Gresford District Agricultural Society Inc – 2016 Gresford Show; 
 2016 Gresford Rodeo & Campdraft; and 
 2016 Paterson River Netball Club. 

The proponent’s Social Club also runs various fundraising events, 
and has previously raised funds for the NSW Cancer Council, 
Mates in Construction, Cerebral Palsy Alliance, Cystic Fibrosis and 
Hunter Animal Rescue.   

The proponent is also a major sponsor and active participant for 
“Variety – the Children’s Charity,” having been involved for more 
than a decade, and having raised in excess of $1 Million for 
children in need. In 2014 the proponent raised $100,000, 
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Table 1:  Summary of Consultation Issues (Non-Agency)  

Issues identified 
throughout MCQCCC 
consultation process 

Details on issues raised Applicants response to issues identified 

approximately $88,000 in 2015 and approximately $110,000 in 
2016 for Variety. 

In addition, following the April 2015 super storm and subsequent 
flooding, the proponent donated both labour & personnel to assist 
the Dungog Emergency Centre with the Dungog town clean up. 
The proponent also provided gravel for repair of flood damaged 
roads to landholders residing within the flood impacted shires at 
cost. The proponent continues to provide an ongoing supply of 
storage containers to the SES & Community Green “Common”. 

The proponent has also contributed to the construction of the Driver 
Training Facility, at CB Alexander College. 

 
 Quarry Operation  
 
 Signage to quarry  
 
 
 
 
 Truck start times  
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 Insufficient signage to Martins 
Creek Quarry 

 

 

 Issues raised by Paterson Valley 
Estate residents. 

 

 

 

A signage upgrade adjacent to the railway line at Martins Creek 
has been undertaken.  
 

 

Refer to Section 5 & 9 of the EIS for further detail. The proponent 
has proposed to have on site truck parking to reduce morning traffic 
noise through the villages. 

The change of access to Dungog Road. 
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Table 1:  Summary of Consultation Issues (Non-Agency)  

Issues identified 
throughout MCQCCC 
consultation process 

Details on issues raised Applicants response to issues identified 

 
 
 
 Frequency of trucks 
dispatch  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 Blasting impacts  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 No further details. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 What are the current EPL 
requirements for blasting? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A presentation was given at the October 2015 MCQCCC meeting 
by the engineering and traffic consultants. This outlined details of 
the civil engineering works and current road conditions. Also 
included in the presentation was details of the Pavement 
Management and Road Inventory System details, historical 
tonnages and truck movements, assessment of traffic impacts and 
road safety, details of current and future tonnages and truck 
movements, road capacity, road safety audit, haulage routes, 
proposed road works, and traffic modelling.   

Refer to Section 8 & 9 of the EIS for further detail.  

 
At the February 2015 a presentation by Precision Drill and Blast 
and Peter Bellairs Consulting was undertaken. The presentation 
outlined the current process for blasting within the quarry, identified 
the changes that had been implemented as a result of community 
feedback, compliance and reporting, and demonstrated how the 
blast monitor operates. 

Further to this, the blasting consultant and geologist met with 
residents of View Street Vacy on 22nd August 2014, to discuss 
blasting, monitoring and compliance. 
 
Refer to Section 8 & 9 of the EIS for further detail.  
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Table 1:  Summary of Consultation Issues (Non-Agency)  

Issues identified 
throughout MCQCCC 
consultation process 

Details on issues raised Applicants response to issues identified 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 What is the noise 
rate? Is it in the normal 
ratio?  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 Current and forecast 
quarry operation  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Although within the compliance parameters, blasting patterns were 
modified to further reduce results below compliance levels. 
 
 
At the September 2015 MCQCCC a presentation by RCA 
consultants outlining the acoustic studies and modelling undertaken 
was provided. The presentation also included an explanation of the 
statutory requirements for the proposed development, the 
principles of noise impact assessment and management, outlining 
of relevant policies, outlining of the traffic noise assessment and 
compliance requirements. 
 
Refer to Section 8 of the EIS for further detail.  

 

At the October 2015 MCQCCC meeting, a presentation undertaken 
by ACOR Consultants and SECA Solutions outlining details of the 
civil engineering works and current road conditions was provided. 
Also included in the presentation was details of the Pavement 
Management and Road Inventory System details, historical 
tonnages and truck movements, assessment of traffic impacts and 
road safety, details of current and future tonnages and truck 
movements, road capacity, road safety audit, haulage routes, 
proposed road works, and traffic modelling.  

 



 
STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION ISSUES REPORT 

 

 

Job Ref: 14/0228  

Martin’s Creek Quarry  
24 

 

Table 1:  Summary of Consultation Issues (Non-Agency)  

Issues identified 
throughout MCQCCC 
consultation process 

Details on issues raised Applicants response to issues identified 

 
 

 
 Train times & 
numbers – proposed future 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Graph showing 
tonnage from MCQ over last 
10 years  

 

At the April 2015 MCQCCC meeting a rail presentation provided by 
the proponent outlined the rail study details, including the current 
situation and use of rail, current quarry loading details, the 
proposed location of the rail line to the quarry, identified within the 
EIS. Formal feedback was received from MCQAG on the rail 
presentation following the meeting.  The proponent indicated that 
as the road/rail ratio is not fixed, market is therefore dependent 
upon rail demand for product.  

 

At the October 2015 MCQCCC meeting, a presentation undertaken 
by ACOR and SECA Solutions outlining details of the civil 
engineering works and current road conditions was provided. Also 
included in the presentation was details of the Pavement 
Management and Road Inventory System details, historical 
tonnages and truck movements, assessment of traffic impacts and 
road safety, details of current and future tonnages and truck 
movements, road capacity, road safety audit, haulage routes, 
proposed road works, and traffic modelling.  

 Complaints  

o New  

o Resolutions  

 

 Requested details of recorded 
complaints and how Daracon was 
to address these. 

 

The proponent has provided updates during the monthly meetings 
on complaints received and resolved. 

All complaints received from the public are responded to and have 
been documented. 

The proponent has addressed this issue by identifying a new 
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Table 1:  Summary of Consultation Issues (Non-Agency)  

Issues identified 
throughout MCQCCC 
consultation process 

Details on issues raised Applicants response to issues identified 

 
 Safety at corners on 
roads leading to & from 
quarry (Station St & Dungog 
Rd)  
 

 
 No further details provided 

 

 

 

 

entrance to the quarry. The new entrance from Dungog Road will 
be constructed to relevant standards, which will avoid the need for 
quarry traffic to enter Martins Creek village. This will also avoid 
interaction with the existing railway level crossing & Station Street. 
A Road, Transport and Civils presentation was undertaken in 
October 2015, which provided details of the proposed new 
entrance.  

Refer to Section 5, 8 & 9 of the EIS for further detail. 

 Resolution (consent 
conditions) 

 No further details provided  Proponent is seeking resolution as to consent conditions. No 
further action is considered at this stage. 

 Truck numbers 
 Truck speeds 
 Tonnage limits 
 Civil Works 
 Roadworks 
 Haulage Routes 
 Bus Lanes/ Slip lanes 
for trucks 
 Proposed haulage 
routes (including use of 
Vogeles Road) 
 Traffic safety along 

 Excessive speed perceived by 
public 

 Lack of pedestrian 
infrastructure. 

At the October 2015 MCQCCC meeting, a presentation undertaken 
by ACOR Consultants and SECA Solutions outlining details of the 
civil engineering works and current road conditions was provided. 
Also included in the presentation was details of the Pavement 
Management and Road Inventory System details, historical 
tonnages and truck movements, assessment of traffic impacts and 
road safety, details of current and future tonnages and truck 
movements, road capacity, road safety audit, haulage routes, 
proposed road works, and traffic modelling.  

At the December 2014 MCQCCC meeting a presentation was 
undertaken by Dungog Shire Council (DCS), Port Stephens Council 
(PSC), Maitland City Council (MCC) and Roads and Maritime 
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Table 1:  Summary of Consultation Issues (Non-Agency)  

Issues identified 
throughout MCQCCC 
consultation process 

Details on issues raised Applicants response to issues identified 

haulage routes 
 Peak truck movement 
details 
 Cumulative impacts 
with Brandy Hill 

Services (RMS) regarding roads impacted by the proposal. The 
information provided identified the roles and responsibilities of the 
relevant road managers.  

Refer to Section 8 & 9 of the EIS for further detail.  

 
 Truck running times 
 
 Distribution of trucks 
re: morning peak 

 
 Sleep disturbance  
 
 Road safety 

 

At the October 2015 MCQCCC meeting, a presentation undertaken 
by ACOR Consultants and SECA Solutions outlining details of the 
civil engineering works and current road conditions was provided. 
Also included in the presentation was details of the Pavement 
Management and Road Inventory System details, historical 
tonnages and truck movements, assessment of traffic impacts and 
road safety, details of current and future tonnages and truck 
movements, road capacity, road safety audit, haulage routes, 
proposed road works, and traffic modelling.  

At the December 2015 MCQCCC meeting a discussion was held 
regarding the Visual Amenity and Socio Economic section of the 
EIS. This discussion outlined the visual amenity assessment 
process, potential mitigation measures, viewpoint analysis, and 
information concerning the socio economic study relating to the 
proposal.  

At the September 2015 MCQCCC a presentation by RCA 
consultants outlining the acoustic studies and modelling undertaken 
was provided. The presentation also included an explanation of the 
statutory requirements for the proposed development, the 



 
STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION ISSUES REPORT 

 

 

Job Ref: 14/0228  

Martin’s Creek Quarry  
27 

 

Table 1:  Summary of Consultation Issues (Non-Agency)  

Issues identified 
throughout MCQCCC 
consultation process 

Details on issues raised Applicants response to issues identified 

principles of noise impact assessment and management, outlining 
of relevant policies, outline of the traffic noise assessment and 
compliance requirements. 

Refer to Section 5, 8 & 9 of the EIS for further detail.  

 Truck speeds along 
haulage routes 

 

 Excessive speed perceived by 
public 

 Lack of pedestrian infrastructure. 

The proponent has implemented a Code of Conduct for truck 
drivers. It is standard practice, with the ordering system 
automatically attaching the code of conduct to all quotes that are 
for materials to be purchased on an ex bin basis from Martins 
Creek.  This ensures that all customers that provide their own 
trucking, who are not managed or contracted by the proponent, are 
aware of the proponent’s expectations when travelling to and from 
Martins Creek Quarry. 

The proponent’s trucks & contracted trucks are required to adhere 
to the Code Of Conduct. 

 Labelling of trucks to 
enable identification of 
trucks 

 

 Suggestion to have trucks clearly 
labelled for ease of truck 
identification. 

The proponent outlined at the June 2016 meeting labelling of trucks 
is being considered and will adhere to conditions of consent. 

 Truck standards 

 

 Truck compliance to legislation 

 

The proponent has a quality management system in place for its 
own trucks and contracted trucks. The MCQCCC was offered a 
presentation from the proponent regarding the quality management 
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Table 1:  Summary of Consultation Issues (Non-Agency)  

Issues identified 
throughout MCQCCC 
consultation process 

Details on issues raised Applicants response to issues identified 

program, however declined the offer. 

 Truck noise 
 Hours of operation 
 Noise Mitigation 
Measures 
 Noise modelling 
information 
 Noise reporting 
process 
 Location of noise 
loggers 
 Cumulative impacts 
with Brandy Hill 
 Land mitigation 
controls for noise 
 Start times of quarry 
 Noise/Vibration from 
trucks impacting residences 

 Truck compliance to legislation 

 
At the September 2015 MCQCCC a presentation by RCA 
consultants outlining the acoustic studies and modelling undertaken 
was provided. The presentation also included an explanation of the 
statutory requirements for the proposed development, the 
principles of noise impact assessment and management, outlining 
of relevant policies, outline of the traffic noise assessment and 
compliance requirements.  

Refer to Section5, 8 & 9 of the EIS for further detail.  

 Water diversion, 
interception downstream 
impacts 
 Air quality monitoring 

 What are the standards required 
and measures proposed 

At the May 2015 MCQCCC meeting, a presentation by JM 
Environments was undertaken. The presentation detailed surface 
water, ground water and air quality studies undertaken, and 
included the results of these studies as well as the current 
stormwater management and the existing monitoring undertaken 
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Table 1:  Summary of Consultation Issues (Non-Agency)  

Issues identified 
throughout MCQCCC 
consultation process 

Details on issues raised Applicants response to issues identified 

 for air quality and EPL requirements. 

Refer to Section 8 of the EIS for further detail.  

 Off-site heritage 
assessment - Paterson 

 

 

 When was it required? The Project Manager indicated that the SEARs do not require off 
site heritage assessment. 
 
The Roads, Traffic and Transport and Civil Works presentation 
given in October 2015 identified that if roadworks at Paterson were 
to be undertaken, it may be a requirement to assess off-site 
heritage as part of the proposed roadworks. 

 Operation of rail line 
from Martins Creek Level 
Crossing to quarry  

 Safety concerns  
 Responsibility – who is 

responsible? 

ARTC and the proponent provided advice during the April 2016 
MCQCCC meeting regarding operational responsibilities of the rail 
line from Martins Creek Level Crossing to quarry.  

 Project area 
 Permits/approvals 
 Land use compatibility 
 Rehabilitation Plan 

 No further details provided. At the June 2016 meeting, the proponent confirmed the project 
area, and identified permits/approvals which will be a result of the 
SSDA process. The proponent also identified that the land is zoned 
rural and extractive industry, and is permissible with consent. The 
rehabilitation plan was also presented at this meeting. 

 Consultation process  No further details provided.  The proponent initiated the establishment of a Martins Creek 
Quarry Community Consultative Committee (MCQCCC). The 
MCQCCC operates under defined Terms of Reference. The Terms 
of Reference were established in consultation and collaboration 
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Table 1:  Summary of Consultation Issues (Non-Agency)  

Issues identified 
throughout MCQCCC 
consultation process 

Details on issues raised Applicants response to issues identified 

with Dungog Shire Council Mayor and General Manager and 
Paterson Progress Association, and were agreed upon prior to the 
commencement of monthly meetings. The Terms of Reference for 
the Martins Creek Quarry Community Consultative Committee were 
developed using the NSW Department of Planning’s document 
“Guidelines for Establishing and Operating Consultative 
Committees for Mining Projects” June 2007 as a guide. The Terms 
of Reference has been included in Appendix C of the report.  

It should be noted that The Terms of Reference for the existing 
Martins Creek Quarry Community Consultative Committee 
generally reflect those of the NSW Planning and Environment’s 
“Community Consultative Committee Guidelines” State Significant 
Projects. 

A workshop was facilitated at the first (October 2014) MCQCCC 
meeting to identify the issues the MCQCCC members wanted 
further information related to the project. This list was reviewed by 
MCQCCC at the February. At the April meeting MCQCCC 
members were asked for comment regarding the format of the 
consultation process. 

It was agreed that the April meeting was productive with reference 
to the update on the EIS tasks being carried out and the 
presentation of the rail report. It was also agreed to continue to 
meet monthly with the update on the EIS tasks and EIS sub-
sections being presented.  
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Table 1:  Summary of Consultation Issues (Non-Agency)  

Issues identified 
throughout MCQCCC 
consultation process 

Details on issues raised Applicants response to issues identified 

The three lessons agreed by MCQCCC community members for 
MCQCCC to undertake were: 

 Continue meetings with monthly updates (as per provided by S. 
Murray);  

 Continue with the presentations of the EIS sub-sections; and  
 Provide follow up feedback and communication. 

The MCQCCC indicated at the December 2015 meeting, that the 
next meeting was to be held when the proponent is in a positon to 
provide a response to the issues identified at the October 2014 
MCQCCC meeting & issues from other interactions. MCQCCC 
indicated in 2016 that the meeting would be held when the 
proponent is in a position to respond to the issues identified. This 
meeting was held in June 2016, with the draft minutes published on 
the proponent’s website. 
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Issues identified from Agencies 
 
A number of government agencies and Councils were consulted during the preparation of 
the EIS as identified below. 
 
The Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) advised by letter dated 9 October 2014 to the 
DPE of requirements. Relevant issues relating to the scope of this report and this report 
assessment references are: 
 

 Water quality; 
 Section 45 of the POEO Act; 
 Variation to the current EPL; 
 The premises – pre coat plant; 
 Erosion, sediment and leachate control; 
 Soil erosion and sediment transport – in accordance with Managing Urban 

Stormwater: Soils and Construction, Vol 1 (Landcom 2004) and Vol 2E Mines and 
Quarries (DECC 2008); 

 Mitigation and management options that will be used to prevent, control, abate or 
minimise impacts, including effectiveness and reliability; 

 Describe the proposal; 
 Demonstrate options to avoid discharge have been implemented and environmental 

impact minimised; 
 Measures to divert clean water in creeks discharging to the Quarry Pit; 
 Water balance where relevant, including water requirements, disposal, treatment, 

management and reuse; 
 Demonstrate sufficient water captured for dust suppression purposes; 
 Water quality objectives for receiving waters; 
 Nature and degree of impact of discharges; 
 Description of stormwater management; 
 Monitoring of impacts. 

 
The Department of Primary Industries (DPI) advised by letter to DPE of requirements from 
Crown Lands, NSW Office of Water (NOW)  and Agriculture NSW. Relevant issues advised 
by NOW (relating to the scope of this report) are: 
 

 Details of water proposed to be taken from each surface water source;  
 Identification of an adequate and secure water supply for the life of the project; 
 A site water balance;   
 Assessment of impacts on surface water sources and measures to reduce and 

mitigate these impacts;  
 Surface water monitoring;   
 Management and disposal of incidental water;  
 Final void management;   
 Cumulative  impacts on water resources;   
 Flood management;   
 Description of site water use and management including sediment dams and 

diversion structures.   
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The RMS advised by letter dated 1 October 2014 to DPE of their requirements. Relevant 
issues (relating to the scope of this report) are:  
 

 Relevant vehicular traffic routes and intersections and connections to the classified 
state road network;  

 Anticipated additional vehicular traffic; 
 Distribution on the road network of generated trips; 
 Traffic impacts on existing intersections;   
 Identify any road network infrastructure upgrades required to maintain existing levels 

of service. 
 
Maitland City Council advised by letter dated 26th September 2014 to DPE of their 
requirements. Relevant issues (relating to the scope of this report) are: 
 

 Impacts of heavy vehicles on the existing traffic network and residential amenity in 
Bolwarra Heights, Bolwarra and Lorn;   

 Encourage the use of the quarry rail siding;   
 Wear and tear and maintenance issues on the heavy vehicle route and financial 

contributions. 
 
Port Stephens Council advised by letter dated 29 September 2014 to DPE of their 
requirements. Relevant issues (relating to scope of this report) are: 
 

 Impacts on local roads, deterioration and damage to road pavements;  
 Analysis of haul route/s intersection suitability and safety;   
 Amelioration or contributions to local road maintenance.  

    
Dungog Shire Council advised by letter dated 3 October 2014 to DPE of their requirements. 
Relevant issues (relating to scope of this report) are: 
 

 Design life for flexible pavements typically 20 years. Some sections of pavement 
have been rehabilitated to a lesser standard;  

 Traffic safety at intersections, squeeze points, rail crossings, narrow road sections 
etc.;  

 Pedestrian safety through Martins Creek  and Paterson;   
 Traffic management through villages in peak times, level crossings and school bus 

route; 
 Cumulative impacts on traffic from other quarries:  

o Station Street width, pavement dwellings and pedestrian access;  
o Station Street/Grace Avenue intersection rail crossing and long vehicle turning;  
o Martins Creek potential conflicts between heavy vehicles, pedestrians and road 

users;  
o Grace Avenue/ Dungog Road intersection capacity for right and left turns;  
o Gostwyck Bridge sight distance, approach grade, traffic management, detours 

and load restriction;  
o Dungog Road, rehabilitation works for narrow pavement, pavement strengthening 

and no shoulder;  
o On road heavy vehicle storage.   
o Dungog Road/ Gresford Road intersection capacity for right and left turns;  
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o Gresford Road rehabilitation works for narrow pavement, pavement 
strengthening and no shoulder. Road is flood prone; 

o Gresford Road/ Church Street intersection sight distance;   
o Paterson Rail crossing traffic stacking  and need for pre-emptive warning lights;   
o King Street/ Duke Street intersection long vehicle turns and traffic calming;   
o Duke Street/ Princess Street  intersection narrow poor alignment, sight distance 

and pedestrian movements;  
o Maitland Road is flood prone adjacent John Tucker Park, rehabilitation works for 

pavement, realignment, widening and drainage. Proximity to constructed 
residence; 

o Paterson potential conflict between heavy vehicles,  pedestrians and road users; 
o Tocal Road/ Paterson Road intersection turning movements, storage and traffic 

calming;  
o Tocal Road is flood prone, rehabilitation works for pavement and widening;    
o Paterson Road pavement widening and strengthening;   
o Martins Creek Road should not be considered for even unladen vehicle 

movements;   
o Reduced road life. Rehabilitation works to 10 year Capital Works Programs 

dependant on road maintenance contributions;   
o Traffic counts and intersection turning definition.  

 
Australian Rail Track Corporation (ARTC) advised by email dated 10 April 2015 of their 
requirements.  Relevant issues (relating to the scope of the report) are: 
 

 Tight turn by trucks causing screwing damage to pavement surface at rail crossing; 
 Potential for train collision with trucks due to conflict of truck movements at rail 

crossing; 
 Potential for train collision with pedestrians due to lack of pedestrian rail crossing.  

 
Community groups representing Paterson, Bolwarra Heights, Wallalong and Woodville have 
advised DPE of their requirements. Relevant issues (relating to scope of this report) are: 
 

 Transport should utilise high proportion of rail;  
 Hours of operation; 
 There was an instance of peak traffic through Paterson of over 600 truck movement 

per day, 100 trucks per hour;  
 Roads are being heavily damaged;  
 Cumulative effects of truck movements from both Martins Creek Quarry and Brandy 

Hill Quarry;   
 Consider school buses and children/bikes near Bolwarra Public School;  
 Speed limit on Tocal Road, Bolwarra Heights should be less than 60km/hr;   
 Some roads have no shoulders, footpaths or bike lanes.   

 
Consultation has been undertaken with Government Agencies to outline proposals and 
determine requirements. Meetings were minuted and are provided elsewhere by others.  
Details relating to engineering issues are summarised below with reference to this report 
where issues have been addressed. Other issues are addressed by others in relevant 
reports in the EIS. 
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NSW Office of Water provided advice at meetings on 28 January, 13 May and 23 September 
2015: 

 Confirmation of stream orders provided by NOW;  
 Impact assessment of creek diversions;  
 Options to stream intersection;  
 Final voids.  

 
RMS provided advice at the meeting on 4 February 2015: 
 

 Distribution/ dispersion and numbers of trucks at New England Highway, East 
Maitland and Adelaide Street, Raymond Terrace;  

 Identify current and proposed haulage routes, identify options and justify;  
 RMS is the authority for Gostwyck and Vacy Bridges; 
 Traffic signals;  
 Use of B-double trucks;  
 Design life of Gostwyck Bridge;   
 Blackspot funding areas;   
 Identify truck numbers for current and proposed development.  

 
Maitland City Council provided advice at the meeting on 20 February 2015: 
 

 Potential  haulage route on Paterson Road from Tocal Road to Woodville Bridge; 
 Council has secured $2m Fixing Country Roads Grant to upgrade Tocal Road;  
 Estimated minimum forward budget for regional road network is $0.5m per year;  
 Rebuilding of roads is to new standards;  
 Council is to investigate  condition of culverts;  
 Mindaribba embankment is narrow formation;   
 Blackspot funding;  
 Community issues include bus stop areas for school buses.  

 
Port Stephens Council provided advice at the meeting on 31 March 2015: 
 

 Potential haulage route via Wallalong/ Hinton;  
 Council has concerns with condition of Butterwick Road and its intersections;    
 Council is reviewing bus stop safety at Brandy Hill.  

 
Dungog Shire Council provided advice at the meeting on 25 February 2015: 
 

 Low level crossing over the Allyn River for alternate route via Vacy;  
 Truck parking in Grace Avenue;  
 Assessment of roads is to include impact on roads, costs, current status, upgrade 

intentions and tonnages compared to the last 10 years; 
 Council has identified issues: 

o Station Street pavement, drainage, width  
o Safety of Martins Creek level crossing  
o Parking in Grace Avenue  
o Use of Martins Creek Road rail bridge   
o Traffic backup at Paterson level crossing  
o Intersection of King and Duke Street, Paterson   
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o Prince Street curve 
o Use of Paterson back streets during times of flood  

 
In response to some of the issues raised above RCA provided the following comment: 
 
Issue: 
Road traffic noise in the township of Martins Creek. 
 
Response within proposal: 
New Access Road that removes heavy vehicle traffic from the township of Martins 
Creek will be constructed. 
 
Issue: 
Road Traffic Noise in the Township of Paterson. 
 
Response within proposal: 
Road Traffic Noise Assessment conducted for 3 locations in Paterson in accordance with the 
NSW Road Noise Policy (RNP) found that the additional road noise generated by the project 
was compliant with the RNP. There is an identified road noise issue at some locations in 
Paterson that is related to the fact that the road though Paterson is a significant transport 
route, that there is a problem with the road surface in some areas and, that some dwellings 
are built very close to the road. There are ongoing discussions with residents and the 
Council to determine if an improvement in the conditions for the affected dwellings can be 
achieved. Any outcome in this aspect will be independent of this proposal.  
 
Issue: 
Noise associated with Rail loading and Train Crews in the Township of Martins Creek. 
 
Response within proposal: 
A high noise barrier is proposed along the rail siding to reduce noise from rail loading 
activities. Also Engineering treatments are proposed for rail loading infrastructure. 
 
Issue: 
Noise from night time Quarry Maintenance Activities in the township of Martins Creek. 
 
Response within proposal: 
Maintenance and quarry stockpile activities that are currently conducted in the southern part 
of the Quarry will be relocated to the existing processing area and a noise bund will be 
constructed to reduce noise levels. 
 
Issue: 
Noise from quarry processing plant in the Township of Martins Creek. 
 
Response within proposal: 
Engineering noise treatments will be applied to various fixed plant items to reduce noise 
emissions to the Township.  
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Additional Consultation Activities 
 
The proponent has also attended meetings with community and group representatives when 
requested throughout the development of the EIS. These include meetings with: 
 

 Bolwarra Residents regarding truck numbers and truck noise; 
 Bolwarra Residents, Maitland Police, representatives from Member for Maitland 

Robyn Parker, Maitland Council representatives regarding traffic and truck noise; 
 Landholders adjoining and nearby quarry; 
 Local transport operators; 
 Local bus companies;  
 Local Dungog and Paterson businesses; and  
 CB Alexander College. 
 

1800 Community Information Line 
In addition to the aforementioned community consultation activities the proponent has 
established an 1800 community information line for enquires regarding the Martins Creek 
Quarry proposal. This number is advertised on the website, local telephone books and local 
newsletters. 
 
Local Newsletters 
Further, periodic updates on the activities of the MCQCCC have also been provided in local 
newsletters including The Paterson Post and Gresford News. 
 
Access to Proponents Consultants  
When requested, the proponent has also made available consultants to meet and discuss in 
detail various technical aspects of the EIS with stakeholders. The proponent’s blasting and 
geology consultants for example met with View Street residents to observe a blast from the 
operating quarry and discuss blasting for the proposal. The proponent’s acoustics consultant 
has also met with a representative from the Paterson Progress Association and Martins 
Creek Quarry Action Group to discuss noise issues regarding the proposal. 
 
Amendments to the Design in Response to Issues Raised During Consultation 
Process 
The following amendments to the project were discussed during stakeholder consultation: 
 
Traffic & Transport: 

 Entrance to Dungog Road avoiding Martins Creek village - The current entrance to 
the quarry is via Station Street Martins Creek. The proposed entrance has been 
located directly joining Dungog Road, avoiding Station Street and Martins Creek 
village; this issue was raised at the MCQCCC, via VPA request and other 
consultation 

 On site truck parking; this is to reduce the amount of vehicle through towns and 
villages at the start up time 

 Avoidance of Lorn township; issue raised through consultation 
 Internal policy development and code of conduct for drivers, inclusive of sub-

contractors; issues raised at MCQCCC and other consultations  
 Proposed VPA for road assets e.g. safety;MCQCCC and other consultations 
 Extension of the rail line to use when the market allows. MCQCCC and other 

consultations 
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Noise Mitigation: 
 Construction of noise attenuation barriers to the boundaries; 
 Refurbishment of fixed plant equipment to decrease noise; 
 Relocation of noise sources within the Quarry footprint; 
 New access road and internal haul road to reduce noise for Martins Creek; 
 Engineering treatments for rail loading facilities. 

 
Quarry Design: 

 Physical construction of infrastructure for noise attenuation and traffic/ transport 
management; 

 Pit design to minimise off site impacts; 
 Maintenance and stockpile relocation; 
 Limited quarry expansion into a smaller area of Lot 21. 



 
STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION ISSUES REPORT 

 

 

Job Ref: 14/0228  

Martin’s Creek Quarry  
39 

 

4. CONSULTATIONS 
 
Following each meeting with agencies, draft meeting notes were sent to the attendees for 
review and comment as discussed below.  It was identified whether further consultations 
may be required during the preparation of the EIS. 
 
Commonwealth / State Government Authorities Consultations 
 
Commonwealth Department of the Environment  
 
Conacher Consulting held a meeting with Commonwealth Department of Environment on 
29th April 2015. In attendance were Ms Caitlin Ellis, Mr Kyran Staunton, and Ms Anu Datta.  
 
The purpose of the meeting was to introduce the Martins Creek Quarry project to the 
department; advise the status of ecological surveys; to inform the department that 
surveys/assessment being completed using the Framework for Biodiversity Assessment 
(FBA) approach. 
 
The discussion focussed upon key species on EPBC list to be impacted are E. glaucina 
(Slaty Red Gum) & Koala; Bilateral Agreements between NSW/ Commonwealth support 
FBA process for assessment particularly as this is a Major Projects case; Department of 
Environment still have a separate approval process; Offsets on a ‘like for like’ basis to be 
considered and possibly discussed in more detail after surveys completed; Department of 
Environment to determine if controlled action likely after reviewing documentation; EIS to be 
prepared to follow SEAR’s as issued; Referral template is available on website; Surveys 
required for sedentary fauna species, or habitat analysis required for migratory species or 
regional visitors/ movements.; Department of Environment cannot consider offsets at referral 
stage (before significant effect likely to occur); After referral and if significant effect resulting 
(as determined by Department of Environment) then analysis of offset arrangements is 
completed; Some discussion/ confusion/ disagreement about referral process, offset 
determinations, bilateral agreements and offset arrangements arose during the general 
discussions; Further, more formal, consultation to commence as project commences.  
 
It is advised that the matter has been referred to the Commonwealth Department of the 
Environment. 
 
Office of Environment and Heritage 
 
Initial contact was made with the Office of Environment and Heritage (OEH) on 24 
December 2014.  A meeting with OEH officers was then held on 19 February 2015 to 
discuss the project and to clarify the assessment framework required by OEH. The 
discussion primarily revolved around the recently published Framework for Biodiversity 
Assessment (FBA) process, with which the proponent opted to follow throughout the EIS 
process. It was considered no further consultation was required. 
 
Office of Environment and Heritage (Heritage Division) 
 
Initial contact was made with the Office of Environment and Heritage (OEH) on 24 
December 2014. A response from the Heritage Division was received on 2 February 2015. 
The correspondence provided further clarification on the processes to be employed in the 
preparation of the EIS. It was considered no further consultation was required. 
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Environment Protection Authority 
 
Initial contact was made with the Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) on 24 December 
2014. The EPA responded on 2 March 2015 and stated that no further comment was 
necessary at that stage and that the authority would liaise with DoPE directly on any issues. 
It was considered that no further consultation was required.  
 
Department of Trade and Investment, Regional Infrastructure and Services 
 
A meeting was held with Cameron Ricketts, Cressida Gilmore and Rob McLaughlin from 
Division of Resource and Energy on 15 December 2014. The officers requested that specific 
details of the quality and quantity of resource should be provided as part of the application. It 
was considered no further consultation was required.  
 
Office of Water 
 
Initial contact was made with the NSW Office of Water (NOW) on 24 December 2014.  An 
initial meeting with NOW officers was held on 28 January 2015 to discuss the project. This 
meeting was attended by Rowan MacDonald (NOW), Alison Collaros (NOW).  Overall, there 
were three (3) meetings with the NOW, with the following issues and comments discussed: 
 

 Current approvals – specifically, these were to be identified and operational aspects 
identified; 

 Water Management Plan/Water Balance is to be developed as part of the EIS, and 
needs to clearly identify the existing and proposed development;  

 Any offsets that impact on creeks are to be addressed; 
 Any groundwater impacts are to be considered, with reference made to Draft North 

Coast Ground Plan and/or the Water Act 1912; 
 The impact assessment of diversion/interception is to be included in the EIS, with the 

assessment to include any downstream impacts; 
 Regeneration of the riparian corridor. This concerned related to the inlets and outlets, 

which are not to be constructed of rock gabions;  
 A staging plan is to be prepared detailing construction and stabilization details of 

channel prior to water flow;  
 Details of the channel being appropriately vegetated and details of buffers; Whilst the 

vegetation management plan for water courses will be required as part of the 
management plans post EIS; it is suggested as much detail be included in the EIS as 
possible; 

 Aquifer interference Policy (2012) must be addressed in EIS; licensing and “taking” of 
water also must be addressed & impact on the aquifer assessed; 

 Modelling of groundwater - predicated take of groundwater (i.e. how much water 
taken from aquifer) must be included in EIS; 

 If only one option (re diversion of streams) the constraints need to be highlighted; the 
reasoning needs to be articulated clearly.  

 
It was considered no further consultation was required. 
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Department of Primary Industries (including NSW Office of Water, NSW Forestry, Agriculture 
and Fisheries sections and Crown Land Division) 
 
Initial contact was made with the Department of Primary Industries (DPI) on 30 February 
2015, which was followed up with a telephone conversation to clarify the SEARs.  Official 
correspondence was received from DPI on 3 February 2015 to confirm that the requirements 
of those SEARs are to be addressed in the EIS to state what land uses are in the vicinity of 
the quarry and the likely impacts from the project.  The correspondence concluded that there 
is no need to meet at this stage, unless any unforeseen issue should arise in the future.  
 
Roads and Maritime Services 
 
Initial contact was made with the NSW Roads and Maritime Service (RMS) on 24 December 
2014. A meeting was held on 4 February 2015, attended by Kellee McGilvray (RMS) & Tim 
Browne (RMS).  The following issues were discussed at the meeting: 
 

 Clarification on the study area which RMS considers appropriate; 
 Roads or infrastructure for which RMS is the roads authority; 
 Any traffic volume measurements undertaken by or available to RMS; 
 Road classifications and design traffic volumes; 
 Expected growth in the area; 
 Design traffic volume and design life for Gostwyck Bridge, including any proposals for 

bridge maintenance, rehabilitation and or improvement; 
 Any road upgrades proposed or identified in relation to the project and haulage 

routes; 
 Any particular traffic issues in relation to the project and haulage routes; 
 Any restrictions in place within the area for heavy vehicles in relation to the project 

and haulage routes; 
 Confirmation of RMS advice and requirements. 

 
The actions agreed at the conclusion of the meeting included: 
 

 Provisions of truck numbers and dispersion details to be provided to RMS; 
 The RMS to confirm any blackspot / funding areas on current haulage routes; 
 The RMS to confirm status of speed review carried out on Tocal Road, Bolwarra. 

 
The proponent then held a meeting with RMS, Maitland, Port Stephens and Dungog 
Councils on 16th November 2015 and provided a presentation to RMS and Councils on the 
road and traffic studies completed for the EIS. 
 
It was considered no further consultation was required. 
 
Hunter Local Land Services 
 
A meeting was held on 7 January 2015 attended by Steve Eccles (HLLS). The following 
issues were discussed: 

 Native Vegetation Act (2003) issues surrounding "maintain and improve vegetation" 
and "like for like offsets";  

 Hunter Central Rivers Catchment Management Action Plan 2013 – 2023;  
 SEPP 44 and Threatened Species;  
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 Sediment and Erosion control and soil management - including stabilizing topsoil, 
access roads and tracks and maintenance and monitoring of the sediment and 
erosion control plan;   

 Ground water impacts - with reference to any ground water sharing plan;  
 Surface water management;  
 Quarry rehabilitation plan; and  
 Management of dust.  

 
LLS did note that some of these issues may well be covered by other agencies and are not 
specific to LLS. 

 
In summary, the following five key issues were identified during consultation with Hunter 
Local Land Services:  
 

 Soils; 
 Surface Water;  
 Ground water;  
 Vegetation;  
 Quarry rehabilitation plan. 

 
It was considered no further consultation was required. 
 
Rural Fire Service 
 
Initial contact was made with the NSW Rural Fire Service (RFS) on 30 January 2015. The 
RFS responded on 16 March 2015 and stated that, ‘as you will be engaging in a suitably 
qualified bush fire consultant, there is no need to discuss the matter further with the Rural 
Fire Service for the preparation of the EIS.’  It was considered that no further consultation 
was required. 
 
Australian Rail Track Corporation 
 
The Australian Rail Track Corporation (ARTC) was initially contacted on 5 March 2015. 
ARTC responded to the request for comment on 9 April 2015 and identified a number of 
issues associated with the existing level crossing on Station Street. The response also 
identified potential upgrades to the level crossing to ensure its continued safe operation.  
Key issues identified included safety, quarry traffic interactions and potential impacts to level 
crossing located in Grace Avenue. The proponent has proposed a new entrance to the 
quarry, avoiding the need for quarry traffic to enter the village of Martins Creek and Grace 
Avenue/Station Street. It was considered no further consultation was required. 
 
Land and Property Information 
 
The proponent applied to Land and Property Information to ascertain the road status and the 
proposed closure of the northern section of Station Street. Further consultations in relation to 
this are required (refer also to the EIS). 
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Local Government 
 
Dungog Shire Council 
 
Initial contact was made with Council on 22 December 2014 to commence the dialogue with 
Council officers at Dungog Shire Council. A meeting was held with Council staff on 25 
February 2015 and was attended by Jacqui Tupper (Development Services Manager) and 
Steve Hitchens (Infrastructure Engineer).This meeting primarily related to clarifying Council’s 
submission to DoPE as part of the SEARs, and to ascertain the level of data and analysis 
Council has available in regards to the local road network. 
 
Key issues discussed focussed on:  

 traffic volumes;  
 haulage routes; 
 road classification;  
 design traffic volumes;  
 capital works program;  
 road condition/alignment;  
 proposed works;  
 proposed developments;  
 particular traffic issues; and 
 restrictions/limits. 

 
The proponent provided a presentation to Dungog, Maitland and Port Stephens Councils 
and RMS on 16th November 2015 which outlined the Roads, Traffic and Transport sections 
of this EIS. It was considered no further consultation was required. 
 
Maitland City Council 
 
Initial contact was made with Council on 22 December 2014 to commence the dialogue with 
Council officers at Maitland City Council. A meeting was held with Council staff on 20 
February 2015 and was attended by Stephen Hawes, Kevin Stein and Chris McGrath. This 
meeting primarily related to clarifying Council’s submission to DoPE as part of the SEARs 
and to ascertain the level of data and analysis Council has available in regards to the local 
road network. During the meeting, Council provided data in regards to the traffic numbers 
and road conditions along the main haul routes. A request for further information was sent to 
Kevin McGrath subsequent to the meeting. 
 
Key issues discussed focussed on:  

 traffic volumes; 
 haulage routes;  
 road classification;  
 design traffic volumes;  
 capital works program;  
 road condition/alignment;  
 proposed works;  
 proposed developments;  
 particular traffic issues; and 
 restrictions/limits. 
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The proponent provided a presentation to Dungog, Maitland and Port Stephens Councils 
and RMS on 16th November 2015 which outlined the Roads, Traffic and Transport sections 
of this EIS. It was considered no further consultation was required. 
 
Port Stephens Council 
 
Initial contact was made with Council on 22 December 2014 to commence the dialogue with 
Council officers at Port Stephens Council. A meeting was held with Council officers on 31st 
March 2015, and was attended by Michelle Viola, Karen Forsythe and Winona Christensen. 
It was agreed that Council would provide data in regards to the traffic and road conditions 
along the main haul routes.  
 
Key issues discussed included:  

 traffic volumes;  
 haulage routes;  
 road classification;  
 design traffic volumes;  
 capital works program;  
 road condition/alignment;  
 proposed works;  
 proposed developments;  
 particular traffic issues; and 
 restrictions/limits. 

 
The proponent provided a presentation to Dungog (Michelle Viola), Maitland (Stephen 
Hawes, Chris McGrath, Kevin Stein, Stephen Punch), Port Stephens (John Maretich, Joe 
Gleeson) Councils and RMS (Kellee McGilvray) on 16th November 2015 which outlined the 
Roads, Traffic and Transport sections of this EIS. It was considered no further consultation 
was required. 
 
Utilities and Service Providers 
 
Hunter Water 
 
Hunter Water Corporation (HWC) was asked to provide comment on the potential impact of 
the proposal on the water catchment and local infrastructure. A response was received from 
HWC on 5 December 2014. The response confirmed that the project is not located within the 
Hunter Water drinking water catchment.  Although existing water mains and reservoirs are 
located in the vicinity of the subject land, ‘these are not directly adjacent to the site’.   It was 
considered that no further action was required. 
 
Essential Energy 
 
The applicant requested feedback from Essential Energy regarding the potential impact on 
the local electricity infrastructure. A response was received from Essential Energy on 12 
December 2014. The response confirmed that the project will not ‘affect on existing assets in 
the proposed quarry expansion area.’  It was considered that no further action was required. 
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Telstra & National Broadband Network Company 
 
Responses from both Telstra and NBN Co stated that no essential infrastructure is located 
on or in close proximity of the quarry site. It was considered that no further action was 
required. 
 
Community Groups and Other Stakeholders 
 
Hanson Construction Materials 
 
Hanson Construction Materials (HCM) operates the Brandy Hill hard rock quarry located 
approximately 12km to the south of Martins Creek. HCM is currently in the process of 
applying for an increase in the resource recovery rates and will be lodging an EIS in the near 
future with the State Government. As some of the haul routes intersect, it was considered 
that consultation with HCM will be required to inform the areas that will be impacted by the 
shared haul routes.  Initial discussions commenced with Hanson in December 2014 and 
subsequent meetings/teleconferences arranged in February 2015, and July 2015 to discuss 
cumulative impacts of both projects. Key issues discussed focussed upon traffic and traffic 
volumes and haulage routes. No further consultation is considered required at this stage. 
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5. VOLUNTARY PLANNING AGREEMENT 
 
The proponent provided a presentation to the Martins Creek Quarry Community Consultative 
Committee in the June 2014 meeting regarding a Voluntary Planning Agreement. The 
presentation outlined the procedure for the development of a Voluntary Planning Agreement 
and the mandatory contents outlined and discussed.  
 
The proponent wanted to provide the opportunity for the broader community to provide input 
into any Voluntary Planning Agreement that may be developed. Advertisements were placed 
in local newspapers, including the Maitland Mercury, Dungog Chronicle and Port Stephens 
Examiner, during August 2015, which were designed to give the community the opportunity 
to provide input.   
 
As a result of the public advertising calling for input and ideas, responses were received 
from the following: 

 6 community members; 
 Paterson Historical Society; 
 Tocal Agricultural College; 
 Martins Creek Memorial Hall; 
 Martins Creek Rural Fire Brigade; 
 Dungog Council; 
 Port Stephens Council; and 
 Maitland Council. 

 
A summary of the ideas and input received during the advertisement period includes: 
 

 Roads requiring work - Cnr Station & Cory Streets, Cnr Douglas & Cory Street, 
Blackrock Street, Martins Creek Road & Woodville Road; 

 Installation of pedestrian crossing and/or safety islands at King & Duke Streets; 
 Pedestrian crossing or refuge island at the intersection in Paterson near Post Office 

& café; 
 Conservation and refurbishment of the former library room; Replace front fence;  and. 

Side and back fences; 
 Revegetation of road verge, Clements Bridge; Sealing of Tocal Road Layby; 

Pedestrian Crossing at Tocal College;  Glendarra vegetation regeneration area 
maintenance and  Tocal Homestead Rd entrance and paddock post and rail fencing; 

 1. Addition of unisex disabled toilet/shower block and refurbishment of existing toilets 
to make the hall a suitable disaster relief centre 2. Repaint the interior walls; 

 1. Upgrade of driveway to both entrances of Fire Station 2. Supply of equipment to 
be housed within the fire shed to maintain grounds at the front of the fire shed 3; 

 1. Ensure all roads are of adequate standard 2. Provision of a contribution on an 
ongoing basis towards road maintenance for life of the quarry; 

 Funding widening and re-surfacing of Douglas Street and some distance of Vogeles 
Rd 2. Contribution of land adjoining Vogeles Rd 'bends' to Dungog Shire Council 3. A 
yearly free 'allocation' of stone material to local residents 4. Funding of yearly event 
for residents and guests 5. Annual commitment to support local RFS and 6. Support 
for neighbouring properties with some priority to assistance in coping with expanding 
industry; 

 1. Another entrance to quarry, off Dungog Rd 2. Offer of materials 3. Sponsorship of 
community groups 4. Relocating of toilet block in Tucker Park; 
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 1. Ensure all roads are of adequate standard 2. Provision of a contribution on an 
ongoing basis towards road maintenance for life of the quarry; and 

 Main interest is the impact of heavy vehicle movements on the road network under 
the care and control of MCC. MCC considers it does not have sufficient information 
relating to VPA before meaningful input is available at this time. 
 

The Proponent is currently preparing a Voluntary Planning Agreement offer.  
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6. MARTINS CREEK QUARRY ACTION GROUP (MCQAG) SURVEY 
 
Martins Creek Quarry Action Group (MCQAG), who is also a member of the MCQCCC, 
undertook an online survey during the months of April to August 2015. The survey had the 
following objectives: 
 

 To identify how Daracon and the Martins Creek Quarry operations are currently 
perceived by the community; 

 To identify the key perceived issues and impacts associated with the proposed 
project; 

 To identify the issues of most concern to the community in order to assist Daracon 
(and their consultants) in prioritising and addressing these issues within the 
environmental assessment process; and 

 To gain a better understanding of the community’s view on how Daracon could work 
more effectively with the community in relation to their operations and the proposal 

 
The survey identified project issues as follows, with the proponent’s response identified 
below: 
 
Table 2: Issues identified during survey 
 

Project Issues Proponent’s Response 

Rail Freight volumes 
 

At the April 2015 MCQCCC meeting a rail 
presentation provided by the proponent outlined 
the rail study details, including the current 
situation and use of rail, current quarry loading 
details, the proposed location of the rail line to 
the quarry, identified within the EIS. Formal 
feedback was received from MCQAG on the rail 
presentation following the meeting. As road/rail 
ratio is not fixed, the market is dependent upon 
rail demand for product. 
The proponent has sought approval for the 
extension for the rail spur into the quarry to be 
utilised if market demand exists.  

Trucks movements – health 

 

At the October 2015 MCQCCC meeting a 
presentation undertaken by ACOR Consultants 
and SECA Solutions outlining details of the civil 
engineering works and current road conditions 
was provided. Also included in the presentation 
was details of the Pavement Management and 
Road Inventory System details, historical 
tonnages and truck movements, assessment of 
traffic impacts and road safety, details of current 
and future tonnages and truck movements, road 
capacity, road safety audit, haulage routes, 
proposed road works, and traffic modelling.  
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Project Issues Proponent’s Response 
This was not a requirement to the SEARS. 
At the December 2015 MCQCCC meeting a 
discussion was held regarding the Visual 
Amenity and Socio Economic section of the EIS. 
This discussion outlined the visual amenity 
assessment process, potential mitigation 
measures, viewpoint analysis, and information 
concerning the socio economic study relating to 
the proposal.  

Water At the May 2015 MCQCCC meeting a 
presentation by JM Environments was 
undertaken. The presentation detailed  surface 
water, groundwater and air quality studies 
undertaken and the results of these studies as 
well as the current  stormwater management and 
the existing monitoring undertaken for air quality 
and EPL requirements. 

Trust in the company 
 

 
This is not considered an EIS requirement. 

Air quality – health 
 

 At the May 2015 MCQCCC meeting a 
presentation by JM Environments was 
undertaken. The presentation detailed surface 
water, groundwater and air quality studies 
undertaken and the results of these studies as 
well as the current stormwater management and 
the existing monitoring undertaken for air quality 
and EPL requirements. 

Native flora and fauna 
 

At the August 2015 MCQCCC meeting a 
presentation of the Biodiversity section of the EIS 
by Conacher Consulting was provided. This 
outlined the studies undertaken and results of 
on-site surveys, and the State and Federal 
Legislative requirements, including EPBC Act 
and Framework for Biodiversity Assessment. 

Contribution – community benefit and 
roads 

At the June 2015 MCQCCC a presentation 
relating to the archaeology and Voluntary 
Planning Agreement sections of the EIS was 
undertaken. The presentation was undertaken by 
the Project Manager, who provided an overview 
of the archaeology studies and the Voluntary 
Planning Agreement Process and the 
proponent’s proposal to seek community input 
and ideas for any Voluntary Planning Agreement 
to be developed. A VPA is currently being 
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Project Issues Proponent’s Response 
prepared. 

Permanent road infrastructure 
contribution (upgrade and 
maintenance) 
 

At the June 2015 meeting a presentation relating 
to the archaeology and Voluntary Planning 
Agreement sections of the EIS was undertaken. 
The presentation was undertaken by the Project 
Manager, who provided an overview of the 
archaeology studies and the Voluntary Planning 
Agreement Process and the proponent’s 
proposal to seek community input and ideas for 
any Voluntary Planning Agreement to be 
developed. 
A VPA is currently being prepared. 

Development of the rail as alternate 
means of product transport 

At the April 2015 MCQCCC meeting a rail 
presentation provided by the proponent outlined 
the rail study details, including the current 
situation and use of rail, current quarry loading 
details, the proposed location of the rail line to 
the quarry, identified within the EIS. Formal 
feedback was received from MCQAG on the rail 
presentation following the meeting. 
The proponent has sought approval for the 
extension for the rail spur into the quarry to be 
utilised if market demand exists.  

Compliance The proponent has initiated the SSD process so 
as to bring the quarry into contemporary 
operations and standards. It is consolidating the 
operations into one consent. 

General environmental issues Refer to Section 8 of the EIS for further detail. 

Property values It is considered that this is not relevant as 
Martins Creek Quarry has been an operating 
quarry for 100 years.  

Hours of operation The proponent proposes the following: 

 In-Pit Quarrying operations between 6am and 
6pm (Monday to Saturday). 

 Processing operations between 6am and 
10pm (Monday to Saturday). 

 Pug mill mixing and binder delivery 
operations – 4:30am to 10pm (Monday to 
Friday), and 4:30am to 6pm on Saturdays. 

 Sales Loading and Stockpiling for Road 
Transport – 5:30am to 7pm (Monday to 
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Project Issues Proponent’s Response 
Saturday). 

 Train Loading – 24 hours / 7 days a week. 

Blasting and vibration – property 
damage 

 

At the February 2015 a presentation by Precision 
Drill and Blast and Peter Bellairs Consulting was 
undertaken. The presentation outlined the 
current process for blasting within the quarry, 
identified the changes that had been 
implemented as a result of community feedback, 
compliance and reporting and demonstrated how 
the blast monitor operates. Further to this the 
blasting consultant and geologist met with 
residents of View Street Vacy on 22nd August 
2014, to discuss blasting, monitoring and 
compliance. 
 
Although within the compliance parameters, 
blasting patterns were modified to further reduce 
results below compliance levels. 

Operational noise 

 

At the September 2015 MCQCCC a presentation 
by RCA consultants outlining the acoustic studies 
and modelling undertaken was provided. The 
presentation also included an explanation of the 
statutory requirements for the proposed 
development, the principles of noise impact 
assessment and management, outlining of 
relevant policies, outline of the traffic noise 
assessment and compliance requirements. 
Further to this, the following has been proposed; 

 Construction of noise attenuation barriers 
to the boundaries 

 Refurbishment of fixed plant to decrease 
noise  

 Relocation of noise sources within the 
Quarry footprint 

 New access road and internal haul road 
to reduce noise for Martins Creek. 

 Engineering treatments for Rail Loading 
facilities 

Air quality – dust At the May 2015 MCQCCC meeting a 
presentation by JM Environments was 
undertaken. The presentation detailed  surface 
water, groundwater and air quality studies 
undertaken and the results of these studies as 
well as the current  stormwater management and 
the existing monitoring undertaken for air quality 
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Project Issues Proponent’s Response 
and EPL requirements. 

Amenity – impacts on SOC, 
village/rural life, business/tourism 

At the December 2015 MCQCCC meeting a 
discussion was held regarding the Visual 
Amenity and Socio Economic section of the EIS. 
This discussion outlined the visual amenity 
assessment process, potential mitigation 
measures, viewpoint analysis, and information 
concerning the socio economic study relating to 
the proposal.  

The proponent understands the Department of 
Planning and Environment has taken into 
consideration community input into the issuing of 
the SEARs for the project – refer to Department 
of Planning website for community input details. 

Trucks movements – safety At the October 2015 MCQCCC meeting a 
presentation undertaken by ACOR Consultants 
and SECA Solutions outlining details of the civil 
engineering works and current road conditions 
was provided. Also included in the presentation 
was details of the Pavement Management and 
Road Inventory System details, historical 
tonnages and truck movements, assessment of 
traffic impacts and road safety, details of current 
and future tonnages and truck movements, road 
capacity, road safety audit, haulage routes, 
proposed road works, and traffic modelling.  
At the December 2014 MCQCCC meeting a 
presentation was undertaken by Dungog Shire 
Council (DCS), Port Stephens Council (PSC), 
Maitland City Council (MCC) and Roads and 
Maritime Services (RMS) regarding roads 
impacted by the proposal. The information 
provided identified the roles and responsibilities 
of the relevant road managers.  
The presentation also detailed the following: 

 Entrance to Dungog Road avoiding Martins 
Creek village- The current entrance to the 
quarry is via Station Street Martins Creek. 
The proposed entrance has been located to 
directly join Dungog Road, avoiding Station 
Street and Martins Creek village following 
feedback being received from. 

 On site truck parking. 
 Avoidance of Lorne 
 Internal policy development and code of 
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Project Issues Proponent’s Response 
conduct for drivers- inclusive of Sub 
Contractors. 

 Proposed VPA for road assets e.g safety. 
 Extend the rail line should demand create a 

viable market. 

Road and bridge condition –damage 
to cars 

At the October 2015 MCQCCC meeting a 
presentation undertaken by ACOR Consultants 
and SECA Solutions outlining details of the civil 
engineering works and current road conditions 
was provided. Also included in the presentation 
was details of the Pavement Management and 
Road Inventory System details, historical 
tonnages and truck movements, assessment of 
traffic impacts and road safety, details of current 
and future tonnages and truck movements, road 
capacity, road safety audit, haulage routes, 
proposed road works, and traffic modelling. .  
At the December 2014 MCQCCC meeting a 
presentation was undertaken by Dungog Shire 
Council (DCS), Port Stephens Council (PSC), 
Maitland City Council (MCC) and Roads and 
Maritime Services (RMS) regarding roads 
impacted by the proposal. The information 
provided identified the roles and responsibilities 
of the relevant road managers.  
In addition the proposed VPA is looking to 
provide funding for road maintenance and 
intersection upgrades as identified in the 
transport report attached within the associated 
EIS. 

Trucks movements – volume/number At the October 2015 MCQCCC meeting a 
presentation undertaken by ACOR Consultants 
and SECA Solutions outlining details of the civil 
engineering works and current road conditions 
was provided. Also included in the presentation 
was details of the Pavement Management and 
Road Inventory System details, historical 
tonnages and truck movements, assessment of 
traffic impacts and road safety, details of current 
and future tonnages and truck movements, road 
capacity, road safety audit, haulage routes, 
proposed road works, and traffic modelling.  

   

The survey also identified potential issues and impacts relating to Daracon’s activities, with 
the proponent’s response and comments provided below:  
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Table 3: Potential issues and impacts identified in survey 

Potential Issues and Impacts Proponents Response 

Native flora and fauna 

 

 At the August 2015 MCQCCC meeting a 
presentation of the Biodiversity section of the EIS 
by Conacher Consulting was provided. This 
outlined the studies undertaken and results of 
on-site surveys, and the State and Federal 
Legislative requirements, including EPBC Act 
and Framework for Biodiversity Assessment. 
Refer to Section 8 of the EIS for further detail. 

Economy (impacts to local 
businesses, local employment & 
business opportunities) 

 

At the December 2015 MCQCCC meeting a 
discussion was held regarding the Visual 
Amenity and Socio Economic section of the EIS. 
This discussion outlined the visual amenity 
assessment process, potential mitigation 
measures, viewpoint analysis, and information 
concerning the socio economic study relating to 
the proposal.  
 
Refer to Section 8 of the EIS for further detail. 

Heritage (impact on heritage 
buildings, European & aboriginal 
heritage) 

 

A presentation relating to the archaeology and 
Voluntary Planning Agreement sections of the 
EIS was undertaken at the June 2015 MCQCCC 
meeting. The presentation was undertaken by 
the Project Manager, who provided an overview 
of the archaeology studies and the Voluntary 
Planning Agreement Process and the 
proponent’s proposal to seek community input 
and ideas for any Voluntary Planning Agreement 
to be developed. The Project Manager indicated 
that the SEARs do not require off site heritage 
assessment. 
The Roads, Traffic and Transport and Civil 
Works presentation given in October 2015 
identified that if roadworks at Paterson were to 
be undertaken it may be a requirement to assess 
off-site heritage as part of the proposed 
roadworks. 
 
Refer to Section 8 of the EIS for further detail. 

Tourism 

 

At the December 2015 MCQCCC meeting a 
discussion was held regarding the Visual 
Amenity and Socio Economic section of the EIS. 
This discussion outlined the visual amenity 
assessment process, potential mitigation 
measures, viewpoint analysis, and information 
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Potential Issues and Impacts Proponents Response 
concerning the socio economic study relating to 
the proposal.  

Health & well being This issue was not included in the SEARS. 

Operating hours 

 

 In-Pit Quarrying operations between 6am and 
6pm (Monday to Saturday). 

 Processing operations between 6am and 
10pm (Monday to Saturday). 

 Pugmill mixing and binder delivery operations 
– 4:30am to 10pm (Monday to Friday), and 
4:30am to 6pm on Saturdays. 

 Sales Loading and Stockpiling for Road 
Transport – 5:30am to 7pm (Monday to 
Saturday). 

 Train Loading – 24 hours / 7 days a week. 
 
Refer to Section 5 & 9 of the EIS for further 
detail. 

Water quality (surface & groundwater) 

 

At the May 2015 MCQCCC meeting a 
presentation by JM Environments was 
undertaken. The presentation detailed  surface 
water, groundwater and air quality studies 
undertaken and the results of these studies as 
well as the current  stormwater management and 
the existing monitoring undertaken for air quality 
and EPL requirements. 
Refer to Section 8 of the EIS for further detail. 

Community amenity (sense of 
community & changing nature) 

 

At the December 2015 MCQCCC meeting a 
discussion was held regarding the Visual 
Amenity and Socio Economic section of the EIS. 
This discussion outlined the visual amenity 
assessment process, potential mitigation 
measures, viewpoint analysis, and information 
concerning the socio economic study relating to 
the proposal.  

Refer to Section 8 of the EIS for further detail. 

Road infrastructure (condition & 
maintenance of roads) 

 

At the October 2015 MCQCCC meeting a 
presentation undertaken by ACOR Consultants 
and SECA Solutions outlining details of the civil 
engineering works and current road conditions 
was provided. Also included in the presentation 
was details of the Pavement Management and 
Road Inventory System details, historical 
tonnages and truck movements, assessment of 
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Potential Issues and Impacts Proponents Response 
traffic impacts and road safety, details of current 
and future tonnages and truck movements, road 
capacity, road safety audit, haulage routes, 
proposed road works, and traffic modelling.  
At the December 2014 MCQCCC meeting a 
presentation was undertaken by Dungog Shire 
Council (DCS), Port Stephens Council (PSC), 
Maitland City Council (MCC) and Roads and 
Maritime Services (RMS) regarding roads 
impacted by the proposal. The information 
provided identified the roles and responsibilities 
of the relevant road managers.  
A VPA is currently being prepared to address 
road maintenance and intersection upgrades. 

Train noise from loading & shunting of 
carriages 

 

At the September 2015 MCQCCC a presentation 
by RCA consultants outlining the acoustic studies 
and modelling undertaken was provided. The 
presentation also included an explanation of the 
statutory requirements for the proposed 
development, the principles of noise impact 
assessment and management, outlining of 
relevant policies, outline of the traffic noise 
assessment and compliance requirements. 
Refer to Section 8 of the EIS for further detail. 

Train movements 

 

At the April 2015 MCQCCC meeting a rail 
presentation provided by the proponent outlined 
the rail study details, including the current 
situation and use of rail, current quarry loading 
details, the proposed location of the rail line to 
the quarry, identified within the EIS. Formal 
feedback was received from MCQAG on the rail 
presentation following the meeting. 

Road safety 

 

At the October 2015 MCQCCC meeting a 
presentation undertaken by ACOR Consultants 
and SECA Solutions outlining details of the civil 
engineering works and current road conditions 
was provided. Also included in the presentation 
was details of the Pavement Management and 
Road Inventory System details, historical 
tonnages and truck movements, assessment of 
traffic impacts and road safety, details of current 
and future tonnages and truck movements, road 
capacity, road safety audit, haulage routes, 
proposed road works, and traffic modelling. .  
At the December 2014 MCQCCC meeting a 
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Potential Issues and Impacts Proponents Response 
presentation was undertaken by Dungog Shire 
Council (DCS), Port Stephens Council (PSC), 
Maitland City Council (MCC) and Roads and 
Maritime Services (RMS) regarding roads 
impacted by the proposal. The information 
provided identified the roles and responsibilities 
of the relevant road managers.  

Truck movements (to and from the 
site) 

 

At the October 2015 MCQCCC meeting a 
presentation undertaken by ACOR Consultants 
and SECA Solutions outlining details of the civil 
engineering works and current road conditions 
was provided. Also included in the presentation 
was details of the Pavement Management and 
Road Inventory System details, historical 
tonnages and truck movements, assessment of 
traffic impacts and road safety, details of current 
and future tonnages and truck movements, road 
capacity, road safety audit, haulage routes, 
proposed road works, and traffic modelling.   
Refer to Section 5 & 9 of the EIS for further 
detail. 

Dust plumes from blasting 

 

A presentation was provided at the May 2015 
MCQCCC meeting by JM Environments. The 
presentation detailed surface water, groundwater 
and air quality studies undertaken and the results 
of these studies as well as the current  
stormwater management and the existing 
monitoring undertaken for air quality and EPL 
requirements. 
At the February 2015 a presentation by Precision 
Drill and Blast, and Peter Bellairs Consulting was 
undertaken. The presentation outlined the 
current process for blasting within the quarry, 
identified the changes that had been 
implemented as a result of community feedback, 
compliance and reporting and demonstrated how 
the blast monitor operates. Further to this the 
blasting consultant and geologist met with 
residents of View Street Vacy on 22nd August 
2014, to discuss blasting, monitoring and 
compliance. 
 
Refer to Section 8 of the EIS for further detail. 

Vibration from blasting  At the February 2015 a presentation by 
Precision Drill and Blast, and Peter Bellairs 
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Potential Issues and Impacts Proponents Response 

 Consulting was undertaken. The presentation 
outlined the current process for blasting within 
the quarry, identified the changes that had been 
implemented as a result of community feedback, 
compliance and reporting and demonstrated how 
the blast monitor operates. Further to this the 
blasting consultant and geologist met with 
residents of View Street Vacy on 22nd August 
2014, to discuss blasting, monitoring and 
compliance. 
 
Refer to Section 8 of the EIS for further detail. 

Dust 

 

At the May 2015 MCQCCC meeting a 
presentation by JM Environments was 
undertaken. The presentation detailed  surface 
water, groundwater and air quality studies 
undertaken and the results of these studies as 
well as the current  stormwater management and 
the existing monitoring undertaken for air quality 
and EPL requirements. 
Refer to Section 8 of the EIS for further detail. 

Noise from blasting 

 

At the September 2015 MCQCCC a presentation 
by RCA consultants outlining the acoustic studies 
and modelling undertaken was provided. The 
presentation also included an explanation of the 
statutory requirements for the proposed 
development, the principles of noise impact 
assessment and management, outlining of 
relevant policies, outline of the traffic noise 
assessment and compliance requirements. 
Refer to Section 8 of the EIS for further detail. 

Noise from quarry operations 

 

At the September 2015 MCQCCC a presentation 
by RCA consultants outlining the acoustic studies 
and modelling undertaken was provided. The 
presentation also included an explanation of the 
statutory requirements for the proposed 
development, the principles of noise impact 
assessment and management, outlining of 
relevant policies, outline of the traffic noise 
assessment and compliance requirements. 
Refer to Section 8 of the EIS for further detail. 
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Community Contributions 

The survey also identified areas the company should consider for future community 
contributions. These are identified below:  

 Road Safety Programs undertaken by Daracon:  
 
o Proponent response – The proponent contributed to the construction of the CB 

Alexander College Driver Training Facility. 
 

 Driver safety programs and driver monitoring program: 
o Proponent response – The proponent has contributed to the construction of 

the CB Alexander College Driver Training Facility. 
 

 Permanent road infrastructure contribution (upgrade and maintenance): 
o Proponent response – The proponent is preparing a Voluntary Planning 

Agreement. 
 

 Development of the rail as alternate means of product transport: 
o Proponent response – At the April 2015 MCQCCC meeting a rail presentation 

provided by the proponent outlined the rail study details, including the current 
situation and use of rail, current quarry loading details, and the proposed 
location of the rail line to the quarry identified within the EIS. Formal feedback 
was received from MCQAG on the rail presentation following the meeting. As 
road/rail ratio is not fixed, the market is dependent upon rail demand for 
product; 

o The proponent is seeking approval for an extension of the rail spur where 
Market demands warrants the facilities; 

o Refer to Section 4 & 8 of the EIS for further detail. 
 

 New quarry entrance to bypass Martins Creek: 
o Proponent response – a new entrance to the quarry is proposed. The new 

entrance proposed will intersect with Dungog Road. The new entrance avoids 
the need for quarry trucks to enter Martins Creek village; 

o At the October 2015 MCQCCC meeting a presentation undertaken by ACOR 
Consultants and SECA Solutions outlining details of the civil engineering 
works and current road conditions was provided. Also included in the 
presentation was details of the Pavement Management and Road Inventory 
System details, historical tonnages and truck movements, assessment of 
traffic impacts and road safety, details of current and future tonnages and 
truck movements, road capacity, road safety audit, haulage routes, proposed 
road works, and traffic modelling.  
 

 Repairing damaged bridges: 

o Proponent response - At the October 2015 MCQCCC meeting a presentation 
undertaken by ACOR Consultants and SECA Solutions outlining details of the 
civil engineering works and current road conditions was provided. Also included 
in the presentation was details of the Pavement Management and Road 
Inventory System details, historical tonnages and truck movements, assessment 
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of traffic impacts and road safety, details of current and future tonnages and truck 
movements, road capacity, road safety audit, haulage routes, proposed road 
works, and traffic modelling.  

Refer to the Acor report and Seca Solutions report attached in the appendices of the EIS. 

 
 Independent traffic studies and traffic monitoring: 

o Proponent response – Independent traffic studies and traffic monitoring 
results are included in the EIS; 

o At the October 2015 MCQCCC meeting a presentation undertaken by ACOR 
Consultants and SECA Solutions outlining details of the civil engineering 
works and current road conditions was provided. Also included in the 
presentation was details of the Pavement Management and Road Inventory 
System details, historical tonnages and truck movements, assessment of 
traffic impacts and road safety, details of current and future tonnages and 
truck movements, road capacity, road safety audit, haulage routes, proposed 
road works, and traffic modelling.  
 

 Repair and/or compensation for damage to homes/properties: 
o Proponent response – was not required to the EIS. 

 
 Double glazing for properties located close to transport route (within 100 metres): 

o Proponent response – The Environmental Impact Statement addresses the 
SEARs issued. 
 

 Public release of quarry monitoring data: 
o Proponent response – existing operational monitoring information is placed 

on the proponent’s website.  
 

 Effective rehabilitation of the site. 
 

 At the June 2016 meeting of the MCQQQ the proponent outlined the proposed 
rehabilitation plan for the Quarry: 

o Proponent response – Refer to the EIS for rehabilitation information. 
 

 Noise reduction strategies: 
o Proponent response - At the September 2015 MCQCCC a presentation by 

RCA consultants outlining the acoustic studies and modelling undertaken was 
provided. The presentation also included an explanation of the statutory 
requirements for the proposed development, the principles of noise impact 
assessment and management, outlining of relevant policies, outline of the 
traffic noise assessment and compliance requirements. 
 

 Construction of noise attenuation barriers to the boundaries. 
 

 Refurbishment of fixed plant to decrease noise.  
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 Relocation of noise sources within the Quarry footprint. 
 New access road and internal haul road to reduce noise for Martins Creek. 

 
 Engineering treatments for Rail Loading facilities. 

 
Other ideas focused more centrally on the community included: 
 

 Community development fund; 
 Annual community grant scheme; 
 Upgrade and maintenance of parks and public amenities e.g. parks, recreational 

grounds, pavements, safe bus shelters; 
 Youth schemes; 
 Support for local schools; 
 Support for local events e.g. Carols in the Park; and 
 Provision of gravel for roads and driveways in the community. 

 
Other suggested initiatives more environmentally focussed included: 
 

 Native animal care; 
 Native animal trust; 
 Heritage conservation 
 Environmental conservation; 
 Native bush regeneration; 
 Weed eradication programs; and 
 Landcare. 

 
It should be noted that from time to time the proponent contributes to community based 
activities such as its work during the April 2015 Super Storm Event. 
 
In June 2016, the MCQAG provided comments and questions regarding the content of the 
2015 presentations, current quarry operations and the planned expansion, and requested 
further consultation and clarification on these issues. In conjunction with the June 2016 
MCQCCC meeting, the proponent responded to this request on 22 June 2016. Refer to 
Appendix D for further information on the issues raised and responses provided.  
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7. CONCLUSION 
 
This Public Consultation Issues Report has been prepared by Monteath & Powys with 
information provided by Peterkin Consulting and the proponent for the proposed quarrying 
activities at the existing Martins Creek Quarry.  
 
The report has outlined the consultation process and clearly shows that the proponent has 
engaged in a significant consultation process. 
 
The information gathered during the process has been used to guide the design of the 
proposed development. 
 
The key amendments to the project as a result of the consultation include: 
 

1) Traffic & Transport: 
 Entrance to Dungog Road avoiding Martins Creek village- The current entrance 

to the quarry is via Station Street Martins Creek. The proposed entrance has 
been located to directly join Dungog Road, avoiding Station Street and Martins 
Creek village following feedback being received from; 

 On site truck parking; 
 Avoidance of Lorn; 
 Internal policy development and code of conduct for drivers- inclusive of Sub 

Contractors; 
 Proposed VPA for road assets e.g. safety; 
 Extend the rail line should demand create a viable market. 
 

2) Noise mitigation: 
 Construction of noise attenuation barriers to the boundaries; 
 Refurbishment of fixed plant to decrease noise;  
 Relocation of noise sources within the Quarry footprint; 
 New access road and internal haul road to reduce noise for Martins Creek; 
 Engineering treatments for Rail Loading facilities. 
 

3) Quarry Design: 
 Physical construction of infrastructure for noise attenuation and traffic/ transport 

management; 
 Pit design to minimise off site impacts; 
 Maintenance and stockpile relocation; 
 Limited quarry expansion into a smaller area of Lot 21. 
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Appendix A 

 
Federal / State / Local Government 

Agencies Consultation Contact & 
Responses  

 

  



Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 831 lg2 373
197 Gullivers Lane, Louth park2320

Phone & Fax: (02) 49 333 802
Mobile: 0414 389 519 Email: brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au

Teena Renes

Austral ian Rail  Track Corporation

33 Newton Street

Broadmeadow NSW 2290

5th March 2OIs

By ema il : trenes@artc. com.au

Dear Teena

Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_66L2

Thank you for your t ime on the telephone to discuss the Mart ins Creek euarry project and
the consultat ion Daracon wish to carry out during the preparation of the Environmental
lmpact Statement.

The Prel iminary Environmental Assessment and Secretary's Environmental Assessment
Requirements and agency and public submissions are avai lable on the Department of
Planning and Environment website:

iects .o lanni w.sov.au/ i l?action=view iob&iob id=661,2

As discussed, we welcome your feedback and would be pleased to meet with ARTC
representatives to discuss any issues for consideration during the preparation of the
Environmenta | | m pact Statement.

We request your comments be provided by lgth March.

should you have any questions relating to the Martins creek euarry project please contact:

Brett Peterkin

brett(O peterki nconsult i  ng.com.a u

0414 389 519.

Yours sincerely,

fu,trbr'L-
Brett Peterkin

Environmental & community consultation specialists



1

Matilda Munn

From: Teena Renes <TRenes@ARTC.com.au>
Sent: Thursday, 9 April 2015 2:01 PM
To: Brett Peterkin
Cc: Nicole Spear
Subject: RE: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 - 65/530/65: Preliminary 

Environmental Assessment

Hi Brett, 
 
ARTC’s initial review of the Preliminary Environmental Assessment for Martins Creek Quarry Expansion 
Project - SSD 14_6612 has revealed; 
 
The main haulage route for the quarry is via Station Street and Grace Avenue. ARTC have a level crossing 
on Grace Avenue in close vicinity to the intersection with Station Street.  The geometry of this crossing is 
unique due to the acute angle of the crossing and its proximity to the intersection with Station Street. The 
following issues have previously been identified with regard to the use of this crossing by trucks accessing 
the quarry: 
 

1. Trucks entering and exiting the quarry via Station Street perform a tight turn over the crossing. The 
screwing of truck tires has resulted in damage to the pavement surface causing safety concerns for 
road traffic; 

2. There is potential for trucks to enter the railway crossing, and then be forced to stop and wait, or 
even reverse while another truck clears the intersection. It is entirely possible for a train to approach 
whilst this is occurring, leading to a high risk of collision; and 

3. The crossing is frequently used by pedestrians, however there is no pedestrian crossing in place, 
leading to a high risk of pedestrians being struck by trucks which take a wide birth to access Station 
Street. 

 
An increase in truck movements due to the expansion of the quarry would increase the likelihood of the 
above risks beyond an acceptable level and we would require the crossing and intersection to be 
upgraded.  The required works as part of this development would include, but is not limited to, the 
following: 
 

1. The installation of boom gates and rubber panels to the crossing; 
2. The relocation of the existing flashing lights; 
3. The installation of a pedestrian maze with lights and bells; 
4. Re-alignment of the road approaches to accommodate the turning of trucks entering Station Street; 
5. Increase the Station Street throat width and addition of a centre median kerb to prevent trucks from 

cutting the corner; 
6. Addition of medians/islands on the west side of the crossing to force traffic from the railway station 

to enter Grace Avenue behind the boom gates; 
7. Upgrading of drainage associated with the widening of Station Street and re-alignment of the 

crossing approaches; 
8. Relocation of a power pole due to the road widening; and 
9. New pavements. 

 
ARTC suggests that the development should assess any additional train movements on ARTC’s network 
associated with the proposed expansion project in accordance with the Rail Infrastructure Noise guideline. 
http://www.epa.nsw.gov.au/resources/noise/20130018eparing.pdf.  
 
ARTC advises, if Daracon has not already done so, it should undertake and submit modelling to ARTC to 
determine the impacts on the overall operations of the rail network particularly resulting from the proposal.  
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I trust I have provided you with an adequate response at this time, however should you require further 
information or clarification please do not hesitate to contact me. 
 
Kind regards, 
 
Teena Renés 
Property Manager - Hunter Valley 
Enterprise Services 
 

 
 
P.  02 4941 9619 
M.  0439 464 913  
E.  TRenes@ARTC.com.au  
 
Australian Rail Track Corporation 
33 Newton Street 
Broadmeadow NSW 2290 
 
artc.com.au 

The information in this email and any attachments to it is confidential to the intended recipient and may be privileged. Receipt by a person other 
than the intended recipient does not waive confidentiality or privilege. Unless you are the intended recipient, you are not authorised to disseminate, 
copy, retain or rely on the whole or any part of this communication. If you have received this communication in error please notify ARTC on +61 8 
8217 4366. While we have taken various steps to alert us to the presence of computer viruses we do not guarantee that this communication is virus 
free. 

 
From: Brett Peterkin [mailto:brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au]  
Sent: Tuesday, 24 March 2015 8:56 AM 
To: Teena Renes 
Subject: FW: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 
 
Hi Teena 
 
Thanks for your email – we look forward to receiving your comments. 
 
Brett 
 
Brett Peterkin 
Peterkin Consulting 
0414 389 519 
brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au 
 
From: Teena Renes [mailto:TRenes@ARTC.com.au]  
Sent: Monday, 23 March 2015 11:11 AM 
To: Brett Peterkin 
Subject: RE: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 
 
Good morning Brett, 
 
I advise that the PEA is currently with internal stakeholders for comment, in addition I advise that ARTC 
have been contacted by and responded to Paul Walker, Quarry Manager in relation to the proposed 
overbridge, please see attached. 
 
I trust I will be in contact with you soon to provide any preliminary comments with regards to the 
submission. 
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Kindest regards, 
 
Teena Renés 
Property Manager - Hunter Valley 
Enterprise Services 
 

 
 
P.  02 4941 9619 
M.  0439 464 913  
E.  TRenes@ARTC.com.au  
 
Australian Rail Track Corporation 
33 Newton Street 
Broadmeadow NSW 2290 
 
artc.com.au 

The information in this email and any attachments to it is confidential to the intended recipient and may be privileged. Receipt by a person other 
than the intended recipient does not waive confidentiality or privilege. Unless you are the intended recipient, you are not authorised to disseminate, 
copy, retain or rely on the whole or any part of this communication. If you have received this communication in error please notify ARTC on +61 8 
8217 4366. While we have taken various steps to alert us to the presence of computer viruses we do not guarantee that this communication is virus 
free. 

 
From: Brett Peterkin [mailto:brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au]  
Sent: Monday, 23 March 2015 9:15 AM 
To: Teena Renes 
Subject: FW: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 
 
Hi Teena 
 
Further to the email below and my telephone message this morning, could you please confirm if ARTC will provide a 
response to the attached letter? And if so, could you please confirm when this will be available? 
 
Thanks – if you have any questions please call. 
 
Regards 
 
Brett 
 
Brett Peterkin 
Peterkin Consulting 
0414 389 519 
brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au 
 
From: Brett Peterkin [mailto:brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au]  
Sent: Thursday, 5 March 2015 11:03 AM 
To: 'trenes@artc.com.au' 
Subject: Martins Creek Quarry Project – SSD_14_6612 
 
Hi Teena 
 
Thanks for your time on the phone to discuss the Martins Creek Quarry Project. 
 
Please find attached letter indicating the Preliminary Environmental Assessment location on the Department of 
Planning and Environment website. 
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As discussed we welcome your comments, feedback and issues for consideration in the Environmental Impact 
Statement currently being prepared. 
 
I understand Daracon has previously been in contact with Nicole Spears from ARTC. 
 
Should you have any questions please call. 
 
Regards 
 
Brett 
 
Brett Peterkin 
Peterkin Consulting 
0414 389 519 
brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au 
 



Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 831 192373
197 Gull ivers Lane, Louth Park 2320

Phone & Fax: (02l' 49 333 802
Mobile: 0414389 519 Email: brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au

Wendy Goodburn
Resource Management Officer
Agriculture NSW
PO Box 389
GOULBURN NSW 2580

by emai l  :  wendy.goodburn @dpi.nsw.gov.au

30th January 2015

Dear Wendy

Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_66t2

Thank you for your t ime on the telephon e (3O/L/15) to discuss the Martins Creek
Quarry Project and the consultation required by the Department of Planning and
Environment dur ing the preparat ion of  the Environmental  lmpact Statement (ElS).

As d iscussed, the Prel i m ina ry Envi ron menta I Assessment, Secretary's Envi ron menta I
Assessment Requirements and agency and publ ic submissions are avai lable on the
Department's website:

ht tp: / /maiorproiects.plannins.nsw.sov.aul index.pl?act ion=vlew iob&iob id=6612

The Department of Primary Industries, Agriculture NSW provided an outl ine of the
information to be included and assessed as part of the ElS.

It should be noted that the areas included in the project area are not currently
uti l ised for agricultural purposes and can be considered marginal land for productive
agricul tural  act iv i t ies.  The land surrounding the quarry s i te is mainly ut i l ised for rural
residential purposes and it is therefore not anticipated that the proposal wil l  have a
signif icant impact on the ongoing agricultural productivity of the area.

The EIS wil l  include detailed comment on the land capacity, characteristics, soil
types, topography and slope to assess the potential impacts of the proposal.

It would be appreciated if you could advise whether a meeting would be helpful to
assist in addressing the matters identif ied in your response to the SEARs. lf i t  is
considered that the requirements included in the SEARs are sufficient, a written
response stating this would be appreciated.

Environmental & Community Consultotion Specidlists



Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 931 tg} g7g
L97 Gullivers Lane, Louth park 2320

Phone & Fax: (O2l 49 333 802
Mobile: 04L4389 519 Email: brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au

should you have any questions relating to the Martins creek euarry project please
contact:

Brett Peterkin

brett @ pete rki n consu lti ng.com.a u

o4t4 389 519.

Yours sincerely,

6*ft &fd--,
Brett Peterkin

Environmental & community consultqtion specialists



 
    

V14/157#65 

OUT15/2256 

Peterkin Consulting  
197 Gullivers Lane 
Louth Park, NSW, 2320 
 
Attention: Brett Peterkin 
 
Dear Mr Peterkin, 

 
Martin’s Creek Quarry Project – SSD_14_6612 

 
I refer to our telephone conversation and letter dated 30th January 2015 requesting 
clarification about the Secretary’s Environmental Assessment Requirements (SEARs) 
and whether there is a need for an on site meeting between yourself and NSW DPI to 
further consider the Martin’s Creek Quarry Project. 
 
NSW DPI provided SEARs to the Department of Planning for the project (1 October 
2014, Ref:OUT14/32492) and I can confirm that the requirements of those SEARs 
should be addressed in the EIS for the project. Although it is likely that the project will 
have minimal impact on agriculture in the region, the EIS will need to state what land 
uses are in the vicinity of the quarry and the likely impacts as per the SEARs. 
 
I do not foresee the need to meet on site at this stage, unless any unforeseen issue 
should arise in the future. 
 
I hope that clarifies the position of NSW DPI and please contact me on ph 4828 6600 or 
by email at wendy.goodburn@dpi.nsw.gov.au if you have any further enquiries on the 
matter. 
.  

 
 
 

Wendy Goodburn 
Resource Management Officer (Land Use)  
3 February 2015 

 

mailto:wendy.goodburn@dpi.nsw.gov.au


Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 831 192373
197 Gull ivers Lane, Louth Park 2320

Phone & Fax: (02l' 49 333 802
Mobile: 0414389 519 Email: brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au

Wendy Goodburn
Resource Management Officer
Agriculture NSW
PO Box 389
GOULBURN NSW 2580

by emai l  :  wendy.goodburn @dpi.nsw.gov.au

30th January 2015

Dear Wendy

Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_66t2

Thank you for your t ime on the telephon e (3O/L/15) to discuss the Martins Creek
Quarry Project and the consultation required by the Department of Planning and
Environment dur ing the preparat ion of  the Environmental  lmpact Statement (ElS).

As d iscussed, the Prel i m ina ry Envi ron menta I Assessment, Secretary's Envi ron menta I
Assessment Requirements and agency and publ ic submissions are avai lable on the
Department's website:

ht tp: / /maiorproiects.plannins.nsw.sov.aul index.pl?act ion=vlew iob&iob id=6612

The Department of Primary Industries, Agriculture NSW provided an outl ine of the
information to be included and assessed as part of the ElS.

It should be noted that the areas included in the project area are not currently
uti l ised for agricultural purposes and can be considered marginal land for productive
agricul tural  act iv i t ies.  The land surrounding the quarry s i te is mainly ut i l ised for rural
residential purposes and it is therefore not anticipated that the proposal wil l  have a
signif icant impact on the ongoing agricultural productivity of the area.

The EIS wil l  include detailed comment on the land capacity, characteristics, soil
types, topography and slope to assess the potential impacts of the proposal.

It would be appreciated if you could advise whether a meeting would be helpful to
assist in addressing the matters identif ied in your response to the SEARs. lf i t  is
considered that the requirements included in the SEARs are sufficient, a written
response stating this would be appreciated.

Environmental & Community Consultotion Specidlists



Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 931 tg} g7g
L97 Gullivers Lane, Louth park 2320

Phone & Fax: (O2l 49 333 802
Mobile: 04L4389 519 Email: brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au

should you have any questions relating to the Martins creek euarry project please
contact:

Brett Peterkin

brett @ pete rki n consu lti ng.com.a u

o4t4 389 519.

Yours sincerely,

6*ft &fd--,
Brett Peterkin

Environmental & community consultqtion specialists



Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 831 L92373
197 Gull ivers Lane, Louth Park 2320

Phone & Fax: (O2l 49 333 802
Mobi le :  041,4389 519 Emai l :  bret t@peterk inconsul t ing.com.au

Mark Grace
Natural Resource Management Project Off icer
Department of Primary Industr ies, Crown Lands
Cnr Newcastle Road and Banks Street
EAST MAITLAND NSW 2323

by emai l :  mark.grace@lands.nsw.gov.au

8th Janua ry 201.5

Dear Mark

Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612

Thank you for your t ime on the telephone (8/L/LS) to discuss the Mart ins Creek Quarry
Project and the consultat ion required by the Department of Planning and Environment
during the preparation of the Environmental lmpact Statement (ElS).

As d iscussed, the Prel im i  nary Enviro nmenta I Assessment, Secreta ry's Envi ronmenta I
Assessment Requirements and agency and public submissions are avai lable on the
Department's website:

ht tp : / /maiorpro iects .p lanning.nsw.gov.au/ index.p l?act ion=view iob&iob id=6612

Further to this, fol lowing a review of the Secretary's Environmental Assessment
Requirements and the Department of Primary Industr ies, Crown Lands submission to the
Department of Planning and Environment, the consultants working on the EIS studies with
Daracon have expressed an interest to consult with relevant departmental staff  to clari fy
and discuss the issues raised by Crown Lands. I  confirm the consultants have sought advice
from Crown Lands Newcastle regarding the northern section of Stat ion Street, Mart ins
Creek. As discussed I wi l l  be in contact once this advice is received to talk through the
coordination and logist ics of a meeting to confirm the way forward.

Should you have any questions relat ing to the Mart ins Creek Quarry Project please contact:

Brett Peterkin

brett@ peterki nconsu l t i  ng.com.a u

o4L4 389 519.

Environmentol & Community Consultation Speciolists
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Matilda Munn

From: Mark Grace <mark.grace@crownland.nsw.gov.au>
Sent: Friday, 9 January 2015 3:50 PM
To: Brett Peterkin
Subject: RE: Undeliverable: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 - DPI Crown 

Lands Consultation

Hi Brett,  
  
Yes I’ve received the email with the letter attached. Planning are still using an old email address. As discussed please 
advise, following the status search, whether any Crown land is affected by the project. 
  
Thanks 
 
Mark 
  
Mark Grace | Natural Resource Management Project Officer   
NSW Department of Primary Industries | Catchments & Lands  
141 Newcastle Road | East Maitland NSW 2323 
PO Box 2215 | DANGAR NSW 2309  
T: 02 4937 9331 | F: 02 4934 2252 | E: mark.grace@crownland.nsw.gov.au 
T: 1300 886 235 | E: maitlandcrownlands@crownland.nsw.gov.au | W: www.crownland.nsw.gov.au 
  
From: Brett Peterkin [mailto:brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au]  
Sent: Friday, 9 January 2015 3:11 PM 
To: mark.grace@crownlands.nsw.gov.au 
Subject: FW: Undeliverable: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 - DPI Crown Lands Consultation 
Importance: High 
  
Hi Mark 
  
My apologies – the previous email address was the one supplied in the DPI response to Department of Planning. 
  
Could you please confirm receipt of the email? 
 
Thanks 
  
Brett 
  
Brett Peterkin 
Peterkin Consulting 
0414 389 519 
brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au 
  
From: PostMaster@lands.nsw.gov.au [mailto:PostMaster@lands.nsw.gov.au]  
Sent: Friday, 9 January 2015 2:58 PM 
To: brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au 
Subject: Undeliverable: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 - DPI Crown Lands Consultation 
  

Delivery has failed to these recipients or distribution lists: 

mark.grace@lands.nsw.gov.au 
The recipient's e-mail address was not found in the recipient's e-mail system. Microsoft Exchange will not try to 
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redeliver this message for you. Please check the e-mail address and try resending this message, or provide the 
following diagnostic text to your system administrator. 

Sent by Microsoft Exchange Server 2007  
 
 
 

Diagnostic information for administrators: 

Generating server: lands.nsw 

mark.grace@lands.nsw.gov.au 
#550 5.1.1 RESOLVER.ADR.RecipNotFound; not found ## 

Original message headers: 

Received: from qswall.lpma.nsw.gov.au (10.4.100.235) by srv-bx-mail6.lands.nsw 
 (10.114.3.20) with Microsoft SMTP Server id 8.2.255.0; Fri, 9 Jan 2015 
 14:58:03 +1100 
Received: from nskntmtas03p.mx.bigpond.com (nskntmtas03p.mx.bigpond.com 
 [61.9.168.143])       by qswall.lpma.nsw.gov.au (8.14.7/8.14.7) with ESMTP id 
 t093w0pB010980 for <mark.grace@lands.nsw.gov.au>; Fri, 9 Jan 2015 14:58:00 
 +1100 
Received: from nskntcmgw05p ([61.9.169.165]) by nskntmtas03p.mx.bigpond.com 
          with ESMTP          id 
 <20150109035759.HFAG7575.nskntmtas03p.mx.bigpond.com@nskntcmgw05p> 
          for <mark.grace@lands.nsw.gov.au>; Fri, 9 Jan 2015 03:57:59 +0000 
Received: from BrettPC ([120.151.90.131])     by nskntcmgw05p with BigPond 
 Outbound      id dfxj1p0082q2ZRC01fxnj7; Fri, 09 Jan 2015 03:57:59 +0000 
X-Authority-Analysis: v=2.0 cv=W5W6pGqk c=1 sm=1 
 a=WUqf80lhNsM5xWGL7I4+rg==:17 a=gSPGlPSPAAAA:8 a=-IXyeS4ih9lkp7qTXB0A:9 
 a=CjuIK1q_8ugA:10 a=zmFWZYm6o2AA:10 a=GwzGWJDiWhEA:10 a=jr-DjrvhcN0A:10 
 a=yMhMjlubAAAA:8 a=SSmOFEACAAAA:8 a=aDD8yBDv_sz2wo-kdYUA:9 a=gKO2Hq4RSVkA:10 
 a=UiCQ7L4-1S4A:10 a=hTZeC7Yk6K0A:10 a=6UIaq3Bcl8oA:10 a=frz4AuCg-hUA:10 
 a=AVYrpWzW_Y18nUN5:21 a=LmPumivZAAAA:8 a=QXFV2sft1lKmomHjr4AA:9 
 a=n3BslyFRqc0A:10 a=Sf_gFPzhefAA:10 a=WUqf80lhNsM5xWGL7I4+rg==:117 
From: Brett Peterkin <brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au> 
To: <mark.grace@lands.nsw.gov.au> 
Subject: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 - DPI Crown Lands Consultation 
Date: Fri, 9 Jan 2015 14:57:34 +1100 
Message-ID: <017001d02bc0$6670fb60$3352f220$@peterkinconsulting.com.au> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: multipart/mixed; 
        boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0171_01D02C1C.99E45990" 
X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook 14.0 
Thread-Index: AdArwGY2DKO+0h1LT++TmcgwYi2gyA== 
Content-Language: en-au 
Return-Path: brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au 
 

This message is intended for the addressee named and may contain confidential information. If you are not the 
intended recipient, please delete it and notify the sender. Views expressed in this message are those of the individual 
sender, and are not necessarily the views of their organisation. 
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Matilda Munn

From: Scott Carter <scott.carter@dpi.nsw.gov.au>
Sent: Wednesday, 3 December 2014 8:58 AM
To: Brett Peterkin
Subject: RE: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_6612 - EIS Consultation

Brett, 
  
Yes, as discussed there are no Fisheries issues, primarily due to the location of the proposal in the catchment area. 
  
regards 
  
Scott Carter  
Regional Manager - Central/Metro,  
Fisheries Ecosystems 
`·.><((((º>`·.  .·  `·. .·  `·... ><((((º>   
NSW Department of Primary Industries, Locked Bag 1, NELSON BAY NSW 2315  
Port Stephens Fisheries Institute, Taylors Beach Road, Taylors Beach TAYLORS BEACH NSW 2316 
T: 02 4916 3931, F: 02 4982 1232,   
WWW: www.dpi.nsw.gov.au  
  
FISH HABITAT PROTECTION POLICIES AND PERMIT APPLICATION FORMS AVAILABLE 
AT: http://www.dpi.nsw.gov.au/fisheries/habitat/help/permit 
Email Completed  Applications to: ahp.central@dpi.nsw.gov.au 
Chqs payable to: Department of Trade and Investment 
* NB - from date of receipt of application please allow up to 28 days for Land Owners Consent, Permits and 
Consultations. Please allow up to 40 days for Integrated Development Applications 
  
  
This message is intended for the addressee named and may contain confidential information. If you are not the 
intended recipient or received it in error, please delete the message and notify sender. Views expressed are those of 
the individual sender and are not necessarily the views of their organisation. 
  
From: Brett Peterkin [mailto:brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au]  
Sent: Tuesday, 2 December 2014 9:41 AM 
To: scott.carter@dpi.nsw.gov.au 
Subject: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_6612 - EIS Consultation 
  
Scott 
  
Thank you for your time on the telephone this morning. 
  
I write in regards to the Martins Creek Quarry Project (SSD_6612) of which details are available at: 
http://majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au/index.pl?action=view_job&job_id=6612 
  
The Department of Planning and Environment has received advice (undated OUT14/32492) from Kristian Holz, 
Director Policy, Legislation and Innovation, Department of Primary Industries, in response to the Preliminary 
Environmental Assessment. That advice indicates “Fisheries NSW advise no issues” in regards to the project. 
  
Our discussion confirmed this advice – I would appreciate it if you could confirm this in return email. 
  
Kind Regards 
  
Brett Peterkin 
  
Brett Peterkin 
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Peterkin Consulting 
0414 389 519 
brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au 
  
 

This message is intended for the addressee named and may contain confidential information. If you are not the 
intended recipient, please delete it and notify the sender. Views expressed in this message are those of the individual 
sender, and are not necessarily the views of their organisation. 



Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 831 192 373
197 Gullivers Lane. Louth Park2320

Phone & Fax: (OZ) +g 333 802
Mobile: 0414 389 519 Email: brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au

Cressida Gilmore
NSW Department of Trade and lnvestment, Regional lnfrastructure and Services,
Resources and Energy Division
PO Box 344
Hunter Region Mail Centre NSW 23tO

15th December 2Ot4

By emai l :  landuse.minera ls@trade.  nsw.gov.a u

Your Ref: OUTI4/32037

Dear Cressida

Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14 -66t2 -
Martins Creek Quarry Community Consultative Committee

Further to our meeting today, details regarding the Martins Creek Community Consultative
Committee are avai lable at:

http:/ /www.daraconquarries.com.au/Locations/Mart ins-Creek/Community-Consultat ive-
Committee/

Should you have any questions relating to the Martins Creek Quarry Project please contact:

Brett Peterkin
brett@ peterki nconsu lti ns.com.a u
o4L4 389 5L9

Yours sincerely

//,*f &
Brett Peterkin

Environmental & Community Consultation Specialists



Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 831 192 373
197 Gullivers Lane. Louth Park2320

Phone & Fax: (02) 49 333 802
Mobile: 0414 389 519 Email: brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au

Craig Deasey

Dungog Shire Counci l

PO Box 95

DUNGOG NSW 2420

22nd December 2OL4

Dear Craig

Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14 _66L2

Thank you for your t ime on the telephone (I9/I2h4) to discuss the Mart ins Creek Quarry
Project and the consultat ion required by the Department of Planning and Environment
during the preparation of the Environmental lmpact Statement (ElS).

As discussed, the Pre I im i na ry Env!ro nmenta I Assessment, Secreta ry's Envi ronmenta I
Assessment Requirements and agency and public submissions are avai lable on the
Department's website:

http:/ /maiorproiects.plannine.nsw.gov.au / index.pl?action=view iob&iob id=6612

Further to this, fol lowing a review of the Secretary's Environmental Assessment
Requirements and Counci l 's submission to the Department of Planning and Environment, a
number of the consultants working on the EIS studies with Daracon have expressed an
interest to consult with relevant Counci l  staff  to clari fy and discuss a range of issues.

As discussed I wi l l  be in contact in January to talk through the coordination and logist ics of
any meet ing.

I look forward to working with Counci l  on this project.

Should you have any questions relat ing to the Mart ins Creek Quarry Project please contact:

Brett Peterkin

brett@ peterki nconsu l t i  ng.com.a u

o4L4 389 519.

Yours sincerely,

fr.ft'W^'
Brett Peterkin

Environmental & Commanity Consultation Specialists



Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 831 L92 373
L97 Gull ivers Lane, Louth Park 2320

Phone & Fax: (02) 49 333 802
Mobi le :  O4L4389 519 Emai l :  bret t@peterk inconsul t ing.com.au

Stephen Hawes
Mait land City Counci l
PO Box 220
MAITLAND NSW 2320

by emai l  :  s tephenh@mait land.nsw.gov.a u

22nd December 2OL4

Dear Stephen

Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14 _6612

Thank you for your t ime on the telephone (L9/72/14) to discuss the Mart ins Creek Quarry
Project and the consultat ion required by the Department of Planning and Environment
during the preparation of the Environmental lmpact Statement (ElS).

As d iscussed, the Prel im i  nary Environmenta I Assessment, Secreta ry's Envi ronmenta I
Assessment  Requirements and agency and publ ic  submiss ions are avai lab le on the
Department's website:

http:/ /maiorproiects.planning.nsw.eov.au/index.pl?action=view iob&iob id=6612

Further to this, fol lowing a review of the Secretary's Environmental Assessment
Requirements and Counci l 's submission to the Department of Planning and Environment, a
number of the consultants working on the EIS studies with Daracon have expressed an
interest to consult with relevant Counci l  staff  to clari fy and discuss the issues raised by
Counci l .  As discussed I wi l l  be in contact in January to talk through the coordination and
logist ics of any meeting.

I look forward to working with Counci l  on this project.

Should you have any questions relat ing to the Mart ins Creek Quarry Project please contact:

Brett Peterkin

brett@ peterki nconsu l t i  ng.com.a u

041.4 389 5L9.'"6ry',yfr,
Brett Peterkin

Environmental & Community Consultdtion Specialists



Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 831 L92 373
L97 Gull ivers Lane, Louth Park 2320

Phone & Fax: (02l '  49 333 802
Mobi le :  04L4389 519 Emai l :  bret t@peterk inconsul t ing.com.au

Karen Forsyth
Port Stephens Counci l
PO Box 42
RAYMOND TERRACE NSW 2324

by ema i | : Ka ren.forsyth @ portstephens. nsw.gov.a u

22nd December 2Ot4

Dear Karen

Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14 _66L2

Thank you for your t ime on the telephone (I9/L2/14) to discuss the Mart ins Creek Quarry
Project and the consultat ion required by the Department of Planning and Environment
during the preparation of the Environmental lmpact Statement (ElS).

As discussed, the Prel im i na ry Environmenta I Assessment, Secreta ry's Environ menta I
Assessment  Requirements and agency and publ ic  submiss ions are avai lab le on the
Department's website:

http:/  ' "naiorproiects.planning.nsw.eov.au "ndex.pl?action=view iob&iob id=6612

Further to this, fol lowing a review of the Secretary's Environmental Assessment
Requirements and Counci l 's submission to the Department of Planning and Environment, a
number of the consultants working on the EIS studies with Daracon have expressed an
interest to consult with relevant Council staff to clarify and discuss the issues raised by
Counci l .  As discussed I wi l l  be in contact in January to talk through the coordination and
logistics of any meeting.

I look forward to working with Council on this project.

Should you have any questions relating to the Martins Creek Quarry Project please contact:

Brett Peterkin

brett@ peterki nconsult i  ng.com.a u

o4I4 389 5L9.

Yours sincerqJy, /
6?!fr l i le

Brett Peterkin

Environmental & Community Consultdtion Specialists



Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 831 192373
197 Gull ivers Lane, Louth Park 2320

Phone & Fax: (O2l 49 333 802
Mobi le :  04L4389 519 Emai l :  bret t@peterk inconsul t ing.com.au

Steve Clair
NSW EPA
PO Box 488G
NEWCASTLE WEST NSW 2302

by email  :  steve.clair@epa. nsw.gov.au

24th December 2OL4

Dear Steve

Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14 _6612

Thank you for your t ime on the telephone (22/L2/14) to discuss the Mart ins Creek Quarry
Project and the consultat ion required by the Department of Planning and Environment
during the preparation of the Environmental lmpact Statement (ElS).

As discussed, the Prel im ina ry Environmenta I Assessment, Secreta ry's Environmenta I
Assessment Requirements and agency and public submissions are avai lable on the
Department's website:

http:/ /maiorproiects.planning.nsw.gov.aul index.pl?action=view iob&iob id=6612

Further to this, following a review of the Secretary's Environmental Assessment
Requirements and the NSW EPA submission to the Department of Planning and
Environment, a number of the consultants working on the EIS studies with Daracon have
expressed an interest to consult with relevant departmental staff to clarify and discuss the
issues raised by NSW EPA. As discussed I wi l l  be in contact in January to talk through the
coordination and logist ics of any meeting.

I look forward to working with NSW EPA on this project.

Should you have any questions relating to the Martins Creek Quarry Project please contact:

Brett Peterkin

brett@ pete rki nconsu lti ng.com.a u

041,4 389 519.

Environmental & Community Consultation Speciolists



1

Matilda Munn

From: Steve Clair <Steve.Clair@epa.nsw.gov.au>
Sent: Monday, 2 March 2015 4:06 PM
To: Brett Peterkin
Cc: Peter Jamieson
Subject: RE: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 - EPA Consultation

Brett, 
Apologies for the delay in responding, The EPA will liaise directly with DP&E regarding the proposal and have no 
further comment at this stage. 
 
Regards, 
Steve Clair 
 
From: Brett Peterkin [mailto:brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au]  
Sent: Monday, 2 March 2015 3:57 PM 
To: Clair Steve 
Subject: FW: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 - EPA Consultation 
 
Hi Steve 
 
Thanks for your time on the telephone this afternoon. 
 
As requested please find attached email as part of our requirements to consult with agencies during the preparation 
of the EIS. 
 
A response would be appreciated. 
 
Thanks 
 
Brett 
 
Brett Peterkin 
Peterkin Consulting 
0414 389 519 
brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au 
 
From: Brett Peterkin [mailto:brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au]  
Sent: Friday, 30 January 2015 12:26 PM 
To: steve.clair@epa.nsw.gov.au 
Subject: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 - EPA Consultation 
 
Steve 
 
Further to our telephone discussion late last year. It would be appreciated if you could advise whether a meeting 
would be helpful to assist on addressing the matters identified in your response to the SEARs.  
 
If it is considered that the requirements included in the SEARs are sufficient, a response stating this would be 
appreciated. 
 
Regards 
 
Brett 
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Brett Peterkin 
Peterkin Consulting 
0414 389 519 
brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au 
 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
------------------------------------ 
This email is intended for the addressee(s) named and may contain confidential and/or privileged 
information.  
If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender and then delete it immediately. 
Any views expressed in this email are those of the individual sender except where the sender expressly and 
with authority states them to be the views of the Environment Protection Authority. 

PLEASE CONSIDER THE ENVIRONMENT BEFORE PRINTING THIS EMAIL 
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Matilda Munn

From: Brett Peterkin <brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au>
Sent: Monday, 9 March 2015 11:27 AM
To: Rean Lourens
Cc: stuart@siterd.com.au
Subject: FW: Martins Creek Quarry - Dungog Council LGA, Request for Office Meeting

fyi 
 
Brett Peterkin 
Peterkin Consulting 
0414 389 519 
brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au 
 
From: Stuart Murray [mailto:stuart@siterd.com.au]  
Sent: Monday, 9 March 2015 11:25 AM 
To: Adam Kelly- DIVISIONAL MANAGER, DARACON; Brett Peterkin - COMMUNITY & GOVERNMENT CONSULTANT 
Subject: FW: Martins Creek Quarry - Dungog Council LGA, Request for Office Meeting 
 
See below. 
 
 
Kind Regards 
 
Stuart M Murray 
 

       
 
P O Box 134 
KOTARA NSW 2289 
M 0400 103044 
F 49577548 
E stuart@siterd.com.au 
W www.siterd.com.au 
 
From: Phil Conacher [mailto:conacherconsulting@gmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, 6 March 2015 3:26 PM 
To: EPBC.referrals@environment.gov.au 
Cc: Stuart Murray 
Subject: Martins Creek Quarry - Dungog Council LGA, Request for Office Meeting 
 
Cathy, 
 
                Martins Creek Quarry – Dungog Council LGA 
                Request for Office Meeting 
 
We are currently undertaking the ecological assessments for the above project which is an extension of area of an 
existing hardrock quarry. 
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The site is located at Station Street, Martins Creek in the Dungog Council Local Government Area in the Hunter 
Valley area of New South Wales. 
 
The proposal is classified as a State Significant Development under the EP&A Act (NSW). The Secretary’s 
Environmental Assessments Requirements have been issued by the Department of Planning and Infrastructure (Ref 
SSD6612 Applicant Buttai Gravel Pty Ltd). 
 
At this preliminary stage a referral of the proposal to the Department of Environment is considered probable as the 
Bilateral Agreement for approvals has not been established between the NSW and Australian governments. At 
present two Matters of National Environmental Significance (Koalas and Eucalyptus glaucina) have been identified 
as having potential to be significantly affected. Meetings have been undertaken with the NSW Department of 
Planning and Infrastructure and NSW Office of Environment and Heritage to discuss the survey, assessment and 
reporting process. 
 
We would like to arrange a meeting with your Department to discuss specific matters relating to the survey, 
assessment, referral and approval process and the Environmental Offset Policy under the EP&BC Act. 
 
Some of the matters to discuss would most appropriately be discussed at a face-to-face meeting rather than by an 
email response process due to the complexity of assessment and reporting. 
 
I have a flexible commitment to be in Canberra over next two weeks on another matter and would welcome the 
opportunity to present some project details to your officers for discussion if a meeting could be arranged at your 
convenience. 
 
Your support for a meeting at your office to discuss this matter would be very much appreciated. 
 
Phil Conacher 
 

 
Phone  (02) 4324 7888 
Postal Address PO Box 4082 East Gosford NSW 2250  
 





Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 831 L92 373
197 Gull ivers Lane, Louth Park 2320

Phone & Fax: (O2l 49 333 802
Mobi le :  0414389 519 Emai l :  bret t@peterk inconsul t ing.com.au

Andrew Driver
Development Manager
Hanson
Level 5/75 George Street
PARRAMATTA NSW 2L5O

by emai l :  andrew.dr iver@hanson.com.au

24th December 2OL4

Dear Andrew

Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_66I2

Thank you for your t ime on l-7th December to meet and discuss the Mart ins Creek Quarry
Project and the consultat ion required by the Department of Planning and Environment
during the preparation of the Environmental lmpact Statement (ElS).

As discussed, the P rel imi nary Environmenta I Assessment, Secreta ry's Envi ronmenta I
Assessment  Requirements and agency and publ ic  submiss ions are avai lab le on the
Department's website:

ht tp : / /maiorpro iects .p lanning.nsw.gov.aul index.p l?act ion=view iob&iob id=6612

In addit ion to our meeting we would l ike to consult further regarding any l ikely interactions
between the Mart ins Creek Quarry Project and the Brandy Hil l  Quarry.

We wil l  be in contact once our consultants have carr ied out prel iminary work in order to
have a more detai led discussion.

We also see benefi t  in coordinating consultat ions with Counci ls and Department of Planning
and Environment to ensure the relevant issues raised are addressed by both projects and
would welcome your part icipation. We can discuss these opportunit ies in January.

We look forward to working in col laboration with Hanson on this project.

Yours sincerely,

hv,tr P&
Brett Peterkin

Environmentol & Community Consultdtion Specialists



Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 831 192 373
197 Gullivers Lane, Louth Park2320

Phone & Fax: (02) 49 333 802
Mobile: 0414 389 519 Email: brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au

Steve Eccles
Local Land Services
Private Bag 2010
Paterson NSW 24L2
12th Janu ary 2OL5
By emai l :
Steve.eccles@ | ls. nsw.gov.a u
I nerid. berthold @ l ls. nsw.sov.a u

Dear Steve
Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_G6L2

Consultation Meeting 7th January ZOLi

Thank you for your t ime to meet and discuss the Mart ins creek euarry project on 7th January
2015.

As requested I have provided a copy of this letter to Ingrid Berthold due to your impending
leave.

Please find attached a list of issues raised by Hunter Local Land Services at Wednesday's
meeting for consideration in the Environmental lmpact Statement.

As discussed we would appreciate any information the Hunter Local Land Service can
provide on the fol lowing:

.  HGL Mapping
o Vegetation Maps relevant to the project area

We wil l  confirm the issues and where they have been considered and addressed in the
Environmental lmpact Statement.

Should you have any further questions or enquir ies regarding the project please contact
Brett Peterkin on O4t4 389 519.

Yours sincerely

fb,,f, lfiL
Brett Peterkin

Environmental & community consultation specialists
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Matilda Munn

From: Malcolm Withers <malcolm.withers@hunterwater.com.au>
Sent: Thursday, 4 December 2014 3:01 PM
To: 'brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au'
Cc: Brett Lewis
Subject: FW: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_6612 - EIS Consultation
Attachments: Martins Creek Infrastructure.pdf; Untitled attachment 00144.txt

Good afternoon Brett, 
 
I refer to your query regarding the Martins Creek Quarry Project.  This project is outside of Hunter Water’s 
drinking water catchment.  There are a number of water mains and a water reservoir in the vicinity of the 
project (as shown in blue on the attached plan) although, from the details provided, these are not directly 
adjacent to the site.  Please note that the plan is in PDF format, so the scale can be increased if you want. 
 
Regards 
 

 

Malcolm Withers 
Senior Developer Services Engineer| Hunter Water Corporation 
36 Honeysuckle Drive Newcastle NSW 2300 | PO Box 5171 HRMC NSW 2310 
T   02 4979 9545 | F  02 4979 9711 | M 0429 372 449 malcolm.withers@hunterwater.com.au 
Please consider the environment before printing this email 
 

 
 
 
 
From: Brett Peterkin [mailto:brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au]  
Sent: Tuesday, 2 December 2014 10:36 AM 
To: Brett Lewis 
Subject: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_6612 - EIS Consultation 
 
Brett 
 
Thank you for your time on the telephone this morning. 
 
I write in regards to the Martins Creek Quarry Project (SSD_6612) of which details are available at: 
http://majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au/index.pl?action=view_job&job_id=6612 
 
As part of the Secretary’s Environmental Assessment Requirements, it has been identified the proponent must 
consult with service providers. 
 
It is understood Hunter Water is responsible for some infrastructure in the Martins Creek area. 
 
It would be appreciated if Hunter Water could review the relevant documents, at the website identified above, and 
provide advice as to the issues to be considered in the Environmental Impact Statement. 
 
Should you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact me. 
 
Regards 
 
Brett Peterkin 
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Brett Peterkin 
Peterkin Consulting 
0414 389 519 
brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au 
 



Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 g3l lg2 373
197 Gullivers Lane, Louth park2320

Phone & Fax: (02) 49 333 902
Mobile: 0414 389 519 Email: brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au

Luke Wi l l iams

NBNCo

25th March 2015

By email  :  lukewil l iams@nbnco.com.au

Dear Luke

Martins Creek euarry project - SSD_14_66L2

Further to our telephone discussion earlier today, regarding the Martins Creek euarry
Project and the consultat ion Daracon wish to carry out during the preparation of the
Environmental I m pact Statement.

The Preliminary Environmental Assessment and Secretary's Environmental Assessment
Requirements and agency and public submissions are avai lable on the Department of
Planning and Environment website:

As discussed, we welcome your feedback and would be pleased to meet with NBN co
representatives to discuss any issues for consideration during the preparation of the
Environmental lmpact Statement.

We request your comments be provided by 10th April.

Should you have any questions relating to the Martins Creek euarry project please contact:

Brett Peterkin

o4t4 389 519.

Yours sincerely,

h,rt8L

pl?action=view

Brett Peterkin

Environmental & comntanity consultotion specialists
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Matilda Munn

From: Luke Williams <lukewilliams@nbnco.com.au>
Sent: Tuesday, 7 April 2015 10:54 AM
To: Brett Peterkin
Subject: FW: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 [SEC=UNCLASSIFIED]
Attachments: Martins Creek Quarry.png

Hi Brett 
 
Apologies about the delay in responding, please see response below from our land access team. 
 
 
Thanks 
Luke Williams 

Developer Account Manager 
Managed Network Deployment 
 
P +61 2 8918 5825 | M +61 418 514 500 | E lukewilliams@nbnco.com.au 

8 Kings Rd New Lambton 2305 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
From: Colleen Elcham  
Sent: Tuesday, April 07, 2015 10:47 AM 
To: Luke Williams 
Cc: Jonathon Grahame 
Subject: FW: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 [SEC=UNCLASSIFIED] 
 

UNCLASSIFIED 

Hiya Luke 
 
Please see response below from Jonno our Land Access stakeholder. 
 
Hope this helps, let me know if you need any further information. 
 
Kind Regards 
Colleen Elcham 
Stakeholder Engagement Lead NSW 
P +61 2 8918 8681 | M +61 0488 092 411 | E  colleenelcham@nbnco.com.au 
Level 8, 423 Pennant Hills Rd Pennant Hills NSW 2120 
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Notice to recipient: 
This e-mail is intended only to be read or used by the addressee. It is confidential and may contain information that is subject to legal professional 
privilege or protected by copyright. If you are not the addressee indicated in this message (or responsible for delivery of the message to 
that person), you may not copy or deliver this message to anyone, and you should destroy this message and kindly notify the sender by reply e-
mail. Copyright, confidentiality and legal professional privilege are not waived or lost by reason of mistaken delivery to you.    Emails to/from NBN 
Co Limited ACN 136 533 741 may undergo email filtering and virus scanning, including by third party contractors, however, NBN Co Limited does 
not guarantee that any email or any attachment is secure, error-free or free of viruses or other unwanted or unexpected inclusions.  Any views 
expressed in this message are those of the individual sender, except where the sender specifically states them to be the views of NBN Co Limited 

PLEASE CONSIDER OUR ENVIRONMENT BEFORE PRINTING 
 
From: Jonathon James  
Sent: Tuesday, 7 April 2015 10:35 AM 
To: Colleen Elcham 
Subject: RE: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 [SEC=UNCLASSIFIED] 
 
Hi Colleen, 
 
As discussed, the letter from Brett Peterkin (on behalf of the Martins Creek Quarry project) to NBN Co is in 
preparation for an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). 
 
This EIS is being prepared to support a planning application to formalise the current operating conditions and 
significantly expand the capacity of the Martins Creek Quarry. 
 
My understanding is they have written to NBN Co as a telecommunications carrier to see if any of our existing 
infrastructure or future works would be impacted by the proposal. My assumption is they would also be writing to 
other utilities – water, gas, electricity, Telstra etc. 
 
With reference to the initial preliminary environmental assessment (link here) the proposal applies to the following 
land parcels: 
 

• Lots 5 & 6 DP 242210 
• Lot 1 DP 204377 
• Lot 1 DP 1006375 
• Lot 42 DP 815628 
• Lot 21 DP 773220; and 
• Lot 2 DP 242210. 

 
As attached, I have mapped these lots and the proximity of NBN Co fixed wireless base station locations below. 
There are no fixed line serving areas in proximity of the Quarry site. 
 
As such, there appears to be no impact on existing or proposed NBN Co infrastructure. NB – This analysis was 
conducted wholly from data in ‘EvoMaps’ and no other sources. 
 
Regards, 
 
Jonathon James 
Land Access & Statutory Approvals Officer 
P +61 2 8918 9641 | M +61 0419 906 328 | E jonathonjames@nbnco.com.au 
Level 8, 423 Pennant Hills Road, Pennant Hills NSW 2120 
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Notice to recipient: 
This e-mail is intended only to be read or used by the addressee. It is confidential and may contain information that is subject to legal professional 
privilege or protected by copyright. If you are not the addressee indicated in this message (or responsible for delivery of the message to 
that person), you may not copy or deliver this message to anyone, and you should destroy this message and kindly notify the sender by reply e-
mail. Copyright, confidentiality and legal professional privilege are not waived or lost by reason of mistaken delivery to you.    Emails to/from NBN 
Co Limited ACN 136 533 741 may undergo email filtering and virus scanning, including by third party contractors, however, NBN Co Limited does 
not guarantee that any email or any attachment is secure, error-free or free of viruses or other unwanted or unexpected inclusions.  Any views 
expressed in this message are those of the individual sender, except where the sender specifically states them to be the views of NBN Co Limited 

PLEASE CONSIDER OUR ENVIRONMENT BEFORE PRINTING 
 
 
 



Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 831 L92 373
197 Gull ivers Lane, Louth Park 2320

Phone & Fax: (021 49 333 802
Mobi le :  0414389 519 Emai l :  bret t@peterk inconsul t ing.com.au

Steve Lewer
NSW Off ice of Environment and Heritage
PO BOX 488G
NEWCASTLE WEST NSW 2302

by ema i l  :  steve. lewer@e nvi ron me nt. nsw.gov.a u

cc col in .phi l l ips@planning.nsw.gov.au;  thomas.wat t@planning.nsw.gov.au

l-4th March 2015

Dear Steve

Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_66L2

Further to our meeting on the Lg/2/Iswith yourself,  Ziggy Andersons, Colin Phi l l ips
Department of Planning and Environment, Phi l  Conacher and myself to discuss the Mart ins
Creek Quarry Project and the submission to the Department of Planning and Environment.

As a result of the consultat ion that has taken place to date with Off ice of Environment and
Heritage (OEH), I  have been requested by the Project Manager, Stuart Murray, to advise the
Framework for Biodiversity Assessment wil l  be the assessment pathway used in the
environmenta I impact statement.

This decision was made on the basis of the discussions at the meeting on 19th February
(meeting notes attached), and in part icular the points made at the meeting, as fol lows:

o l t  was noted that i f  OEH provided an addit ional SEARs submission letter, DoPE would
forward the letter to proponent and attach to the exist ing SEARs and place on
website, as this addit ional SEARs submission letter was a result of consultat ion with
OEH during the preparation of the EIS (as per SEARs requirement)

. l t  was noted that i f  OEH issued a new SEARs submission to DoPE it  would not change
the entire SEARs and the addit ional letter, i f  issued, as a result of the consultat ion
with OEH, would be added to the exist ing SEARs as an attachment.

.  The fol lowing process was outl ined should the FBA pathway be chosen:
o Decision made on the FBA pathway
o Proponent advise OEH and DoPE; request OEH re-issue of the SEARs

submiss ion to inc lude FBA
o OEH re-issue SEARs submission letter to DoPE
o DoPE advise proponent and issue OEH letter to proponent and place on

website as attachment to exist ing SEARs replacing the original OEH
submission letter

E nv i ro n m e nta I & Co m m u n ity Co n s u ltoti o n S peci o I i sts



Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 831 L92 373
197 Gull ivers Lane, Louth Park 2320

Phone & Fax: (O2l 49 333 802
Mobi le :  04L4389 5L9 Emai l :  bret t@peterk inconsul t ing.com.au

Based on the above, it is requested OEH re-issue the SEARs letter to the Department of
Planning and Envi ronment .

I t  is understood that OEH wil l  re-issue the SEARs submission letter to the Department of
Planning and Environment, who wil l  in turn advise the proponent, and place on the
Department of Planning and Environment website as an attachment to the exist ing SEARs.

Should you have any questions relating to the Martins Creek Quarry Project please contact:

Brett Peterkin

brett@ pete rki nconsu l t ing.com.a u

o4r4 389 519.

Yours sincerely,

6*fr /6L
Brett Peterkin

Environmentdl & Community Consultation Specidlists



Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 831 L92 373
197 Gull ivers Lane, Louth Park 2320

Phone & Fax: (O2l 49 333 802
Mobi le :  0414389 519 Emai l :  bret t@peterk inconsul t ing.com.au

ZiggV Andersons
NSW Office of Environment and Heritage
PO BOX 488G
NEWCASTLE WEST NSW 2302

by ema i |  :  ziggy.a ndersons@ envi ron ment. nsw.gov.a u

24th December 2Ot4

Dear TiggV

Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_66L2

Thank you for your t ime on the telephone (19/L2/14) to discuss the Mart ins Creek Quarry
Project and the consultat ion required by the Department of Planning and Environment
during the preparation of the Environmental lmpact Statement (ElS).

As discussed, the Prel imi nary Environmenta I Assessment, Secreta ry's Environmenta I
Assessment Requirements and agency and public submissions are avai lable on the
Department's website:

ht tp : / /maiorpro iects .p lanning.nsw.gov.au/ index,p l?act ion=view iob&iob id=6612

Further to this, fol lowing a review of the Secretary's Environmental Assessment
Requirements and the NSW Off ice of Environment and Heritage submission to the
Department of Planning and Environment, a number of the consultants working on the EIS
studies with Daracon have expressed an interest to consult with relevant departmental staff
to clari fy and discuss the issues raised by NSW Off ice of Environment and Heritage. As
discussed I wi l l  be in contact in January to talk through the coordination and logist ics of any
meeting.

I look forward to working with NSW Office of Environment and Heritage on this project.
Should you have any questions relat ing to the Mart ins Creek Quarry Project please contact:

Brett Peterkin

brett@ pete rki nco ns u l t i  ng.com.a u

o4L4 389 s19.

Environmentol & Community Consultation Specialists



Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 831 L92 373
L97 Gull ivers Lane, Louth Park 2320

Phone & Fax: (02l '  49 333 802
Mobi le :  0414389 519 Emai l :  bret t@peterk inconsul t ing.com.au

Katrina Stankowski
NSW Off ice of Environment - Heritage Division
Locked Bag 5020
PARRAMATTA NSW 2I5O

by ema i l  :  katr i  na.sta n kowski @envi ron me nt. nsw.gov. a u

24'h December 201,4

Dear Katr ina

Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_66L2

Thank you for your t ime on the telephone (18/LZh4) to discuss the Mart ins Creek Quarry
Project and the consultat ion required by the Department of Planning and Environment
during the preparation of the Environmental lmpact Statement (ElS).

As discussed, the Prel im ina ry Envi ron menta I Assessment, Secreta ry's Environmenta I
Assessment Requirements and agency and public submissions are avai lable on the
Department's website:

ht tp : / /maiorpro iects .p lanning.nsw.eov.au/ index.p l?act ion=view iob&iob id=6612

Further to this, fol lowing a review of the Secretary's Environmental Assessment
Requirements and the NSW Off ice of Environment (Heritage Division) submission to the
Department of Planning and Environment, a number of the consultants working on the EIS
studies with Daracon have expressed an interest to consult with relevant departmental staff
to clari fy and discuss the issues raised by NSW Off ice of Environment (Heritage Division). As
discussed I wi l l  be in contact in January to talk through the coordination and logist ics of any
meeting.

I look forward to working with NSW Off ice of Environment (Heritage Division) on this
project. Should you have any questions relat ing to the Mart ins Creek Quarry Project please
contact:

Brett Peterkin

brett(O peterki nconsu l t i  ng.com.a u

o4L4 389 51_9.

Environmental & Community Consultdtion Specialists
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Matilda Munn

From: Katrina Stankowski <Katrina.Stankowski@environment.nsw.gov.au>
Sent: Tuesday, 3 February 2015 2:25 PM
To: Brett Peterkin
Subject: RE: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 - consultation with NSW Office 

of Environment and Heritage - Heritage Division

Dear Brett 
 
Thank you for your email.  
 
We would recommend that to assist your Heritage Consultants in addressing the SEARs, non-Aboriginal heritage 
items within the area affected by the proposal should be identified by field survey.  This survey should include any 
buildings, works, relics (including relics underwater), gardens, landscapes, views, trees or places of non-Aboriginal 
heritage significance.  A statement of significance and an assessment of the impact of the proposal on the heritage 
significance of these items should be undertaken.  Any policies/measures to conserve their heritage significance 
should be identified.   This assessment should be undertaken in accordance with the guidelines in the NSW Heritage 
Manual.  The field survey and assessment should be undertaken by a qualified practitioner/consultant with historic 
sites experience.   
 
Regards, 
 
Katrina Stankowski 
A/Senior Team Leader 
Archaeological Heritage - Conservation Section 
Heritage Division 
 
A: 3 Marist Place, Parramatta, NSW, 2150 
M: Locked Bag 5020, Parramatta, NSW, 2150 
E: Katrina.Stankowski@environment.nsw.gov.au 
P: 9873 8569 
 
From: Brett Peterkin [mailto:brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au]  
Sent: Tuesday, 3 February 2015 2:06 PM 
To: Stankowski Katrina 
Subject: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 - consultation with NSW Office of Environment and Heritage - 
Heritage Division 
 
Hi Katrina 

Further to our telephone discussion, today (3/2/15), regarding the Martins Creek Quarry Project. 

An Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the ongoing operation of the Martins Creek Quarry is being prepared. 
As you are aware, the Preliminary Environmental Assessment and Secretary’s Environmental Assessment 
Requirements (SEARs) are available online at the following link: 

http://majorprojects.planning.nsw.gov.au/index.pl?action=view_job&job_id=6612 

It would be appreciated if you could advise whether a meeting would be helpful to assist on addressing the matters 
identified in your response to the SEARs. If it is considered that the requirements included in the SEARs are 
sufficient, a response stating this would be appreciated. 
 
Should you have any questions relating to the Martins Creek Quarry Project please contact: 
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Brett Peterkin 

brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au 

0414 389 519. 

Regards 
 
Brett 
 
Brett Peterkin 
Peterkin Consulting 
0414 389 519 
brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au 
 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
------------------------------------ 
This email is intended for the addressee(s) named and may contain confidential and/or privileged 
information.  
If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender and then delete it immediately. 
Any views expressed in this email are those of the individual sender except where the sender expressly and 
with authority states them to be the views of the NSW Office of Environment and Heritage. 

PLEASE CONSIDER THE ENVIRONMENT BEFORE PRINTING THIS EMAIL 



Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 831 L92 373
197 Gull ivers Lane, Louth Park 2320

Phone & Fax: (O2l 49 333 802
Mobi le :  041,4389 519 Emai l :  bret t@peterk inconsul t ing.com.au

Rohan Macdonald
Water Regulation Officer
NSW Office of Water
PO Box 2213
DANGER NSW 2309

by email  :  roha n.macdonald@water. nsw.gov.a u

24th December 2OL4

Dear Rohan

Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD-14 -66L2

Thank you for your t ime on the telephone (L8/12/14) to discuss the Mart ins Creek Quarry
Project and the consultat ion required by the Department of Planning and Environment
during the preparation of the Environmental lmpact Statement (ElS).

As discussed, the P rel i m i nary Environmenta I Assessment, Secreta ry's Envi ron menta I
Assessment Requirements and agency and public submissions are avai lable on the
Department's website:

ht tp : / /maiorpro iects .p lanning.nsw.eov.au/ index.p l?act ion=view iob&iob id=6612

Further to this, fol lowing a review of the Secretary's Environmental Assessment
Requirements and the NSW Off ice of Water submission to the Department of Planning and
Environment, a number of the consultants working on the EIS studies with Daracon have
expressed an interest to consult with relevant departmental staff  to clari fy and discuss the
issues raised by NSW Off ice of Water. As discussed I wi l l  be in contact in January to talk
through the coordination and logist ics of any meeting.

I look forward to working with NSW Office of Water on this project.

Should you have any questions relat ing to the Mart ins Creek Quarry Project please contact:

Brett Peterkin

brett@ peterki nconsu l t i  ng.com.a u

o4L4 389 519.

,o"W"W
Brett Peterkin

E nv i ro n m e nto I & Co m m u n ity Co n su ltati o n S peci a I i sts



Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 831 L92373
197 Gull ivers Lane, Louth Park 2320

Phone & Fax: (OZ) 49 333 802
Mobi le:  04L4389 5L9 Emai l :  bret t@peterkinconsult ing.com.au

Simon Derevnin
Development Assessment and Planning Off icer
NSW Rural Fire Service
Records Management
Locked Bag t7
GRANVILLE NSW 21-41.

by emai l  :  s imon.derevnin @rfs.nsw.gov.au

30th Janu ary 2015

Dear  S imon

Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_5612

Further to my recent telephone messages.

An Environmental  lmpact Statement (ElS) for the ongoing operat ion of  the Mart ins
Creek Quarry is being prepared. As you are aware, the Prel iminary Environmental
Assessment and Secretary's Environmental Assessment Requirements (SEARs) are
ava i lab le  on l ine a t  the fo l lowing l ink :

ht tp:  /  ha iorproiects.  plan n ing.nsw.sov.a u / index. pl?act ion=view iob&iob id=6612

We note receipt of your submission dated 2nd Decemb er 2014.

The EIS wi l l  include a detai led Bushf i re Threat Assessment (prepared by a sui tably
qual i f ied professional)  that wi l l  ident i fy any potent ial  bushf i re r isks posed by the
quarry operat ions and also the threat of  bushf i res on the staf f  and quarry assets.

I t  would be appreciated i f  you could advise whether a meet ing would be required to
ident i fy any speci f ic issues for inclusion in the ElS. l f  i t  is  considered that the
provision of a Bushfire Threat Assessment is sufficient, a written response stating
this would be appreciated.

Environmentol & Community Consultdtion Specialists



Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 831 t92 g7g
197 Gullivers Lane, Louth Park 2320

Phone & Fax: (O2l 49 333 802
Mobile: 04L4389 519 Email: brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au

Should you have any questions relating to the Martins Creek Quarry Project please
contact:

Brett Peterkin

b rett @ peterki nconsu lti ng.com.a u

o4L4 389 519.

Yours sincerely,

6Trt* $ftf-
Brett Peterkin

Environmentql & community consultotion speciqlists
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Matilda Munn

From: Simon Derevnin <Simon.Derevnin@rfs.nsw.gov.au>
Sent: Monday, 16 March 2015 12:37 PM
To: Brett Peterkin
Subject: RE: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 - NSW Rural Fire Service 

Consultation

Hi Brett, 
 
All matters to be addressed are contained in our letter dated 2 December 2015. 
 
As you will be engaging in a suitably qualified bush fire consultant, there is no need to discuss the matter further 
with the Rural Fire Service for the preparation of the EIS. 
 
Nonetheless, it is anticipated that the Department of Planning & Environment will consult with the Rural Fire Service 
during the planning assessment process. 
 
If you require any further information, please do not hesitate to contact me on 1300 NSW RFS. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 

 

Simon Derevnin | Development Assessment & Planning Officer 
NSW RURAL FIRE SERVICE | Customer Service Centre East 
42 Lamb Street Glendenning NSW 2761 | Locked Bag 17 Granville NSW 2142 
P 1300 NSW RFS  F 02 8867 7983 E Simon.Derevnin@rfs.nsw.gov.au 
www.rfs.nsw.gov.au | www.facebook.com/nswrfs | www.twitter.com/nswrfs 
PREPARE. ACT. SURVIVE. 

 
 
From: Brett Peterkin [mailto:brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au]  
Sent: Friday, 30 January 2015 4:22 PM 
To: Simon Derevnin 
Subject: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 - NSW Rural Fire Service Consultation 
 
Hi Simon 
 
Please find attached a letter regarding the Martins Creek Quarry Project. 
 
I look forward to your response. 
 
Regards 
 
Brett 
 
Brett Peterkin 
Peterkin Consulting 
0414 389 519 
brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au 
 
 
 
RFS Disclaimer: 
This email message, and any files/links transmitted with it, is intended only for the addressee(s) and contains 
information which may be confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender and delete this 
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email and any copies or links to this email completely and immediately from your system. Views expressed in this 
message are those of the individual sender, and are not necessarily the views of the NSW Rural Fire Service. 



Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 831 L92 373
197 Gull ivers Lane, Louth Park 2320

Phone & Fax: (02l,  49 333 802
Mobi le :  041.4389 519 Emai l :  bret t@peterk inconsul t ing.com.au

Kellee McGilvray
Roads and Marit ime Services
Locked Bag 2030
NEWCASTLE NSW 23OO

by email  :  kel lee. mcgilvray@ rms. nsw.gov.a u

24th December 2Ot4

Dear Kel lee

Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_66L2

Thank you for your t ime on the telephone 09/L2/14) to discuss the Mart ins Creek Quarry
Project and the consultat ion required by the Department of Planning and Environment
during the preparation of the Environmental lmpact Statement (ElS).

As discussed, the P rel imi nary Environmenta I Assessment, Secreta ry's Envi ronmenta I
Assessment Requirements and agency and public submissions are avai lable on the
Department's website:

ht tp : / /maiorpro iects .p lanning.nsw.gov.au/ index.p l?act ion=view iob&iob id=66L2

Further to this, fol lowing a review of the Secretary's Environmental Assessment
Requirements and the Roads and Marit ime Services submission to the Department of
Planning and Environment, a number of the consultants working on the EIS studies with
Daracon have expressed an interest to consult with relevant departmental staff to clarify
and discuss the issues raised by Roads and Marit ime Services. As discussed I wi l l  be in
contact in January to talk through the coordination and logist ics of any meeting.

I look forward to working with Roads and Maritime Services on this project. Should you have
any questions relat ing to the Mart ins Creek Quarry Project please contact:

Brett Peterkin

brett@ peterki nconsu l t i  ng.com.a u

041,4 389 51_9.

'"w"1%
Brett Peterkin

Environmental & Community Consultdtion Speciolists



Peterkin Consulting ABN 54 831 192 373
197 Gullivers Lane. Louth Park2320

Phone & Fax: (02) 49 333 802
Mobile: 0414 389 519 Email: brelt@peterkinconsulting.com.au

Jordie Whiteford

Forecast and Area Planning

Networks and Access Technology

Telstra Operations

19th March 2015

By emai| :  Jordan.Whiteford@team.telstra com

Dear Jordie

Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_66L2

Further to my telephone discussion with Mark Melvi l le earl ier today, regarding the Mart ins
Creek Quarry Project and the consultat ion Daracon wish to carry out during the preparation
of the Environmental lmpact Statement.

The Prel iminary Environmental Assessment and Secretary's Environmental Assessment
Requirements and agency and public submissions are avai lable on the Department of
Planning and Environment website:

ht tp :  / 'maiorpro iects .p lanning.nsw.eov.au/ index.p l?act ion=view iob&iob id=6612

As discussed with Mark, we welcome your feedback and would be pleased to meet with
Telstra representatives to discuss any issues for consideration during the preparation of the
Environmental I  mpact Statement.

We request your comments be provided by 30th March.

Should you have any questions relating to the Martins Creek Quarry project please contact:

Brett Peterkin

brett(o pete rkinco nsu l t i  ng.com.a u

0414 389 519.

Yours sincerely,

/1 i  /+/.
lL,- . tI ltAf^krF-Ulrl ,--

Brett Peterkin

Environmental & Community Consultation Specialists
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Matilda Munn

From: Bush, Eddie J <Edward.J.Bush@team.telstra.com>
Sent: Thursday, 7 May 2015 1:30 PM
To: Brett Peterkin
Cc: Whiteford, Jordie
Subject: RE: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612

Brett 
 
Telstra has no issues with this expansion project. 
 
The only advice I can give is – always obtain plans for our networks in the area. These should be sourced by ringing 
1100 (Dial Before You Dig). 
 

     Eddie Bush 
Area Planning NSW North  |  Forecasting and Area Planning  |  NAT |  Telstra Operations 

 0249 188 559 (TIPT Click to Dial)         (02) 4924 9212  
Email: Edward.J.Bush@team.telstra.com | WEB http://www.in.telstra.com.au/ism/nswareaplanning/ 

 
From: Brett Peterkin [mailto:brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au]  
Sent: Thursday, 7 May 2015 12:20 PM 
To: Whiteford, Jordie; Bush, Eddie J 
Cc: Melville, Mark 
Subject: FW: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 
Importance: High 
 
Hi Jordie and Eddie 
 
Just a quick follow up regarding the emails below and confirming if Telstra will be providing any comments or 
feedback ? 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions that I can assist with. 
 
Regards 
 
Brett 
 
Brett Peterkin 
Peterkin Consulting 
0414 389 519 
brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au 
 
From: Brett Peterkin [mailto:brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au]  
Sent: Wednesday, 22 April 2015 3:16 PM 
To: 'Whiteford, Jordie'; 'Bush, Eddie J' 
Cc: 'Melville, Mark' 
Subject: RE: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 
Importance: High 
 
Hi Jordie and Eddie 
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I have been requested to follow up on the Telstra response and confirm if Telstra are providing any comments, 
feedback or issues for consideration in the Environmental Impact Statement re the Martins Creek Quarry proposal, 
as per the attached letter? 
 
Could you please confirm if Telstra will provide any comments or feedback? 
 
Should you have any questions please call. 
 
Regards 
 
Brett 
 
 
Brett Peterkin 
Peterkin Consulting 
0414 389 519 
brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au 
 
From: Whiteford, Jordie [mailto:Jordan.Whiteford@team.telstra.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, 15 April 2015 7:46 AM 
To: Bush, Eddie J 
Cc: Melville, Mark; brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au 
Subject: FW: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 
 
Hi Eddie, 
 
Are you able to respond to Brett please? 
 
Regards 
 
Jordie Whiteford Geographic Forecasting 
Area Planning and Design | Networks | Telstra Operations 
PHONE: 0249188527| FAX 02 92188589 
 
This communication may contain confidential or copyright information of Telstra Corporation Limited (ABN 33 051 775 556).  
If you are not an intended recipient, you must not keep, forward, copy, use, save or rely on this communication, and any such action is 
unauthorised and prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please reply to this email to notify the sender of its 
incorrect delivery, and then delete both it and your reply. 
 

From: Brett Peterkin [mailto:brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au]  
Sent: Monday, 13 April 2015 2:18 PM 
To: Whiteford, Jordie 
Cc: Melville, Mark 
Subject: FW: Martins Creek Quarry Project - SSD_14_6612 
 
Hi Jordie and Mark 
 
Further to the email below, could you confirm if Telstra are to provide any comments, feedback or issues for 
consideration in the Environmental Impact Statement re the Martins Creek Quarry proposal, as per the attached 
letter? 
 
Should you have any questions please call. 
 
Regards 
 
Brett 
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Brett Peterkin 
Peterkin Consulting 
0414 389 519 
brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au 
 
From: Brett Peterkin [mailto:brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au]  
Sent: Thursday, 19 March 2015 3:22 PM 
To: 'Whiteford, Jordie' 
Cc: 'Melville, Mark' 
Subject: Martins Creek Quarry Project – SSD_14_6612 
 
Hi Jordie 
 
Further to my telephone discussion with Mark Melville earlier today, please find attached letter indicating the 
Preliminary Environmental Assessment location on the Department of Planning and Environment website. 
 
As discussed with Mark, we welcome your comments, feedback and issues for consideration in the Environmental 
Impact Statement currently being prepared. 
 
Should you have any questions please call. 
 
Regards 
 
Brett 
 
 
 
Brett Peterkin 
Peterkin Consulting 
0414 389 519 
brett@peterkinconsulting.com.au 
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Purposes of the Committee  

Daracon wishes to voluntarily establish a community consultative committee for the Martins Creek 
Quarry Development Application. The consultative committee will be the main mechanism for 
information sharing during the environmental assessment stage.  

The purpose of a community consultative committee is to provide a forum for open discussion 
between representatives of the company, the community, the council and other stakeholders on 
issues directly relating to the development application, the quarry’s current operations and 
community relations, and to keep the community informed on these matters.  

The committee provides a forum to:  
 establish good working relationships between the company, the community and other 

stakeholders in relation to the quarry  
 provide for the ongoing communication of information on the environmental assessment studies  

and the sharing of information regarding the current operation of the quarry 
 provide an opportunity for comment on the quarry’s environmental performance  
 discuss community concerns and review the resolution of community complaints  
 discuss how best to communicate relevant information on the development application and 

environmental studies  
 work together towards outcomes of benefit to the quarry, immediate neighbours and the local and 

regional community.  

The committee may:  

 provide feedback to the company and/or relevant State agencies regarding environmental 
management and community relations outcomes relating to the quarry  

 review the quarry’s complaints-handling procedures and the handling of concerns or complaints 
from the community regarding  operations, environmental management or community relations  

 provide advice to the company on how to address community relationships, including:  
 the provision of information to the community  
 the identification of community initiatives to which the company could contribute  
 liaise with community consultative committees of other quarries where there are common issues 

or where there is the potential for cumulative impacts, with a view to information sharing and joint 
meetings on matters of common interest  

 
Responsibility for oversight of the quarry’s compliance with the project approval and all other 
government approvals remains with relevant government agencies.  
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Members of the Committee  

MEMBERSHIP OF THE DARACON MARTINS CREEK COMMUNITY 

CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE  

Daracon will provide an independent chairperson and the membership of the committee shall 
comprise: 
 
 representatives of 3-5 local community groups (Paterson Progress Association; Brandy Hill Action 

Group and Bolwarra Heights Action Group; Martins Creek representative; Martins Creek Quarry 
Action Group and The Voice of Wallalong and Woodville Group), two representatives of the local 
council (Mayor and General Manager) 

 two or three representatives of the company  
 
The representatives of the company are part of the committee. State Government agencies will not 
be represented on the membership of the committee. State Government agencies can, however, be 
invited to attend committee meetings as needed and at the request of the chairperson.  
 
INDEPENDENT CHAIRPERSON  

The chairperson will be appointed by Daracon.  
 
The role of the chairperson is to be a convenor, facilitator, mediator and advisor for the committee. 
They must undertake their role in an independent manner, and refrain from perceptions of bias either 
for or against the company or any individual or group of representatives on the committee.  

 the chair will have ability to convene and manage stakeholder committees in an independent 
manner  

 experience in community relations, facilitation, mediation or public advocacy 
 understanding of the industry and awareness of local issues 

COMMUNITY AND OTHER STAKEHOLDER REPRESENTATIVES  

The local community and other stakeholder representatives will be invited to participate following 
consultations with Daracon, Dungog Shire Council (Mayor and General Manager) and Paterson 
Progress Association.  

In selecting the community representatives, preference will be given to candidates who can 
represent the concerns of a variety of interest groups.  

Selection criteria are:  
 willingness to contribute constructively  
 experience and ability to provide feedback to the community and stakeholder groups  
 current residence in the local area and/or awareness of local and other relevant issues.  
 
ALTERNATE REPRESENTATIVES  

Alternate community representatives may be nominated by a community member. An alternate 
representative may substitute for a community member of the committee when the member is 
unavailable to attend a meeting.  
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Alternate representatives for company and council members may be appointed by their 
organisation and similarly may substitute for company and council members of the committee.  
 
COMPANY AND COUNCIL REPRESENTATIVES  

Company and council representatives are to be appointed to the committee by the company and 
the council respectively.  

OBSERVERS  

The committee may agree to any person acting as an observer to any meeting of the committee. 
Observers cannot participate in the business of the committee unless invited to do so by the 
chairperson.  

State government agencies, for example, will be invited to attend committee meetings (on an as 
needed basis) at the request of the chairperson.  
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Committee meetings  

TIMING AND LOCATION OF MEETINGS  

The committee shall determine the frequency of its meetings. It is suggested that the committee 
meet monthly during the environmental assessment period. Once the development application has 
been determined this consultative committee would have completed its role. It is anticipated the 
determining of the development application will provide statutory requirements in regards to any 
consultative committee. Meetings should be held at a time and place generally convenient to the 
committee.  

The company shall provide facilities for committee meetings, if required to do so by the committee.  

MEETING PROCEEDINGS  

The chairperson shall convene and chair meetings of the committee. Meetings of the committee 
should follow good meeting practice. The committee may agree to adopt any particular set of 
standard meeting practices if it wishes to do so. As the committee is not a decision-making body, it is 
not a requirement that consensus be reached on issues discussed.  
 
The chairperson shall determine the agenda items. Any member may propose a matter for inclusion 
on the agenda, either before or during a meeting, providing the matter is within the purpose of the 
committee. The chairperson should ensure that issues of concern raised by community 
representatives on behalf of the community are properly considered. Late items may be deferred to a 
following meeting.  

The meeting agenda items would normally include:  
 Apologies  
 Declaration of pecuniary or other interests  
 Confirmation of the minutes of the previous meeting  
 Business arising from previous minutes — response to issues raised or provision of additional 

information requested  
 Correspondence  
 Company reports and overview of activities:  

– progress on the environmental studies 
– operational issues 
– monitoring results & environmental performance 
– community complaints and response to complaints  
– information provided to the community and any feedback  

 General business  
 Next meeting 
 
MINUTES OF MEETINGS  

Minutes are to be kept of all meetings of the committee. The Minutes shall record issues raised and 
actions to be undertaken, who is responsible for taking those actions and by when. If a member so 
requests, then the Minutes shall record that member’s dissenting views on any matter.  

The Minutes are normally to be recorded by the company. The Minutes are to be distributed to all 
members. The company shall ensure that a copy of the Minutes is made available on the company’s 
website and in another public place agreed to by the committee (eg the local council offices or a 
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public library) within 28 days of each meeting. The Minutes must be endorsed by the chairperson 
prior to them being distributed or placed on the company’s website. The Minutes must be endorsed 
by the committee at its following meeting. If the Minutes are amended by the committee, then the 
amended version must be placed on the company’s website.  

Meetings can only be tape-recorded with the agreement of the chairperson and the committee.  

CONDUCT OF MEMBERS  

In meetings of the committee and when otherwise involved in the business and activities of the 
committee, members and alternate representatives shall, to the best of their abilities:  
 act properly, honestly and in accordance with an open and transparent process  
 perform their functions impartially and in the best interests of the local and broader communities

 
 

 be respectful to fellow members and not engage in unconstructive, threatening, intimidating or 
disorderly behaviour  

 refrain from any form of conduct which may cause any reasonable person unwarranted offence or 
embarrassment.  

 
The chairperson should bring any breach of these requirements to the attention of the persons 
concerned. Following three such breaches, the chairperson may request the:  
 organisation which appointed them (in the case of a company or council representative or 

alternative representative), or  
 community member (in the case of an alternative community representative) replace the member 

or alternative representative.  
 

PECUNIARY AND OTHER INTERESTS  

Members should declare any pecuniary or other interest which may be considered to prevent them 
undertaking their role impartially and in the best interests of the local and broader communities. 
Examples include holding a private contract with the company or holding voluntary acquisition rights. 
These guidelines establish no requirement in respect of personal interests other than declaration. 
However, the committee may determine that a personal interest is sufficient that a member should 
withdraw from discussion on a particular issue.   
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Responsibilities of the Company  

The company shall regularly provide the committee with timely, accurate updates on the 
development application, including the environmental investigations progress. The company shall 
also provide an overview of operations and performance on its environmental management and 
community relations. The company shall also provide the committee with copies of:  
 
 results of environmental monitoring  
 annual environmental management reports  
 audit reports (including audits required as a condition of approval)  
 reports on community concerns or complaints and company responses  
 
The company shall consult with the committee if it intends to seek amendments to conditions of 
approval, to change operational requirements, or to expand the operations.  
 
The company shall respond in a timely fashion to any questions or advice the committee may give 
it concerning the quarry’s environmental performance or community relations. The company shall 
forward to each committee member within 28 days of the committee’s meeting:  
 a copy of the minutes (if they are recorded by the company)  
 the company’s response to any questions or advice by the committee  
 any information requested at the meeting by the chairperson.  
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Communication with the broader 
community  

Committee members are encouraged to discuss issues and disseminate information about the 
quarry with the wider community, including special interest groups. If appropriate, the chairperson of 
the committee may also give briefings to community organisations such as the Chamber of 
Commerce, environmental or heritage organisations or parents and citizens committees.  

The committee may agree to release statements or other information to the media or to adopt other 
approaches to public dissemination of information. However, only the chairperson may speak 
publicly on behalf of the committee. Individual committee members may make comments to the 
media or in public forums on behalf of themselves or the stakeholders that they represent, but not on 
behalf of the committee.  
 
There is a presumption that all documents and other information considered by the committee should 
be generally available to the community. However, any member may request that particular 
information (eg a declaration of a personal interest, or information which the company considers to 
be commercial-in-confidence) be kept confidential to the committee. In the absence of full consensus 
amongst the committee over whether such information should be kept confidential, the decision of 
the chairperson shall be final and be binding on all members.  
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Martins Creek Quarry Act¡on Group McQAc'íiirPO Box 500
Paterson NSW 2421

T: 02 4938 5873
www,mcqag.or9

Martins Creek Quarry Action Group

Brett Peterkin
MCQ CCC Chairman
c/o Daracon
17 James St
Wallsend NSW 2287
14 June 2O16

Via Email

Dear Mr Peterkin,

Whilst we understand commenting deadlines for the EIS presentations presented to the MCQ CCC during
2015 have been reached.

In regards to current guarry operations, the planned expansion and the content of the 2015 presentat¡ons
we have attached MCQAG comments and questions on notice to this letter (attachment 1) that we would
greatly appreciate further consultation and discussion on from Daracon at the next MCQ CCC meeting.

Yours sincerely,

Darach Saunders MCQAG Chairman

CC Adam Kelly

Attachment I - Questions on Notice and Comments on 2O15 presentations
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Attachment 1 - Questions on Notice and Comments on 2O15 presentations

Item Questions / Comments

7. Can Daracon please provide some insight to the current operations of the quarry? Are
mobile crushers being used , and if so is material for these mobile crushers being stock
piled in the quarry pit area? And what projects are these materials being crushed for?

2. To enable the community to understand the order of magnitude of operations in the
context of the proposed expansion, can Daracon provide an approximate indication of
calendar year 2016 Q1 and Q2 daily extraction rates min/max/average?

3 As per the MCQ CCC terms of reference, can Daracon please distribute the annual
environmental reports for FY14 and FY15 to the CCC members?

4. As per the MCQ CCC terms of reference, can Daracon advise if any audits internal or
external have been performed and if so,please provide copies of these to the CCC?

5 There have been comments from various members of the CCC in past meetings that
third party trucks are accessing the quarry and they are in many cases un-identifiable
Does Daracon propose to address this issue as part of MCQ Expansion SSD?

6. MCQAG understands that a significant portion of the sales volume is "ex bin": how does
Daracon propose to manage '-ex bin" sales and approved haulage routes given David
Mingay's comments on the 3lstJuly 2014 public meeting where he commented that "3'd
party sub-contractors accessing the quarry are not in Daracon's control"?

7 In regard to the proposed alternate access point onto Dungog Road as part of the
expansion plans what are the minimum sight distances required for such an entry? And
will this require upgrading of Dungog Rd to provide these sight distances?

8 In regard to the proposed re-alignment of the new entrance road onto Dungog Rd does
Daracon intend to consult w¡th the neighboring residents immediately adjacent to th¡s
proposed new access way that will be directly affected by haulage traffic accessing MCQ
from this location?

9. Can Daracon please provide a summary to the committee of "what the minimum Road
Standards are for road design?" For example in regard to geometric and construction
standards what are the criteria that determine whether a road is XXm wide with Xm of
sealed verge with XXXMpa of pavement strength etc. etc.?

10. In regard to traffic studies, it is proven and specific that there is signiflcant pedestrian
traffic in Paterson and Lorn shopping areas. These areas require cars to be parked
parallel to the carriage way and have people accessing their driver's side doors and also
crossing the street to reach commercial buildings. As this is part of the road network
can Daracon please indicate whether its Traffic Safety Audit can include an assessment
as to the real risks and safety issues associated with proposed peak haulage through
these areas and peak persons entering and accessing parked vehicles in this area? It
should be noted that MCQ trucks are currently required to pass onto the opposite side
of the road (across double white lines) to "make room" for persons entering and
egressing their cars.

1L Regarding Paterson Bridge (cornerofPaterson Rd and Tocal Rd): can Daracon please
confirm whether and how it intends to m¡tigate the physical impracticality of truck and
dogs passing at that intersection? We note it has been observed that multiple quarry
trucks fill the turning lane and block Tocal Rd main lane in order to allow other HVs to
exit the bridge west bound.

t2 Could Daracon please confirm load ratings for Paterson Bridge where there are two or
more loaded trucks on the bridge?
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13 Having regard to D, Mingay's comment al the public meeting held at Paterson Hall on
31st July 2014 i.e."he can't control sub-contractors" how does Daracon propose to
enforce the exclusion of the Lorn route for ex bins and sub-contractors

74. As noted in past CCC minutes, there is significant variation in truck noise dependent on
age / condition oF the truck and bin type. Can Daracon propose to commit to utilizing a
designated fleet of modern trucks to mitigate this impact as part of its expansion plans?

15 Page 5, Bullet point 12 of October 2015 MCQ CCC minutes indicate 300/day
movements will be looked at as an absolute peak demand in the EIS. Can Daracon
please clarity if this is 300 movements total (being 150 emp[y and 150 full or 300
empty and 300 full)?

16 Presently whilst Trains are loading at MCQ, trucks are required to use the rear access
up Douglas St to enter and exit the quarry. Does Daracon think this is appropriate and
will the proposed new exit onto Dungog Rd eliminate the use of this alternate access?

t7 Is the tree felling on Dungog Rd adjacent to the proposed new exit associated with
Daracon? if yes does Daracon have council approval for this work?

18 At the November 2015 MCQ CCC meeling, D Mingay indicated he was not looking at rail
opportunities into Sydney. Nevertheless, it is understood that there are several regional
distribution centers in Sydney that are utilizing rail offloading facilities for the
distribution of quarried construct¡on maLerial into the Sydney market. Can Daracon
please indicate if it is willing and able to explore supply into this market which would
make use of the existing rail loading facilities at the s¡te and offer a viable alternate
method of transport than by 26km of local residential roads to reach arterial routes?

19 When a driver is "no longer welcome" at the quarry due to complaints or action taken
by MCQ in regards to a complaint; and how does Daracon verify whether any given
driver on any given day is a "welcome or un welcome driver"

20. Can Daracon please indicate with its proposed mit¡gation measures in place, how many
noise receivers in dwellings around the quarry are unable to meet the industrial noise
(day time and night time criteria)?

27 Please clarify why Butterwick Rd wasn't assessed during the Noise impact Assessment.

22 Can Daracon please advise if the No¡se Abatement Program that was suggested by
Daracon's noise consultant (¡n the September 2015 MCQ CCC meeting as a solution to
residents that are impacted by noise from Quarry haulage trucks) as an option in which
to seek abatement.? Can Daracon confirm if the RMS will provide this funding on
MR101? It is MCQAGs understanding that this funding is for RMS maintained roads only
and MCQAG's understanding is that MR101 is a local government maintained road?

23 In Daracon's PEA the proposed operating hours are listed as

- in pit operations are proposed to occur 6am to 6pm, with processing from 6am
to L0pm six days

- pug milling from 4:30am to 10pm five days
- sales, loading and road transport from 5:30am to 7pm six days
- train loading 24hrs seven days

Can Daracon advise if following the various assessments (and based on discussions and
concerns raised at the CCC) to date if there are any planned variations to the proposed
operational times listed above?
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Forexample, we note 5:30am startto road transportin the PEA, doesthis mean that
haulage trucks are now proposed to travel through Lorn, Bolwarra, Paterson, Vacy and
Martins Creek now half an hour earlier (05:00 to 05:30 am).

MCQAG notes that this will further exacerbate the existing sleep disturbance caused by
MCQ truck operations

24. Can Daracon please advise what assessment has been made regarding the impact on
amenity the proposed expansion will have to residents?

As noted in the CCC by members of the community at past meetings, intensification of
MCQ operations over and above the 1991 approved 24 trucks per day results in a
significant impact on resident's amenity.
The noise from trucks wakes many of the residents that reside along the haulage route
over and above the "commuter shoulder traffic" which exists without quarry traffic, the
truck volumes often occur in long convoys sometimes into the dozens of trucks at a
time, the truck noise character is far different and more intrusive than the other traffic
noise that occurs along the route.

The trucks' physical presence on the haulage route through commercial and rural
village precincts in Lorn, Bolwarra, Butterwick, Brandy Hill and Paterson provide a
physical impediment to pedestrians and serve to divide the road way in two. When at
peak operation the noise makes the "pleasure" of living in a rural village community
difficult at best and unbearable at worst.
As the CCC is aware the legality of 20L4 to present intensification is currently a matter
in the L&E court. So, excluding the assertion that "existing quarry traffic and quarry
traffic" is rightly or wrongly the status quo can Daracon please provide us with the
results of their impact assessment on the amenity to the communities along the
haulage route and to those surrounding the quarry site

25. Can Daracon please advise what the biodiversity offset strategy will be for the proposed
development?

26. Can Daracon please provide a detailed update on the EPBC process to the CCC?

27 What is the total tonnage of quarried material for the HDC remediation site at BHP
Mayfield s¡te, and what order of magnitude tonnage is being supplied by MCQ?

28. What is the total tonnage of quarried material for the Glendale Interchange project,
what order of magnitude tonnage is being supplied by MCQ?

29. What is the total tonnage of quarried material for the RAAF base project, what order of
magnitude tonnage is being supplied by MCQ?

30. For the benefit of avoiding "surprises" to impacted communities, can Daracon provide a
near term 6 month look ahead of projects (major and minor) that may be supplied out
of MCQ

31. Has Daracon erected boundary fences around the parameter of the quarry?

32 With reference to a hiqh wall failure that occurred in 2015 Ulan NSW, has Daracon had
geotechnical engineering assessment performed to document current and future high
wall setbacks from boundaries?

Will Daracon share these assessments with the CCC?

33 What are the current high wall setbacks from boundaries at MCQ?

34. What are the proposed high wall setbacks from boundaries on the future mine plan?
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35 Can Daracon advise what volume of water was discharged from MCQ site to waterways
for FY14 and FY15?

36 The presentation to the CCC states thal dust gauges "generally" comply with EPL
requirements. Can you explain why they don't fully comply?

37. Have the highest dust readings been compared with periods of high volume
lhroughput? If yes will these comparisons be shared with the CCC?

38. MCQAG wishes it to be noted and addressed by Daracon that signif¡cant amounts of
dust emissions from the premises have been noted during start up and shut down of
the fixed crushing units and conveyor system in Lotl and during mobile plant crushing
in Lot 5 /6. MCQAG requests Daracon address this issue within the EIS.

39. There doesn't appear to be any dust or air quality monitoring along public haul routes.
MCQAG wishes it to be noted that residents have reported residue build up on washing,
external and internal surfaces of residences during periods of high output of the quarry
(for example during Hexham rail project work).

40. Can Daracon please explain how its dust mitigation procedure works when mobile
crushing operations occur, i.e. how does dust suppression occur?

47. During the May 2015 MCQ CCC meeting, when asked what monitoring and mitigations
are proposed to be conducted along the transport routes Mr McMahon said this was not
planned to be carried out as any excess dust / residue in households due to haulage
intensification can be controlled by measures such as window and door seals along with
air conditioning. This is an unacceptable response and approach. Increase in diesel
residue during 2014 intensification of haulage at residences along the haulage route is
proven and specific, and therefore it is an impact. Has Daracon addressed this impact
and mitigation measures within the EIS?

42. In regard to Slide 16 of the Sept 2015 Traffic Noise Impact assessment presentat¡on:
the 60 LAeq, 15hr day criterion is mentioned in the slide for sub-arterial roads and
principal haulage routes, which is correct. However, this assumes the project approval
declares a principal haulage route with corresponding consideration of the impacts on
residents, We note that in 1991 the requirement to declare a principal haulage route
was not specified in government policies.

It is inappropriate to assume lhe principal haulage route criteria apply to Station St
unless the determining authority agrees the road is in fact a principal haulage route and
consequently residents along that road can be subjected to the higher noise criteria.
The EIS needs to clearly bring this point to the notice of the determining authority, not
just assume the authority will agree or remain silent.

The slide does not mention the 55 LAeq, thr night criterion despite truck movements
before 7 am. It also does not mention traffic-related sleep disturbance before 7 am.
Both need to be fully considered in the EIS.

MCQAG wishes it to be noted by the proponent that sleep disturbance is a proven
specific impact of the Quarry's current operations with numerous households along the
haulage route reporting being woken pre-dawn by trucks (truck & dog, cement bulker
units and quarry service vehicles).
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43 In regard to Slide 20 of the Sept 2015 Traffic Noise Impact assessment presentation:
this slide implies quarry trucks are all Class 9, but not all quarry traffic falls within this
class. Based on observations most would be Class 9 (semi-trailer) or 10 (truck and dog
trailer), however quarry trucks of other classes (parlicularly Class 4) have been
observed entering and leaving Station St. Assuming other vehicle classes are not
associated with the quarry results in the quarry's existing traffic noise contribution
being understated, Weighbridge records for the relevant time periods should be
compared with the traffic counts to confirm all quarry vehicles are correctly identified,
rather than simply assuming quarry truck movements based on vehicle class.

44. In regard to Slide 22 of the Sept 2015 Traffic Noise Impact: the relative increase noise
criteria refer to all existing plus proposed quarry trucks, not just the additional trucks
above existing numbers, part¡cularly as existing truck movements are above approved
levels (subject to the outcome of current legal proceedings).

As advised by the EPA's Noise Policy Office (Mr McDonald), MCQAG's understanding is
that the correct procedure is to determine "existing" traffic noise levels in the absence
of existing guarry trucks to determine a baseline level, then to add all of the proposed
trucks to determine the likely increase in traffic noise levels due to the quarry.

Removing the noise contribution from the existing quarry trucks requires quarry truck
numbers to be correctly identified as discussed for Slide 20.

MCQAG requests Daracon to perform the noise impact assessment such that the data
excludes noise contribution from MCQ and furnish the results to MCQAG.

45 MCQAG notes that various other noise ¡mpacts are required to be assessed as part of
the RNP. Can Daracon confirm that it will assess impacts on places of worship and
public open space along the proposed haulage route?

46 It is MCQAGS view that the presentation provided to the CCC does not adequately
discuss a number of acoustic issues including blasting, night operations, sleep
disturbance and road lraffic vibration, beyond mentioning relevant NSW government
policies on Slide 8. MCQAG wishes it to be noted that vibration impact to dwellings
along the haulage route is proven and specific, and requests further discussion on this
matter via the CCC and EIS process.

47 Would Daracon please consider honoring the 1991 consent conditions and 1990 EIS
and limit operations to 300,000tpa and 7am to 5pm operations until the DoP issues a
decision in regard to Daracon's SSD application?
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