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I would like this submission to be read in full and not simply summarised. 

I strongly object to the Berrima Rail Project SSD7171 and the associated Hume Coal 

Project – Mine and Associated Infrastructure SSD7172. Neither project should receive 

planning approval as they represent unacceptable threats to the environment, the 

public interest and this community. 

I am a long term resident of a rural area of the Southern Highlands of New South Wales. I am 

familiar with many of the areas mentioned in Berrima Rail Project SSD7171. I reject the 

claims that this is a significant coal mining area and that the proposed mine and rail project 

should be developed and exploited. Neither serves the long term public interest. 

Nature of the Hume Coal EIS: The EIS is a long and detailed document. Nevertheless I 

have read most of the major sections of the document. Its purpose appears to be to market the 

project rather than address major concerns of the Southern Highlands community. 

The EIS is not a management plan or an operations manual. It is not necessarily a document 

that will be consulted on a daily basis by the operators of the mine and rail project if they 

should go ahead. For example, the company Hume Coal, a wholly owned subsidiary of the  

South Korean conglomerate POSCO-Daewoo, claims in the Rail Project documents that all 

coal train trucks will be covered on trips to the loading facility at Port Kembla and on the 

return trip. However, unless this is a legislated requirement in New South Wales, it is 

entirely possible that this supposed condition will be overlooked if operational timetables or 

staffing matters intervene. Even if this requirement were to be legislated, or set up as a 

condition of approval, there is widespread evidence that mining companies infringe such 

conditions and prefer to pay a fine, which is then claimed as a business expense. 

There is little public trust in mining companies in New South Wales, as they court the 

communities they seek to impose mining projects on while they are trying to gain approval 

and then fail to carry out environmental and safety undertakings once approval is gained and 

mining is under way. 

I therefore, along with many other local residents, regard the claim that all coal train trucks 

will be covered on all journeys with a degree of scepticism. 

Incorrect Assumptions in the Berrima Rail Project EIS: 

The EIS seeks to minimise or understate the likely impact of increased coal train traffic on 

the environment and the community. The EIS acknowledges the other existing users of the 

Berrima Branch line, the main South Line and the Unanderra to Port Kembla line.  

However, the EIS claims that the Tahmoor Colliery, which also uses these rail networks, is 

about to close. At the time or writing in June 2017 Glencore has announced that the mine will 

be kept open for approximately another six months and then put up for sale. If the mine is 

sold, and it is likely that they are in consultation with a prospective buyer, the Tahmoor 

Colliery will continue to use the line for some years and therefore Hume Coal will be adding 



an additional four rail journeys to the approximately four trains a day from the Tahmoor 

Colliery. This will have a much greater impact on the line itself and the traffic delays at the 

17 level crossings between Berrima Junction and Port Kembla. It is possible or even likely 

that road closures at rail crossings will increase to more than one and a half hours per day. 

A further incorrect assumption is that the demand for access to this rail network from 

businesses and activities in the Moss Vale Industrial Corridor from Moss Vale to the Hume 

Highway will not increase over the next 20 years. This is highly unlikely as the 

Wingecarribee Shire Council regards it as a priority to encourage clean, light or low impact 

industries to develop in this corridor. Such developments will create increased demand for 

use of the rail networks and the local roads and highway.  

The coal mine that Hume Coal/POSCO proposes will use both the rail and road networks in 

this area. There would be increased traffic on both and a loss of amenity to surrounding rural 

residents and the residents of Berrima, Medway and New Berrima, who use the highway and 

local roads to access the services and employment in local towns, especially Moss Vale. 

It is a considerable oversight to assume that a coal mine could be developed in this area but 

all other aspects of the immediate area will not change substantially over a period of 20 years. 

I hope that the NSW Department of Planning and/or the Planning Assessment Commission 

will take account of these oversights or incorrect assumptions in the EIS and also request 

further information about likely future development in the Moss Vale Industrial Corridor 

from the planning staff at Wingecarribee Shire Council. 

Traffic Impacts at railway level crossings: As mentioned, there are 17 level crossings 

which will be impacted upon between Berrima Junction and Port Kembla. The Hume 

Coal/POSCO Berrima Rail Project proposes modifications at only one level crossing, the 

heavily used crossing at Boral Cement near New Berrima.  

However, the Wingecarribee Shire council has also proposed modifications of the road after 

the level crossing at Boral to reduce the risk of further fatalities at the black spot on the bend 

after the crossing. The Council plans serve the safety interests of the community and should 

be regarded as higher priority than Hume Coal/POSCO’s plans, yet the EIS only regards the 

Council’s plans as an alternative, not their preferred proposal. This is entirely unacceptable as 

the Council has greater understanding of community safety needs than Hume Coal/POSCO. 

I regularly use the crossing at Boral Cement Works, with care, but it does have reasonable 

visibility in both directions. I also use the Sheepwash Road level crossing quite regularly and 

have experienced minor delays at this crossing, but no major problems. These two level 

crossings and the level crossing as one drives into Robertson would be the busiest in the 

Southern Highlands and any increased rail traffic will cause significant delays. 

Coal trains as I have experienced them in trips to the Hunter Valley are usually much longer 

than the freight trains that currently use these rail crossings, and many of those are already 

quite long. However, in the Hunter Valley delays at level crossings can be up to 4.5 minutes, 

which can result in a considerable backup of traffic at busy times at peak hours or on 

weekends when tourists visit. This figure was quoted in an interview on ABC Radio National 

in the last year and I can vouch for this on a trip down the New England Highway early this 

year, where we experienced a substantial delay at Scone when a coal train went through. 



Delays at the main level crossings at New Berrima, Sheepwash Road and Robertson due to 

increased use by coal trains can create long lines of traffic and driver frustration, which 

increases accident risk.  

In the case of Sheepwash Road, long delays at the crossing could mean that traffic heading 

towards Bowral could back up almost to the Illawarra Highway turn-off at busy times. This 

intersection was a fatal black spot in the past and has been improved with much better road 

signage and a right hand turning lane, but traffic backing up because of coal train movements 

could cause it to become a major road accident site again, as traffic along the Illawarra 

highway moves at high speeds. 

The level crossing on the Illawarra Highway at Robertson could also become an increased 

problem area because of long coal trains. There have been various accidents at this crossing 

over the past decades including a fatal accident in 1998 where two railway employees were 

killed. The Robertson area experiences a high incidence of fogs, often quite thick fogs which 

reduce visibility considerably, which would further affect the speed at which long coal trains 

could travel and therefore also create major traffic delays. 

The Berrima Rail Project EIS fails to take account of specific local weather and traffic 

conditions that can and do affect the two major rail crossings at Sheepwash Road and 

Roberston. This is unacceptable. 

The Berrima Rail Project EIS also fails to consider the impacts of increased coal train traffic 

on other rail crossings around Robertson, such as the crossings at Fountaindale Road and 

Mount Murray Road. The Fountaindale Road crossing has barriers and the crossing has 

significant usage by local residents and visitors to the Highlands. Again there is the 

possibility of traffic backing up towards the highway that runs through Robertson, as it is 

quite close to this intersection. 

The Mount Murray Road level crossing has no barriers. Trains simply whistle as they are 

coming around the bends near this crossing. Mount Murray Road is an attractive unsealed 

road through bushland which is well-known to local residents and used frequently, especially 

on weekends by walkers, horse riders and bicycle riders. Increased rail traffic on a crossing 

such as this with no barriers represents a greatly increased risk to recreational users. While 

local users of Mount Murray Road have some knowledge of the likely movement of trains, 

the increasing number of visitors to the Southern Highlands will not have this knowledge. 

Impact on emergencies: Maintaining road access for ambulances, rescue vehicles and rural 

fire service vehicles should be of far greater concern than providing access for coal trains to 

Port Kembla for export coal. Significant delays to ambulances and fire brigades can lead to 

deaths, because of blocked roads where there are no detours available. Yet the Berrima Rail 

Project EIS does not acknowledge or even mention the need to maintain access for 

emergency vehicles and seems to assume that long coal trains should have unimpeded access. 

The likely delays to emergency vehicles are an unacceptable impact of this project. 

Furthermore, the Berrima Rail Project EIS does not appear to have an Emergency Plan for the 

additional coal trains it proposes to introduce. Surely this should be a requirement, as 

otherwise they are relying on state, local and volunteer networks for assistance in the case of 

train crashes or derailment. This seems to be a major oversight in the EIS as such accidents 

do happen. 



Environmental Impacts: Under the Berrima Rail Project, if approved, there will be a 

significant increase in diesel particulates along the rail network, on top of those already 

released into the environment by the trains which now use these rail lines. It is now clearly 

established that diesel particulates represent very significant health hazards for communities 

near rail networks. Combined with coal dust from coal train trucks, these are a toxic mix.  

Even if the coal trucks are covered, there will still be some release of coal dust into the 

environment, as it would be extremely difficult to seal the coal trucks completely. This 

combined mix, especially in the windy conditions experienced in the Southern Highlands in 

winter and spring, will spread some distance over the areas on either side of the rail lines and 

could affect the health of humans and animals and coat grasses and bushland alongside the 

tracks. Deposits of coal dust and diesel particulates would accumulate over time and add to 

the bushfire risk in the areas that the trains pass through. So, despite the claims made by 

Hume Coal/POSCO that this project has very little environmental impact, people living in the 

towns, such as Moss Vale and Robertson, that the railway passes through, will experience 

increased airborne pollution and the significant bushland and farmland that the trains also 

pass through will have an increased bushfire risk. 

Broader climate risks: At a time when Australia’s greenhouse gas emissions are rising, 

when they need instead to fall, there is no justification for a new coal mine in such an 

environmentally sensitive and significant area as the Southern Highlands. A new coal mine 

which will produce thermal as well as coking coal will produce increased greenhouse gas 

emissions in our local area and will contribute to an increase in greenhouse gas emissions in 

countries such as South Korea, which would be the recipient of the coal mined here. 

In the supposed 20 year life of this mine, if it were approved, there will be an accelerating 

move away from the use of coal and countries such as South Korea are likely to impose taxes 

on polluting industries and imported coal. This is already being discussed by the recently 

elected government of South Korea. 

At this point in our history, there is only a justification for mining enough coking coal to keep 

Australia’s steel industry in operation, until alternative sources of energy for steel making are 

developed. Therefore Australia needs to move towards greatly reducing exports of both 

thermal and coking coal before other countries begin to restrict coal imports to a point which 

forces the closure of many more mines in this country. A planned move away from coal is a 

far more sensible response to changing times and markets than a sudden collapse in coal 

demand because other countries are moving quickly to renewable energy and away from coal. 

In this context, this mine and all new coal mines in New South Wales should be rejected. The 

claims by Hume Coal in its EIS that this is an “ecologically sustainable development” are 

totally absurd. The further claim that mining coal over 20 years, in a rural community which 

is seeking to establish itself as a clean, green, food producing community for the long term, 

somehow contributes to intergenerational equity by creating a small number of jobs and a 

relatively small amount of royalties for the New South Wales Government, is equally 

illogical.  

The long term public interest and intergenerational equity are best served by the preservation 

of farmland and bushland to provide clean food and clean air for all who will live here in the 

rest of the 21st century and beyond. 

 



 




