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Public Address on behalf of the Brandy Hill & Seaham Action Group  

22 March 2017 

Topic:  Discussion of the Community Issues regarding the Application by Hanson to Expand Brandy Hill Quarry. 

Given by Deborah Fisher – member of BH&SAG and local resident. 

 

1. It has never been the intention of the BH&SAG to attempt the closure of the Quarry site or cause the loss of 

employment in the local area, despite some public opinion or rumours to the contrary.  It has only ever been 

our intent to force whatever expansion Hanson are able to achieve is one which allows for the community 

and Quarry to co-exist as it has done for the last 30 years.  We want to inform the public that the expansion 

proposal in its present submission does not allow for the co-existence to continue and must therefore be 

opposed seeking amendment.  This will only be possible with the objections forthcoming from the local 

community.  We would urge you to voice your concerns. 

 

2. We would like to highlight some of the areas of the EIS where community concerns are not addressed.  In 

relation to the submission from Hanson in Appendix 17 with regard to the Socio-economic impact of the 

expansion, Hanson list 4 key areas to demonstrate their case: 

 

Visual: rated Low impact – the area is predominately shielded from view by trees and set back off 

the road, therefore not impacting in any detrimental way. 

Noise and blast: rated Low impact – expected to be between 1 – 41 dB(A) for blasting and should 

operate within the proposed criteria not affecting quality of life or sleep  patterns.  It will be within 

the accepted criteria.  (we are not aware of you has set the criteria) 

Air: rated Low – dust monitoring is currently conducted and working within minimum guidelines 

Traffic: rated low to medium – Truck movements of 584 trucks per day and 78 trucks per night are 

considered manageable in regard to traffic flow, however due to the lack of public transport motor 

vehicles are highly relied upon and there is expected to be an increase in noticeable traffic. Quote 

appendix 17 10.3 “…however the road network has both excellent level of service and sufficient 

spare capacity to cater for the expansion of the Brandy Hill Expansion Project and Daracon’s Martins  

Creek Quarry”.  Elsewhere in the document it suggests that the road system in the area of Quarry 

traffic is suitable to cater for the needs all the way to 2044. 

 

3. As a rebuttal to these statements we would like to make these points. 

 

Visual: they may be hidden in the trees, but the dust cloud is still visible on several days affecting the 

air quality.  The proposal states that 49 hectares of land will be cleared to make way for the new 

footprint of the Quarry.  They will not be hiding behind the trees for long!   

Noise and blast: the sound of a blast and the following rattling of house and windows is quite 

apparent to those living within or on the edge of the existing site’s buffer zone.  The expansion will 

only make this more evident and residents in the area have already made complaints about it 

affecting livestock.  Submitted readings by Hanson’s expert of noise levels generated by truck 

movements are at best questionable. 

Traffic: For the residents along the haulage routes this is probably the most pressing issue.  It is not 

just a question of traffic, but of safety in the area.  Double the trucks will mean double the damage 

to road conditions.  Being a local road, the Council is responsible for maintaining the road.  Already 

potholes are becoming more prevalent and a safety hazard.  In the 30 years of existence Brandy Hill 

Drive has had minimal upgrade and maintenance has been diminishing every year.  The use of this 
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road by not only Hanson trucks, but other haulage companies in the area are putting undue wear 

and tear on a road which the Council cannot, or will not, upkeep.  

  There are 10 School bus stops along Brandy Hill Drive alone all without adequate room for the bus 

to pull in let alone have children waiting there off the road, or parents with vehicles because it’s not 

safe to walk children to the bus stop.  Many of the areas are bordered, like the sides of the road with 

sheer drops into a drain, often hidden in long grass. With increased truck movements the likelihood 

of a severe incident is very high and it has only been from sheer luck that an incident of that nature 

has not yet occurred.  Several near misses have been brought to our attention.  

 The BH&SAG had proposed to Hanson that a suitable solution to these issues might be the 

construction of a shared cycle/walk way, but in the EIS 9.2.1.2 it suggests that there is insufficient 

space along the roadside for construction of such.  This further highlights the inadequate roadway 

and the potential for dangerous traffic situations.  There is nowhere for vehicles to go in the event of 

an accident threat.  Several driveways and intersections have less than 100m vision in any direction 

due to curves in the road.  A convoy of trucks passing at a rate of 4 per minute will not provide 

sufficient space to exit driveways safely, especially when towing a van, trailer or horse float. Hanson 

state in their submission that their findings for driveway access comply with the minimum 

requirement of the Australian Roads Standard 2009.  If they are presently at minimum there is no 

room for extra traffic.  The intersection of Brandy Hill Drive and Clarence Town road is a glaring 

example of areas of major concern for road users.  Vehicles travelling toward Maitland approach the 

intersection at 100km/h and would have insufficient time to stop if they encounter a B-double 

crossing out of the quarry into Brandy Hill Drive. This situation is also a major accident concern for 

the quarry drivers whose safety would also be at risk. Warrigal Close and Brandy Hill Drive 

intersection has the same potential for disaster. The ability to turn into a driveway from the road 

faced with oncoming traffic – a convoy of trucks – and several more heavy vehicles coming up 

behind leaves no alternative for escape.  The road shoulders do not provide for adequate space in 

their current form.   

Many residents have expressed their desire to be able to enjoy the health benefits of walking, but 

that is becoming exceedingly dangerous along Brandy Hill Drive and Seaham Road. Shoulders are 

narrow, especially through the cuttings or over gullies.  It is well documented today of the benefits 

of walking especially in relation to the rise in obesity.  Hanson suggests in its EIS that there is 

adequate opportunity for the community to enjoy such activities at Medowie, Nelson Bay and 

Karuah all only 10-20 kms away!  There is also the area at Seaham proper, but it is still only 

accessible to those who can drive there, not an everyday opportunity, thus defeating the purpose.  

These health implications may also be aggravated by the sleep deprivation resulting from increased 

truck movements during the night. 

 

4. The Environmental impact statement only addresses the impact of the expansion in relation to the Tomago 

sand beds and the Hunter Wetlands siting no impact relevant.  There is no mention of the areas closer to 

home such as the Williams River – prime catchment for Graemestown dam and water supply to the Lower 

Hunter, and the Seaham Wetlands, home to migratory birds.  Nor any proximity relationship with the Hunter 

River Prawning and Fishing industry. 

 

5. With regard to the proposal to operate the Quarry on a 24/7 basis Hanson suggest this is due to a high 

demand for the rock in the quarry.  It is seen as ‘State significant’ commodity required to build roads and 

houses and create building materials and such.  We all want to see development in these areas and we don’t 

deny the need, however business hours are business hours!  There should be no need to operate on that 

basis.  While Hanson have in the past been somewhat community minded and mostly operated in a manner 

which does not impose on the local community there are no guarantees that they will not sell their licence in 

the future to an operator who doesn’t share the same moral and ethical principles and sense of community.  

We thank Hanson for the generous contributions to local sporting groups and the Seaham Primary school.  
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This does not absolve them though from operating in a safe and responsible manner in the pursuit of their 

business.   If the proposal for the licence to operate under these terms is upheld then there will be no end to 

the business operation or respite from noise and trucks.  During the Community Consultation meetings many 

suggestions of suitable compromises were put forward, but none have appeared in the submission. 

 

6. We realise time constraints have left out many things which are concerns not voiced here, but we now urge 

everyone in the local community to make submissions to the Department of Planning and Environment and 

let Hanson know that we are not going to  be railroaded.  They must consider our community’s safety in 

their business development.  

   


