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Broadly they are:

* A thorough economic analysis of the project as proposed, examining all claims
relating to the economic opportunities and risks arising from the project.

* A complete investigation into the viability (or otherwise) of restoring
freight/passenger services, and/or the plausibility of reserving the rail corridor for
other future uses.

» Establishment of a detailed plan for the proposed project, dealing with the wide
range of subjects pertinent to the community, including physical access
management, biosecurity management, transition arrangements for existing uses
(grazing and heritage), emergency response arrangements and the implications for
adjacent land-holders.

Written submissions from people local to the region indicated support levels of 56% for
the rail trail, whereas 41% objected the to the closure of the rail.
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Some consultation participants believe there is value in retaining the rail corridor for future
strategic purposes such as mass mobilisation for National defence purposes or use as a
corridor for drone-based freight movement. These purposes and others put forward as
reasons for retaining the rail corridor would need to be assessed to determine likelihood
and viability.

Rail Trail operational management model details: Much of the interest and commentary at
consultation sessions and in written contributions centred on issues associated with the
management of the rail trail, should it be established. Given the significant contribution of
the agricultural industry to the region’s economy, and the interface between agricultural
land and recreational land use that could be brought about by rail trails, it is understandable
that these questions require further exploration, in particular the following subjects should
be subject to detailed analysis:

e Biosecurity (in particular, weed management, which was raised repeatedly),

o Physical access controls (to the trail itself and unauthorised entry onto adjoining
properties),

o Landholder amenity impacts (including anti-social behaviour and litter prevention
measures),

e Council’s role (if any) in any rail trail development and their capacity to manage the
recurrent cost burden that may arise from a rail trail facility,

e Transition/cancellation of current stock grazing arrangements in the corridor,
e Transition/accommodation of current railway heritage sites/arrangements, and

e Emergency services (health and fire) access and response arrangements.
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Of the 62 workshop attendees, 15 were landholders and 12 of those were from the DPC
invitation list.

Scot McDonald, Member of the Legislative Council, Parliamentary Secretary for Planning,
the Central Coast and the Hunter, was also in attendance.

Organisations in attendance included:

= Crown Land and Water

* Elders Real Estate

= Glen innes Cyclists

* Granite Belt Bicycles

s  Heelersridge Australian Cattle Dogs

* New England Rail Trail (NERT) Incorporated

» Save the Great Northern Railway

» Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party NSW

* Tally Ho Motorinn

* Tenterfield Railway Museum

= Tenterfield Chamber of Tourism Industry and Business
» Tenterfield Railway Station Preservation Society
* Tenterfield Shire Council

* Wallangarra Railway Museum and Café

»  Wallangarra/Jennings Progress Association
Of the 62 workshop attendees, the following postcodes were collected:

= 2372 Tenterfield, 30 attendees

= 2371 Deepwater, 6 attendees

= 2370 Glen!nnes, 5 attendees

= 2365 Guyra, 3 attendees

* 4383 Jennings/Wallangarra, 2 attendees
» 2340 Tamworth, 1 attendee

= 2358 Uralla, 1 attendee

= 4380 Stanthorpe, 1 attendee

= Not provided, 13 attendees
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For those supportive of rail trails, most comments related to the following themes (refer to
Graph 1 for detail):

* Economic opportunities
= General comments (no specifics provided ...examples were: “Yes” or “Support”)

» Length of trail

‘When comments were tallied regardless of sentiment towards rail trails, the majority of
attendees’' comments reflected the following themes (refer to Graph 2 for detail):

=  General comments
» Economic concerns

»  Economic opportunities

-
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Graph 2 - Comments by theme regardless of sentiment
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Graph 3 - Tenterfield Top 5 priority themes regardless of sentiment
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Organisations in attendance included:

Armidale Business Chamber
Armidale Regional Council
Ben Lomond Land Care Group Inc.

Black Mountain Preservation
Society

Brown and Krippner Surveyors and
Planners

Crown Land and Water

Elders Real Estate

Glen Innes Severn Council

Glen Inness Rail Trail Committee

Guyra and District Chamber of
Commerce

Guyra Business Chamber
High Country Productions

New England Rail Trail (NERT)
Incorporated

New England Railway Inc.

New Ehgland South East
Queensland Infrastructure
Authority

NSW Farmers — Guyra Local Branch
NSW Parliament

Rail Corridor Graziers

Rail Group Guyra

Rail Trails NSW

Regional Australia Bank

Regional Development Australia,
Northern Inland (RDANI)

Save the Great Northern Railway
Group

Shooters, Fishers and Farmers
Party NSW

Strong Art Group
The Old Convert Gardens
wild Garden Eco Tours

Of the 149 workshop attendees, the following postcodes were collected:

2365 - Guyra, 102 attendees
2350 - Armidale, 21 attendees
2370 - Glen Innes, 6 attendees
2358 - Uralla, 2 attendees
2372 - Tenterfield, 1 attendee
Not provided - 17 attendees
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= Collaboration with stakeholders
« Use of publicresources

For those supportive of rail trails, the most comments related to the following themes (refer
to Graph 4 for detail):

= Tourism economic benefits

= General comments (no specifics provided ...examples were: “Operating events” or
“Rail trails are the future”)

» Health and fitness

When comments were tallied regardless of sentiment towards rail trails, the majority of
attendee comments reflected the following themes (refer to Graph 5 for detail):

*»  Tourism economic benefits
»  General comments

= Restore rail {for freight and passengers)
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Graph 5 - Comments by theme regardless of sentiment
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Once the themes were collated, the attendees were then asked to indicate their views on which themes were their five (5) highest priorities. The
graph below shows the result.

It should be noted that despite attendees being asked to only indicate their 5 highest priority themes during this session, a number of people were
witnessed doing far more, this has distorted numbers for this section of the data analysis, but when both the questions and prioritisation of the
themes from this session are brought together it is clear that a proportion of the attendees do have concerns about the aspects show in the graph
below.
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