EIS project manager – Cairns Shipping Development project
Coordinated Project Delivery Division
Office of the Coordinator-General
PO Box 15517
City East, Qld, 4002, Australia
CairnsSDP@coordinatorgeneral.qld.gov.au
Re: Formal submission regarding the draft environmental impact statement (EIS) for the Cairns Shipping Development Project
Dear Coordinator General, State and Federal Government,
I am just one person who cares about our marine and coastal environment and the tourism, fisheries and community benefits that rely on a healthy environment. However I represent many more people in my community who have not found the time to write to you but care just as much as I do, and do not want to see this proposal approved.
We are heartened by the Queensland government’s statement that they will not fund this proposal but disturbed that this EIS process is proceeding. We do not want to see this project given environmental approval as under future Governments this ill-conceived and environmentally damaging proposal could still proceed.
New capital dredging in Cairns would have negative impacts on the marine environment due to increased suspended sediments, exposure of acid sulphate soils, underwater noise and many other impacts - regardless of where and how dredge spoil is disposed.
Expanding the channel would lead to an increased need for maintenance dredging and spoil disposal – an impact that would occur every year, forever.
The justification for undertaking this project is weak and mainly based around a false perception that port expansion is needed to allow growth in cruise ship tourism visiting Cairns. Cairns is already host to an increasing number of cruise ships, those that are too large to enter the port anchor offshore and transfer passengers by tender – this is common practice in many cruise ship destinations around the world.
There is no genuine need for this project and taxpayer’s money would be better spent on other ways to support our tourism and fisheries industries – ways that do not put the environment they rely on at risk. If this project is approved on environmental grounds it will send a message that Cairns and Queensland does not respect or look after its natural environment – with a consequent negative impact on tourism.
There are alternatives to the proposal that can be explored including better facilitation of cruise passenger transport ashore, an action that has already been initiated with the upgrade to the passenger receiving area at Yorkey’s Knob.
Having seen the outcomes of the Gladstone dredging project which included major fish kills and human health impacts we have little faith in the ability of the proponent to manage impacts. We question modelling and other EIS contents that dismiss the clear environmental risks as ‘not significant’ or ‘manageable’.  Neither do we accept the premise of arguments in the EIS that because the bay is already turbid (muddy) that the acknowledged increased turbidity from dredging would not have an impact.


The EIS identifies two preferred options for dredge spoil disposal:
•	The first is to dump the spoil at sea impacting on local environments and decreasing the overall water quality of the Great Barrier Reef World Heritage Area. Dumping dredge spoil at sea is an outdated practice and should be phased out, not expanded. We note that new dredge spoil dumping in the Marine Park has been ruled out by State and Federal Governments, with good reason.
•	The second preferred option is to dump the acid sulphate contaminated spoil on the sensitive wetlands of East Trinity. This area is a Wetland of national importance, a conservation reserve and Indigenous Protected Area and adjoins an identified fish habitat area and significant seagrass beds. It is unsuitable as a location for capital dredge spoil dumping.  We agree with the statement in the EIS that “..[East Trinity] is not considered appropriate based on a lack of long term planning intent for development of the land, its environmental zoning status, prospective impacts to cultural heritage and native title, the potentially high likelihood, severity and uncertainty associated with environmental impacts, human health and safety considerations and cost proportionality. We agree with the EIS statement that "the conclusion is that placement of dredge material at the East Trinity site is inappropriate" 
As such we conclude that the proposal in its current form is unacceptable on environmental grounds and that this conclusion is supported by the EIS documentation. We call on the Queensland and Federal Governments to back their commitments to environmental protection and improving water quality coming from Great Barrier Reef catchments and reject this proposal on environmental grounds. 

Yours Sincerely,
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