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MR G. KIRKBY: Good morning. Before we begin, buld like to acknowledge
the traditional owners of the land on which we ntedty. | would also like to pay
my respects to their elders past and present,catie telders of other communities
who may be here today. Welcome to this public mgain a development
application from KEPCO Bylong Australia Proprietaniynited, the applicant, who is
seeking to develop the Bylong Coal Project, an apérand underground thermal
coal project.

My name is Gordon Kirkby. I'm the chair of thisdependent Planning
Commission, New South Wales Panel, which has bppaiated to help determine
this proposal. Joining me are my fellow CommiseigniNVendy Lewin and Steve
O’Connor, and I'm also joined by Matthew Todd-JgnE®y Deighton and David
Way, from the Commission Secretariat.

Before | continue, | should say that all appoinBainmissioners must make an
annual declaration of interest, identifying anyqutial conflicts with their appointed
role. For the record, we are unaware of any ocisfin relation to our determination
of this development application. You can find diddial information on the way we
manage potential conflicts in our policy paper, athis available on our website. In
the interests of openness and transparency, todaesing is being recorded, and a
full transcript will be produced and made availaisethe Commission’s website.

The purpose of today’s meeting: this public meegives us the opportunity to hear
your views on the assessment report prepared dyepartment of Planning and
Environment before we determine the developmeniiagion. This public meeting
follows along from the public hearing and subsegueview of the Bylong Coal
Project that was undertaken by the former PlanAsgessment Commission, now
the Independent Planning Commission.

What is the Independent Planning Commission, arat wile do we play in this
determination? The Independent Planning Commissidew South Wales was
established by the New South Wales GovernmentMarth 2018 as an
independent statutory body operating separatetlyedepartment of Planning and
Environment. The Commission plays in importanéfiol strengthening our
transparency and independence in the decision-macess for major
development and land use planning in New South 8Valde key functions of the
Commission include to determine state-significatedopment applications; to
conduct public hearings of development applicat@mg related matters; to provide
independent expert advice on any other planningemat development matter when
requested by the Minister for Planning or the Pilagisecretary.

The Commission is an independent consent authiomtgtate-significant
development applications, and provides an additieval of scrutiny where there
are more than 25 objectors, reportable politicaadions, or there have been
objections by the relevant local council. The Cassion is not involved in the
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Department’s assessment of this project, the patiparof their report, or any items
within.

Where are we in the process? This meeting is arteopour decision process. We
have also been briefed by the Department of Planand Environment; we have
met with the applicant; and we’ve met with the Mitestern Regional Council; and
yesterday we conducted a site visit on the sitéchwvas attended by some of the
union representatives. After today’s meeting, vilealso be meeting with
Muswellbrook Shire Council and representatives ftbmBylong Valley Protection
Alliance, who wish to provide technical informatiamich could not be presented
today. The Commission may also convene with reiestakeholders if clarification
or additional information is required on mattersed. Records of all meetings will
be included in our determination report, which Wil published on our website.
Following today’s meeting, we’ll endeavour to detare the development
application as soon as possible. However, thesebmaalelays if we need additional
information.

The ground rules of today’s meeting: before wer ffian our first registered
speaker, I'd like to place some ground rules theewpect everyone taking part in
today’s meeting to follow. First, today’s meetisgiot a debate. Our panel will not
take questions from the floor, and interjectiorendrallowed. Our aim is to provide
maximum opportunity for people to speak and bedesgirthe panel. Public
speaking is an ordeal for many people, and you madyagree with everything you
hear today. Each speaker has a right to be treatedespect and heard in silence.

| note there has been some demonstrations outedeenhue. This is people’s right.
But | would stress, within the venue, that we heaspect of all the speakers, and that
is observed. Today'’s focus is on public consudtatiOur plan is here to listen, not

to comment. We may ask questions for clarificatlout this is usually unnecessary.
It will be most beneficial if your presentationfecused on the issues of concern to
you.

It is important that everyone registered to speakives a fair share of time. | will
enforce the time limit in the rules. As chairgkerve the right to allow additional
time for provision of further technical material8.warning bell will sound one
minute before the speaker’s allotted time is upl, @gain when the time runs out.
Please respect these time limits.

We acknowledge that there is significant publierast regarding the Bylong Coal
Project. While the Commission has attempted tomcoodate the time requests
made by each speaker, in order to ensure that@veryho wishes to speak at this
meeting will be heard, not every request for spegakime could be fully
accommodated. If there are issues we were unalalédress today, or feel you
could not completely address in the allocated tiweewould encourage you to
provide a written submission to the Commission.itdfm submissions should be
made within seven days of the meeting today. Thoug will strive to stick to our
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schedule today, speakers sometimes don’t show dpae not to speak. If you
know someone who will not be attending, pleasesadgither Matthew or David.

If you'd like to project something onto the screplgase give it to Matthew or David
before your presentation. If you have a copy afryaresentation, we would
appreciate it if you would provide a copy to thers¢ariat after you speak. Please
note that any information given to us may be magddip. The Commission’s
privacy statement governs our approach to yourmétion. If you'd like a copy of
our privacy statement, you can obtain one fromst#wretariat or from our website.

Audio recording of this meeting is not allowed, egtthe official recording for
transcript purposes. Notes made throughout theodagsues raised will be
summarised in our determination report. There b@filming of proceedings by
media outlets that have a pre-arranged agreentieyadu don’t wish to be filmed
giving your presentation, can you please say $imeastart of your presentation.

Finally, I'd like to ask that everyone present giedurn off their mobile phones to
silent — or turn them to silent. Thank you. tibw call the first speaker up, who is
Jongseop Lee and we’ll have the projector on.

MR J. LEE: Morning. My name is Joseph Lee, dndthe CEO of KEPCO
Bylong Australia. On behalf of KEPCO Corporatiardats local associated
company, | would like to present - - -

MR .......... Can’t hear you.

MR LEE: | apologise.

MR ........... You've got to talk into the micropne.

MR KIRKBY: Okay, can we please just have somesord

MR LEE: On a number of key issues, mostly, thygoBg Coal Project is a top
priority of the company, and has the full suppoBR*CO and its global leadership.
KEPCO is responsible for generating more than 8&east total electricity in Korea,
and around 40 per cent of this is generated byfoeal power plant. Since 2005,
KEPCO has constructed a fleet of high-capacityh{sfficiency, low-emission coal-
fired power plant, with ultra-supercritical boiler§o operate that this plant will use
very high technical specification. The coal isywenportant, especially the ash and
sulphur contents of the coal must full within stparameters. KEPCO decide to
invest in Bylong because the coal is uniquely suitethese specifications, and the
stability of supply was very important to us.

But Korea, like many other country in the worldjrisreasingly going towards
renewable energy sources. Coal will still be any power source in Korea until at
least the middle of this century. Based on theeldargovernment’s 8th basic plan
for electricity supply and demand, published atehd of last year, the coal-fired
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power plant capacity will increase 80 per cent frmmrent levels by 2030. So we
are sure that this project will play a vital roferneeting the demand for quality coal
for at least 25 years.

Given this demand for quality coal, the total reselthas been already assigned to a
number of KEPCOs generation companies. This gteearthe viability of this
project. | would also like to say there, we take @sponsibility to the Bylong
community and to the environment very seriouslye Ngve worked carefully, over
the last seven years, to formulate a mine plandtestes economic and employment
opportunities, while also minimising social and ionmental and heritage impacts.

Since July of last year, 2017, our objective hanlie respond comprehensively and
constructively the issues raised by Commissiotsimaview report. We have done
our best effort to accommodate all the issuesdais¢he report. | will now hand
over to my colleague, Bill Vatovec, will provide amerview of this project and set
out the points of difference with the proposed Eiige plan. Thank you.

MR W. VATOVEC: Thank you for the opportunity tpeak today. For those who
don’'t know me, I'm Bill Vatovec, Chief Operating ffer for KEPCO Bylong
Australia. | acknowledge the traditional ownergha land we — where we meet
today, and pay our respects to their ancestorsrefubst, present and future.

I'd like to state that the Bylong Coal Project l@®n more than seven and a half
years in the making. In this time, KEPCO has tiste carefully to the local
community, the council, and government agencieg,maade significant changes to
the project. In fact, we have come a long wayesiday last year, the time the
Planning Assessment Commission undertook a revfagthegproject. The 2017
review identified areas of uncertainty and otherpuiring clarification, which we
have addressed comprehensively, with expert teahamalysis of information. One
of the most significant concerns raised in the 2@lfew related to the impacts on
Tarwyn Park. And | acknowledge Mr Peter Andrewhpvs attending today.

Earlier this year, following input from the Herim@ouncil, the Department of
Planning advised KEPCO that revisions to the miae gvould be required to
remove mining operations from Tarwyn Park, andhfeirtrevisions were needed to
minimise additional impacts in the Upper Bylong Mgl Our revised mine plan
achieves these two objectives, retains an econdlyniéable operation, while also
minimising visual and other impacts to the valleg @urrounding communities. In
terms of what has changed, mining has moved off ttrevyn Park property; this’ll
also reduce the duration of the open-cut miningyceng it by one year, to seven
years. A reduction in coal extraction of 4.6 roiflitonnes, meaning total coal to be
recovered of 190.8 million tonnes over 25 years.

A reduction in overburden material to be removeoinf 152 million bank cubic
metres to 116 million bank cubic metres. This ie@uction of over 23 per cent. A
reduction of 113 hectares of disturbance area 4@ b@ctares in total. The small
open-cut area and significant ..... reduces visopact on the final land form which
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directly responds to concerns raised by the Hezxitaguncil. This means that slopes
and heights have been intrusive, including thentaia of a wooded ridge line that
was previously to be mined. The reduced disturbamea means that former
catholic church and cemetery will be retained, al as the horse burial sites. If
you can cast your mind back with a view to thesesimine plan, you can see what
the mine plan changes have meant. The yellownzuiti Tarwyn Park. The pink
shaded area is represented where there proposeecopmining activity has been
removed for the totality of Tarwyn Park and alscaaga to the west to preserve site
bounds to the Growee Ranges.

The grey shaded areas represent the remainingaytenining areas and the brown
shaded areas are the overburden emplacement &kale these changes will lead
to a small reduction in jobs and economic bentfé,fundamental point is that the
employment and value-add to the region from thgeptawill be very significant.
The project will provide around 650 jobs at thekpehconstruction and up to 450
jobs at the peak of production. It will also prdeia substantial boost for the local
suppliers and other businesses on an ongoing bake net benefit to New South
Wales of this project in today’s ..... have beeseased at just over $300 million,
including $278 million in royalties.

Our tangible commitment to the local community udds a $9 million voluntary
planning agreement that was agreed with the Midt&/r<Regional Council and a
further $3.6 million to upgrade local roads. KEPG#&> also reached an agreement
with the Aboriginal native title claimants who stgly support the project. Over the
last few years, the company has directed $600@0f:al community groups, events
and charitable initiatives through its communityeatment fund. As part of the
fund, we are particularly proud to be able to pdeviip to $360,000 over three years
to the Mid-Western Regional Council to employ aaesaurce a youth officer to work
with young people throughout the area.

To date, KEPCO has spent over $700 million develppihis project. A substantial
amount of these funds were spent to acquire all feguired for the project, and to
give certainty to the affected landholders and gtigaly manage community issues.
All this is in line with planning best practicef dpproved, KEPCO will be making
and including an investment of $308 million overyHars with a capital investment
of $1.3 billion dollars. The project is a genevatl investment in the Mid-Western
region with an expected operating life of 25 yeanhilst I'm based in Sydney, most
weeks | travel to Bylong, Kandos, Rylstone, and iyl The number 1 issue
people apply to me about and the most common ip@tiour community
information centres that we receive is about emnplenyt.

This is a region which is crying out for jobs. Magmployers particularly in

Kandos and Rylstone have closed in recent ye&iesvd been recently talking to the
principal of Kandos High School. He explained te that the staff not only see their
of getting the students ready to leave school.yHae to get them ready to leave
the region. He said the local economy just cardivjge these young people with job
opportunities that they deserve. This project2&gear pipeline of opportunity,
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jobs and prosperity for communities like Kandos &ytktone experiencing
economic hardship, as well as ..... KEPCO beli¢gvegproject is now in the form
that's appropriately in balance with impacts anddfgs and we are grateful for the
stakeholder feedback that we have received. Thaak y

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Bill. 1 would just like tesemind you to hear people in
silence. It's just out of respect basically. @ext speaker is Annette Rhodes.

MS A. RHODES: My name is Annette Rhodes and I'lncal-born and bred in the
region. | believe the Bylong Project will providenuch-needed economic boost to
the Kandos, Rylstone region and, as Bill said,gtseso many young people having
to leave the area currently to find suitable emplegt. Both towns, along with the
Bylong Valley have suffered since the closing oa@lon mine and cement works,
and the recent drought has also kicked the lifeobus all as well, placing further
pressure on the region. Having worked for sewaals in job services
organisations, I've seen the demoralising effe€tsn@mployment within families in
the area, and | now have the privilege of workiogd local non-for profit
organisation that works with local school kids, aman appreciate the talent is down
there in that Kandos/Rylstone area and it wouldeladly nice to retain it.

If given the opportunity, in my opinion, | thinkighwill open up a chance for the
locals who reside in both those towns. | curredtywork with some mining
organisations and I've seen the benefits of workiitf local companies — sorry —
with local companies and to boost employment angdvgmployability skills within
the local community. The region is need of sutivast and the project will provide
that. | also work in the security industry andthe past, we've have the task of
patrolling regenerator sites, so | can fully aptcthe effort these companies go to
to regenerate the land and quite often it comek batter than it was before.

It's my understanding that the project will minimiepen-cut disturbance and will
not affect the appearance of the valley long tekimave grown up in the Mudgee
area and I'm part of the family that was amongstfitst settlers in Hargraves, so
I've seen the industries come and go and our Idmalsit with the loss of major
employers. My own husband lost his job when tlallabattoirs closed and | can
remember wondering if we could afford to stay od &ind another job. It was very
stressful, and we had one small child at the tane, another one on the way and |
can remember feeling utterly hopeless, so | wefdntrelink and visited them for
the first time in our lives ..... that feeling istrgreat and | can fully appreciate the
families in the Kandos/Rylstone area having tolgough that. It's a very degrading
and demoralising experience.

We're very fortunate here in the Mudgee Valley thatfound a way and it would be
fantastic to see that same opportunity given tdlfasnin the Rylstone/Kandos area.
My children are teenagers now, so | can appretiatethey have the choice to stay
in the area and I'm sure that parents in the Kafitldstone area would like the same
opportunity. We still work two jobs; we’ve gofarm in the area; and, like | said,
I’'m very grateful for the opportunities that areyided in this valley. | would like
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to see the same choice available to the peopleiBylong, Kandos, Rylstone area,
that's why I've chosen to speak today.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Annette. Thank you. Ouexi speaker is Travis Rixon.
MR T. RIXON: Morning.
MR KIRKBY: Morning.

MR RIXON: And thanks for the opportunity to spahis morning. My name’s
Travis and I'm a local resident and a former laridapwith the Bylong Valley, and
I’'m speaking strongly in support of the Coal Projelm 2011, the company | worked
for had a contract to undertake earthworks anauarother aspects — and
exploration — by the Bylong Project. At the tinh@as living in Tinka, and the sort
of drive in, drive out lifestyle began to taketidl. In 2013, an opportunity arose for
me to purchase a small property in Bylong. Sariged at it. | liked the idea of
being able to live in a great rural area and algser to work, and my aim was to
continue working for the project once it gainedessary approvals. In 2014, the
bulk of the exploration came to an end, but | wale #o stay on in the area and find
work for one of the mines just north of Mudgee.

KEPCO contacted me towards the end of 2015 totsaynbdelling showed my
property in the locale was located in the zonefigicéation and they wanted to
discuss mitigatory measures and the potentialuturé acquisition. While | was
there, our newborn son was diagnosed with a sewedéical condition. So | made
the decision to sell, relocate closer to the haspitthe Mudgee region and their
medical teams. KEPCO provided my family with tleetainty we needed even
before getting the go-ahead for their mine. Thappsed mine is really going to
boost the local community. We've already heardyBilvell on the benefits already
this morning, not only expecting that the localihasses can keep funding
agreements with our council but bringing socialdfgs to the mid-western region,
the mine contract workers, the families who chaodéeve in our local Rylstone and
Kandos areas — and there will be families like nvit® prefer to live in a rural
setting in smaller villages in the area.

There is a huge, | think, flow-on effect that thege oppose the mine don't talk
about, perhaps because — | believe that an edsmajiarity of those who oppose the
mine actually don’t even live here. They're bugeftom Sydney and Newcastle.
As a local resident, | know that the project haslsupport, but | feel our voices
have been drowned out by a large red crowd of peid@al protestors who have no
idea what it's like living and working in our commity. Our Bylong Project does
not propose open-cut mines on the floodplainstlieeGreens would have us believe
and have the public believe. Having worked onetkgloration phase of this project,
I've worked firsthand on the land that has beerppsed in the open-cut areas. Itis
not in the floodplains. It's not the best primeiagltural land that New South Wales
has to offer, although it is good country, thankyo
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Even so, with some of the concerns raised by enmientalists to save Tarwyn Park,
KEPCO has demonstrated their commitment to findiegright balance. They've
listened to the feedback and have since adjusedrttine plan to ensure the open
cut stays off the property. | grew up on the lacaime from a family farming
background but also understand the need to enfseigrotection of the farmland and
the water supply. Although | haven’t worked in mgpand rehabilitation of mine
sites for some years, I've seen many good exangblesw mining and agriculture
can work, due to the very stringent governmentleggns in place, unlike the
previous years and the mining leases that havequly issued. I've no doubt that
both industries will continue to provide many mgmod examples of the industry
working together.

MR KIRKBY: If you could wrap up, Travis.

MR RIXON: Thank you. I urge the IPC panel toddke Department of Planning
recommendations and approve the Bylong Coal ProjElcanks for your time.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Travis. Our next speaksiRobin Hawkins.

MS R. HAWKINS: Thank you for the opportunity tpesak today. My name is
Robin Hawkins, and I'm speaking on behalf of myy@ar old mother, Pamela
Hawkins, and her extended family. My mother has@dva cattle property in the
Bylong Valley since the early 1970s. Unfortunatelye cannot attend today, so has
asked me to present her concerns regarding thegedBylong Coal Project. She
and the rest of our family are opposed to the ppegdaoal mine.

Our primary concern relates to having a viable weagsource for all agricultural
interests in the Bylong Valley. For years now,peesonally have experienced a
degree of uncertainty about getting sufficient grwater for our livestock and
crops. Despite having an irrigation licence, wee rao longer able to irrigate any of
our lucerne paddocks. Ever since our shallow aluwell dried up, back in about
1997, we have had to rely on water from deep bohesdeepest of which is 102
metres; but this is currently unusable due todimke in groundwater levels, owing
to extended dry conditions.

Groundwater, in the Bylong Valley, is already ayvprecarious resource. To place
further demands on its supply should, in our viegrunthinkable. We're also
concerned that dirty mine water could jeopardigedhality of the existing
groundwater.

My mother, with the wisdom and experience gainedifan already long life,
realises the importance of jobs, particularly fougyg people leaving school. She,
however, recognises a great futility in creatinigsjohat are relatively short-term and
offer no long-term security or future. It would fae better and more responsible, in
her view, to be encouraging our young people tio tip and move into jobs in
renewable energy industries, where at least théréeva meaningful and hopeful
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future for them. To be looking for job opportuagiin coal mining is really short-
sighted.

The digging of a new coal mine in such a beautibanic place like the Bylong
Valley, in our view, constitutes environmental valsin. Given the vast scientific
knowledge about the impact of coal mining on owimment and climate change,
its impact on our health, and the reality thatwieeld is moving away from coal-
fired power, the Bylong Coal Project should noalpproved. Thank you.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Robin. Our next speakePister Shelley.

MR P. SHELLEY: Members of the Commission, ladaesl gentlemen, thank you
for allowing me to speak today. | am fully awafdl®e number of speakers that are
before the panel today, so I'll keep this as sherpossible. As introduced, my name
is Peter Shelley, and for the last 17 years, alitly my wife, we owned the

Rylstone newsagency and local post office. I'vergphe last week writing down
what | wish to convey to the Commission about #wosisness of our position,
without exaggeration, with statements that canesdigd as accurate.

You will hear from business groups, individuals amyironmental groups, so | feel |
need to give a brief background why | believe ladperot for all of Rylstone and
Kandos, but certainly the majority of Rylstone &wahdos. In 2004, Rylstone
Council and Mudgee Council were amalgamated, amalslasked by members of
our community to run for Council. | was successéud though we do have a ward
system, with support from Rylstone and Kandos, $ elected, and have been
continually re-elected, including this current term

| am not here today to speak in any official catyaags a councillor or on behalf of
Mid-West Regional Council. 1 am, however, spealasg business owner in
Rylstone, and as a community member, who throughdies has gained insight into
the socioeconomic status and condition of our toammsthe benefits that the
KEPCO project will have, specifically in relatiom the Kandos and Rylstone region.

In the last 10 years, we have seen a dramatiofossmiployment and business
closures. We lost a major employer at Kandos wwhertement works closed in
2011, and then Charbon Colliery in '14, with thetractor Big Rim going into
liquidation. With a quiet population of approxirat 1800 people, both Kandos and
Rylstone have suffered. More so Kandos, as thgrgebical nature of the town
does not lend itself to passing tourism trafficxcc&pt for the community-owned

bank Reliance, all other major banks have deserednd have closed their
branches in Rylstone and Kandos. Families haveethaway for employment, and
there is no hope for employment a majority of ooumth locally. We have lost
teachers due to dwindling numbers in our high sthod&andos, and also our
primary schools, in Kandos and Rylstone. We hased supermarket both in
Rylstone and Kandos. Hardware store, computee stafés, take-away businesses.
Even NRMA insurance has done a bunk. Rural supptiaberdashery and clothing,
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and just recently another employer closed, beibgl80. The only service that have
increased in Rylstone and Kandos are visits by gouent agencies for welfare.

We are a proud community, and | love where we |iVae only significant hope for
us is increased employment and services genergtbddiness that come to our area.
The only business on the horizon to save our tawits get that project. The money
that has already been granted and donated to cunaaity have kept ..... services
afloat, and they have indeed become part of ounomnity.

Just very recently we had the Rylstone Street Fd#sta major event in our region,
which brings thousands to our towns. It's a vargcessful day for our towns, and |
would recommend anyone to give it a go next yeait'sadefinitely a must-do event.
Some here today to speak against the project aittieaohd with everybody else much
enjoyed the day. The major sponsors for the ewgats KEPCO, Mid-West
Regional Council, Bowdens Silver project, Moolarliaral, Peabody Energy,
Wilpinjong Coal Mine, and the Kandos Community GtyaBhop, which is
sponsored and supported by KEPCO as well. Thadisgne event where our
generous donations to the farming community, aritd amy other organisations
being beneficiaries to the event.

This is only one event and one town. There arelteds more. Without KEPCO,
many of the events would not take place. They sttpqur region, and their support
is generous, and it's very welcome. Most business®ylstone and Kandos are
within an eight-week period of closing doors. Tlmaywe exhausted their mortgages
and credit availability, and they are hanging orth®ir skin of their teeth to remain
open, including us.

We are not complaining, by any stretch of the imagon; it's just the situation we
find ourselves in. And we will deal with it. Tloaly industry even on the horizon to
assist our towns is KEPCO. We’'re not talking pesdy just yet; just a chance to
gain back what we have already lost. Environmesisat environmental leaders
might have some significant — dreadful conditiohsansent | have ever seen, and
these — all these issues have been addressed. K&#(rovide opportunities that
are presently not available to us, and will keeptowns alive. Without the
employment opportunities that this project wouldyde, and the continuing support
from KEPCO, | despair for the future of our towns.

Mid-West Regional Council was presented with atgetiof 450 from our local
region last month in support of the KEPCO proje&hd | would like to also present
to you today a further petition of 400 signatuiesadd to that support. Thank you
for the opportunity to speak today, and for youngideration.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Peter. Our next speake€Cmssandra Jones.
MS C. JONES: Thank you to the IPC for the oppatjuto provide feedback

surrounding KEPCOs proposed Bylong Coal Project: tfansparency, I'm
currently employed at the project, and was emplogezhrly 2011 as the community
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liaison officer and continue that role today, ngailght years later. | do stress that
I’'m here today, however, not speaking in my role@asmunity liaison officer, I'm
speaking because | am a local resident and | amnal@r of the local community. |
speak as a person who wants to continue to liversmld in the area and support our
community in years to come.

| relocated to the area from Queensland in 20X4ke up my current role, and |
ended up purchasing property here because, whilkirngoon the project, we fell in
love with the area and wanted to make it our peenahome. We love the fact that
we can enjoy and raise our son in a rural lifestyteilar to what we experienced in
our childhoods, all while continuing to work in th@ning industry. The Mid-
Western Region offers something that a lot of ngraneas don’t: a great family
lifestyle and the opportunity to be a part of and my employment has certainly
provided that.

The Bylong Coal Project has introduced us to a ediudislice of Australia and
allowed for my family to be a part of the Bylongdathe wider Mid-Western
communities. We pay our rates to the local coune# shop locally; we patronise
local wineries and restaurants; and we're regau@porters of local events. We
volunteer on local committees, actively supportBiyéong Rural Bush Fire Brigade,
of which I'm the local and training officer, as Wak other community organisations
in the region. Our cars are serviced locally; use local plumbers, electricians,
hairdressers, veterinarians and many more locdés@eople.

Our son currently goes to a local day care faciatyd next year he will be attending
Mudgee preschool and, ultimately, our aim is fon o go to primary and high
school here. It may not seem like much, aftervedfre only one family, but the
flow-on effects from my employment at the BylongaCBroject are undisputable.
The approval of the Bylong Coal Project will bringpre families to the area and, at
the same time, it will also allow locals who areldag work to continue to live and
support locally, particularly those in the Kandosl &ylstone area. The Mid-
Western region clearly demonstrates how miningveark well alongside
agriculture, viticulture and tourism, and the regwill certainly benefit
economically and socially influenced diverse workéss.

If approved, the Bylong Project will provide aroudslo jobs at peak production and
up to 450 jobs at peak operations, and KEPCO hadera commitment through a
local contact policy that the operational work wilso be residential, which is a huge
boost for the Mid-Western region. KEPCO has dgwetba mine proposal that
extensively addresses all issues, including enwental, social, heritage and
economic, and has presented a revised mine plaadhares to New South Wales
Government guidelines, policies and statutory nesments. The Department of
Planning and Environment’s final assessment rdpothe project dated October
2018 states:

The department considers that the benefits of thiggt outweigh the costs and
that the project is approvable subject to stringeonditions.
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As a local resident and a member of the local conityul ask that the Independent
Planning Commission takes this advice and recomm#ralapproval of the Bylong
Coal Project.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Cassandra. Our next speakd&obbin Binks.

MS R. BINKS: Thank you for the opportunity to siie In the early 1900s, two
brothers slipped across the range from neighbowiidylen to Bylong to ..... land
..... established Tarwyn Park and James Cyril TrsmampWingara, on the main
valley floor. James Cyril was my grandfather. 8ster and | were raised in
Bylong, as was our dad and his siblings. Bylongdlavays been the centre of my
universe. To grow and be part of such a vibrampsrtive and cohesive, proud
rural community is both a joy and a privilege. paxfter moving away, | still
considered and called Bylong home and return relguldhese past few years have
seen this close community, my tribe, covertly indiled and undermined by those
that have no connection or no regard for the vailuess held so dearly.

Since arriving in Bylong, KEPCO representativesehmsisted that community
involvement and consultation come first and forenaosl that the company is
transparent and keen to provide and enrich thd tmramunity, and yet there are so
many examples of this not being the case. WheseKEPCOs community
consultation of the decision to demolish the WillBavilion at the Bylong sports
ground? lan Wilson “Willow” made a huge contritmutito the Bylong sporting
community, hence his pavilion. It was seen beingesemoniously torn down and
dumped with no regard for local community sentinfemtn KEPCO. Prior to
KEPCO - a working bee would’ve been organised tkemapairs and bond the
community some more.

And what has happened to the twice-weekly tenmspcbeld at the hall? In fact,
where are the courts and the fence? Where iptheand energy that glued the
community together and enable the sports days, Gam&s cricket matches and
school carnivals to occur? Gone since KEPCO cafmel what happened to the
Bylong mouse races which attracted hundreds oflpdoghe valley for 25 years
and raised over $500,000 to give back to the conityfuriThe last race day was in
2013, just two years after KEPCO moved in. KEPC&nhawledges in the
Preliminary Social Impact Management Plans, or SIMBt the greatest recent
population decline in the valley occurred througbRCO acquisition of properties
and this decline has continued.

The SIMP fails to identify that this included thes$ of the bush fire brigade captain
and key organisers of the Bylong mouse races. Meng Public School was a huge
recipient of that community fundraising and, assuit, | do believe the best
equipped small school in New South Wales. So wiseitee school? Closed. The
children now have to bus it to Rylstone. Agaire 8iMP fails to note that the school
principal and a staff member was also part of plegiulation loss. It's that once
vibrant local spirit that has been the local hathenittee to have a healthy $100,000
saved for community projects. $60,000 has disapleaith little or no public
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consultation since the new KEPCO-friendly committas taken the reigns and there
have been no treasury reports presented at anyt neetings.

For many years, the hall committee have votedke tm the ..... cost of electricity
and ground maintenance for St Stephen’s Anglicamr€h The church built in

1881 and sitting at the edge of the village, isrdifly a point of interest for tourists.
There was no public consultation when the curratitdommittee stopped the
payment of these costs. Most of the data in thPIlised to assess the community
wellbeing — the local community wellbeing — spidbhesion — was collected after
the vast majority of landowners had already |éfow can this be a true reflection of
the real impact KEPCO has had in the community® ddmage is already done.

The proposed mitigation measures in the SIMP dseetany problem with loss or
acknowledge community connections with that poporattoss. Repopulating the
valley with mineworkers cannot replace a rural camity, because they’re not
invested, demonstrated clearly in Wollar whereghemo engagement in social
activities and very little voluntary support by remorkers, and, incidentally, it's
where my mother came from. So where is that offm@nt, close rural community?
Divided, conquered and carried away. It didn’'t gdtarchance against the tactics
KEPCO used to infiltrate and cleverly manipulateating tension, division and
unrest from the outset. And all for the short-téimancial gain, while leaving
permanent destruction of prime agricultural latslcomplex and delicate aquifer
system and a community that it was dependent on.

So many brave people have hung on and battled KE&®Qge personal loss to
save this beautiful valley. Everyone has theiakneg point and KEPCO has
steadily weakened the community until has becomsally unsupportive, unpleasant
and hopeless place to be a part of. Consequenty) the strongest are forced to
leave after signing a gag clause and thus ensthiaighe people who most need to
be heard by the IPC can’'t be heard. Please ddoiw a@pproval to mine this
beautiful, spiritual, prime agricultural valleyt Has so much more to offer us and our
children in generations to come the way it iscalt’t recover from a coalmine’s rape
and pillage no matter what is promised. One oelgds to fly over the Hunter
Valley moonscape to realise that. My grandfatheught he was on a winner when
he rode into Bylong. Let him rest peacefully knogvBylong remained as it is. Its
coal untouched and in the ground where it must stay

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Robbin. We've had a speagall out and I've had a
request to bring a speaker forward: Mr Phillip Mgr Phillip is not here yet?
Okay.

MR P. MORLEY: Good morning all, members of then@oission. Firstly, let me
say that the views and represent those of a lacahmunity member and as the
principal of Kandos Public School. They are norespntative of the Department of
Education, who | work for. | cannot speak on bebélihe environmental aspects of
this project. There are people here that are rmeedligent in the world than | am on
such a broad topic. What I do feel is importarih&t decisions are made with
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balanced opinion and with contextual informatid@s the principal of Kandos

Public School, | see directly on a daily basisdbasiderable impact that the
repeated closing of industry and business is hammnthe wider Kandos area. Since,
2011, industry closes have put immense pressufenoities in the local economy.
That's the Cement Works closed, Big Rig, Charbotii€y, Sibelco will be moving
on at the end of the year. It also impacts ondlassociated industries in town. The
economic and social impact of these losses have digrificant. The social impact
on this downturn alone has created an atmosphatisibéisionment, as many
relevant prospective long-term working families édeen forced to move to find
employment.

With the movement of these families, Kandos PuBtibool has been classified as a
low socioeconomic school. A ..... used to claskiéyndos Public School as a low
economic — socioeconomic school is the family oatigm and employment index.

In the past four years, this has hovered aroundrid#x points. What does this
mean? Well, over 50 per cent of our students wkeed in the bottom quartile of
social disadvantage ..... this trend has also edeaticious cycle of population
decline. The economic viability of the region reatly impacted, something local
schools are seeing in our current significant dommtn enrolment.

Currently, in my context, enrolment growth is agagve nine per cent, so as kids
move on, we are not replacing them, and that'ss-ths seen the school lose
executive and teaching positions. As an educdtigrmy mission to equip students
with the skills to contribute in society in mearfuigand productive ways when they
leave school. In my opinion, the significant aeligagement we are seeing from
our youth can be strongly attributed to the lackmbortunities to enter careers and |
personally see worrying trends towards substaatrunt of youth showing no
ambition to do anything in life. In my opinionyesult of the inability to find
employment.

In the past four years, I've seen a dramatic nsehild protection reports in the local
area. This social engagement — this disengagenasmd direct impact on the school
welfare with major focuses at Kandos Public turrtimgards wellbeing programs,
catering for physical and social awareness. Wiéheconomic downturn, local
services which support our families are no longeilable. I've seen parents
traveling for dental, physio, occupational and oti&sociated services to
surrounding towns. One of our issues, we don’ehawblic transport. So a lot of
these parents aren’t attending those crucial appeints for their children.

As a local of some 28 years who have raised childreountry towns, it is vital to
give them opportunities to participate in cultusgdprting and social experience to
build well-rounded citizens. Unfortunately, ecoriomownturn has impacted
directly on those opportunities in Kandos. Withtheé population base, you do not
feel ..... and if you don’t have power to run orngations, and this leads to reduced
opportunities which, in turn, breeds social disadage. Again, in the interest of
context, if the establishment of Bylong coal iscssful, | would encourage KEPCO
to work closely with the community, to honour contmments, to ensure that they
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follow the strong restrictions for the environmdmit also support the community
with employment, with direct workers coming intoris and ensuring that we
have a viable community in the future which isicat at this time as Kandos is at
tipping socially and economically. Thank you fauy time, and good luck with the
deliberation.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Phillip. Our next speakerJohn Hayes.

MR HAYES: Thank you, Commissioner. Just whilestis being set up, I've got
two presentations. I'm firstly talking as a graaitiier. I've got my grandfather’s hat
on. And the second presentation relates to mengatkn behalf of a community
group based in Newcastle. | think that'll show siides okay. They're my eight
grandchildren. I'm 73. And what I'm really conoed about is that my
grandchildren don’t have a voice now. What willstialia and the planet look like
when they are 73? And for the eldest, that willlb8083 and the youngest in 2081.
We need to change. All of us need to change. Mbuos can continue ripping up
good farmlands, exploiting water, leaving wastetaadd the way we’re doing it
now.

The mines around Bulga and the Hunter are shoakiagnples. This slide
demonstrates the problems from growth developmemtechnology that have been
brought to date, and we need to change. It's tiffgour health, and it's affecting
the environment. Looking down the line and notveoy far away, coal, I'm
confident to say, is heading towards obsolesce.kige that dust and air pollutions
are harmful to human health, and they cause adlerginess and death. We know
that solar and wind technology are rapidly replgdossil fuels. We know that
technology enables removing coal and products mauhg coal from building
materials, structures, cars and other things, anénew ..... adjust transition away
from coal, and refusing this Bylong application slobe part of this transition.

So you, Commissioners, have a part of history ury@ands, an important part. How
will that work? Government ..... and industry messtbrace new technologies
coming forward, give our children and grandchildtiea time, space and support for
development. Some examples include renewable gnelagtric transportation,
smart houses and offices, and the list goes ormnlssioners need to realise that
allowing a brand new coal mine in a pristine anebpictive valley does not
contribute to a functioning transition. Coal mirsge done and dusted. The world is
moving on. For the sake of my grandchildren, ygnandchildren and the
grandchildren of the world, please acknowledge ttaffuture is almost upon us.

The mine cannot help future generations appreoitéral beauty in the Bylong
Valley, nor to draw sustenance from the very préisedood bowl that's about to be
destroyed. It's time for the planners to join tleev age and my children, my
grandchildren and our grandchildren call on yoe¢htommissioners to please reject
the application. My grandfather’s hat is off afrd how speaking on behalf of, and
as convenor of, Correct Planning and ConsultaworiMayfield Group. It's based in
Newcastle. It's a mouthful. It was specificallgmed because we started when there
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was no correct planning and consultation on isthestswe were dealing with in
Newcastle. I've been in Newcastle for 14 yearsy @etive in the community.

I’'m not a paid blow-in complainer. CCCFM was beight years ago following a
series of huge public meetings in 2010. We'veayotembership of about 500
people and we’re concerned about all planning #rcbasultation, and there are
very large areas of demonstration of that with inggect. We’re a major player in
the campaign for responsible cartage of the coahlbyo the port of Newcastle. So
Newcastle is not unrelated to what's happeningyitoBg. It all ends up in
Newcastle. Newcastle is the largest coal expmaerin the world. Clean air, clean
water courses, clean aquifers, low noise, andysafetthe touchstones of
responsible coal haulage. This mine proposal doesxplain how coal will be
hauled responsibly.

This mine proposal does not explain the impacttherower Hunter and the people
of Newcastle. And we ask can the commissionesdimywhere in the application —
and I'm prepared to bet you, you can’t — how thal edll be transported
responsibly. There is one paragraph in the sugdestn the recommended
conditions on transport and guess what it says@ntbe trains and count the coal
and publish it. That's it. Just count it and psiblit. No conditions. Itis
disgraceful. Coal trains pollute. We know thatldocos could hardly be
considered environmentally friendly and there amusands and thousands and
thousands of locos involved, which | will demongtran another slide. Tracks are
littered with coal, and | will describe that in neadetail. On the bottom slide,
wagons have — carry-back coal both inside — sagtafter they’re empty. There’'s a
remnant of coal inside the wagon and the outsiere’s a remnant of coal on the
platforms outside.

How do they do it? Carry-back coal remains inwlagons after they’re unloaded. It
escape via doors not being properly sealed. Wgotdundreds of examples of that
in photographs that we’ve tendered to the EPA ariti¢ other authorities. It gets
sucked out the top and it drops from the otheriages. Coal falls off full wagons
generally prior to the trains leaving the mainkneeaching the mainline. So this is
after the loading point. It falls from the toptbk load. It falls from the train
platforms. It falls from the wagon exterior andiailis as a result of train mishaps.
And the third area of pollution is water drainageyhen wet coal drains excessive
moisture from loaded wagons due to the coal beppdied to the — due to water
being applied to the coal and as a result of rain.

This is a complicated slide. I'm not going to goi it in detail because my time is
short, but I'm happy to take questions from the gossioners. But we know PM10
and PM2.5 are the two things that — yes, the measemt of particles in the air and if
they don’t kill you, they bloody near kill you. & attack the health of you and me,
and do we really want Bylong Mine ..... by coal.eVé aware of faulty research
outcomes and the lack of prosecution. We've beethis caper now for many
years. We’'ve met with all of the responsible atities. We've put lots of stuff in
front of them. We've carried out our own research.
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We're aware that overall the Government researéwisy and that, as a result of
that, there hasn’t been any prosecutions in relatcdhe failures of haulage of coal.
We keep on saying to the EPA and others, “Looledtor four $15,000 fines for all
these breaches that we can point to, the job woelideaned up in a week”. They're
not game to do it. So there’s no evidence in themy Mine proposal — and this is
very relevant to what you commissioners have td wéh. There’s no relevant
evidence to show that the trains that are cominigobthe Bylong Mine are any
different from any of the others, and what do wewrabout the Bylong trains? We
know that there are 20 train movements a day. 'Jhétloaded and 10 unloaded.

We know that equates to 7300 trains, 584,000 wadh800 diesel locos per
annum. Unquestionably, that's a major cumulatapact on Newcastle. We also
know that over the life of the mine — and this gtre is wrong. The figure we've
got there is 1,600,000 wagons will be choking theridor of the port, and |
discovered yesterday it was wrong because we faogwtultiply it, | heard, because
they all take the return journey. So, in fact, Wagons taking the corridor will be
3,200,000. I’'m going to have to skip through sarhthese slides and I'm sorry
about that. But it's important that the consemtditions that are applied would
require a certificate, a fellow with a red flagysa, “All loaded and unloaded coal
trains satisfy those requirements”. | will let yamad those at your leisure. | would
like to — we know that over 6500 tonnes of codbs.

MR KIRKBY: If you could wrap up, John.

MR HAYES: I'm coming to the end, Mr Commissioneé8o thank you for listening
to us. We must insist that the material beforecthramission is sufficient to enable
you to refuse the Bylong application. | will leatve last words to Pope Francis,
who issued a letter to the world before the Palilm&le Talks. Thank you.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, John. Our next speakedugia Imrie.

MS IMRIE: Thanks for the opportunity to addrelss interview panel. This
presentation is in addition to an earlier submissothe PAC on potential water
impacts on behalf of the Bylong Valley Protectioltiahice. Today | would like to
focus on the significant uncertainties in the watedelling when assessing risk and
long-term impacts of the proposed Bylong Coal Ritogend compare this to the
actual experience of other working mines in thenlHeea. | refer to a document
which | will table. I've lived on the Upper GoulbuRiver for over 40 years and am
researching as part of a PhD project at the Auatrddational University surface and
groundwater connectivity in the Goulburn Riverlie ttontext of changing land use
and climate.

| have first-hand experience of the impacts on msystems from mining at Ulan. |
also operate a tourist business, Goulburn Rivemes@ottages. Now, numerical
modelling is used extensively by the mining indystr predicting mining impacts.
It cannot and does not predict the future. Modgltan provide a range of possible
outcomes to assist water management in the shantéed in this context it’s very

.IPC MEETING 7.11.18 P-18
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited  Transcript in Golence



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

useful. But it’s only able to represent complet@tsystems in a highly simplified
manner, and the predicted outcomes are controtiddimited by the modern
consumptions and parameters. Our step by the pesps modeller in this case is
the focus of KEPCO. The modelling is inherentlpjsative.

Mine groundwater modelling is based on a series, tpugive you a bit of an idea, of
conceptual hydrological layers, each for estiméugdtaulic connectivity, that is,

how the water flows in the strata vertically andibantally. Now, these layers are
assigned flow ratios and that can vary considerbplgnany orders of magnitude,
and this, again, is dependent on model preferemdecd course, influences the
predicted outcome. For example, the assumed péilitygéactor, that is, the
hydrolating ..... for a simple hydraulical unittime groundwater models used by .....
Coal and Ulan Coal varies from two to 5000 for shene strata. This is a huge
difference. Rainfall recharge rate can also varige DPI water estimates the annual
recharge of about five per cent for infiltrationmaach water goes into the landscape
and then it tries to ..... river aquifers.

However, the mines always use a range of between-tar two per cent annual
rainfall. This is considerably less than what idely accepted. With such a
complex range of variables there is significanteutainty with predictions.

Actually, once a groundwater modeller ..... tha&gipreting groundwater data is a bit
like using a paper punch to extract meaning frasticionary and trying to fit
together ..... and | totally agree with that, hagwnin the middle of research. But just
getting onto KEPCOs examples, they, themselveg wtter consultants, in their
response to submissions, admit numerous modelhogrtainties, and having a
medium confidence in their modelling predictioméow, they justified this on the
basis it was a greenfield mine and predictionsardy be realistically verified after a
mine ..... this is a typical “suck it and see” aggwrh, unfortunately, that the mining
industry repeatedly uses. It's just not good eihdieg the Bylong Valley.

KEPCO modelling assumes also that licence watecatiions that they hold in the
Bylong River are sustainable. However, it is wydedcognised and experienced, as
seen from a previous speaker, that the total volohaduvial water licences in the
valley were historically over-allocated and haderdveen tested or verified.
KEPCO admits the mine still needs to acquire enenrtl600 million litres of licence
entitlements from the fractured rock groundwatestesy to offset their estimated
4000 million litres of modelled water taken. Tisattow much they removed from
the landscape. This could even be higher. Thia¢'igure.

However, according to DPI water, it is uncertairet¥ter additional entitlements
from this groundwater system will be availablemhy not be. The interception — a
drawdown of this groundwater source by the undengglanine creates what they
call a regional sink. This is — basically drawsinrounding groundwater from well
outside the mining footprint. The experience aruk between five and 20
kilometres. This includes leakage from the allaviun the coal seam, as the coal
seam and the alluvium are connected.
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KEPCO modelling indicates a sustained change iemiavels that will last over 100
years, including DIG watering of large sectionsha alluvial sands entirely. There
iS no going back to pre-mining levels. It's a letegm impact of this drawdown on
the alluvial system on Tarwyn Park natural sequéaicaing, groundwater-
dependant ecosystems, such as river red gums,camo mention downstream water
users and irrigators. It's basically unproven datinitely uncertain.

One thing we do know is the total disruption to Weger system will reduce the
resilience and increase the Bylong Valley’'s vulbdity to drought for many
decades into the future. There is also significenaertainty in KEPCOs modelling
of climatic streams. This is when systems are unuaest stress and the most
environmental damage will occur, made even moedyiklue to climate change. An
example would be an extreme rainfall event thaid®a pit — an open cut pit.

Now, rainfall totals of over 100 mils over threeyda- this is based on local daily
rainfall data — has a probability of occurring abonce every three years. That's a
one in a thousand probability. However, a simiganfall event occurred in Ulan in
December 2010 on a wet catchment, resulting ifEtiheronment Protection
Authority having to suspend the mines’ — all thnei@ees — licences — pollution
licences — nor to allow them to discharge untreatéte water for over three months.
This has already occurred. Dischargement contasred 2000 tonnes of salt that
were exported to the already stressed Goulburnéfaystem.

Now, KEPCOs surface water response to submissilamsthey have sufficient
storage or space to store excess mine water fajecp up to year 20 of the project,
allowing them to achieve nil discharge in all byxtreme rainfall scenarios. This
relies on storage in a mine underground goaf frearyfive to eight. Now, this is
quite a substantial claim that requires quite sari&il proof. Proposed storage of
excess water in this underground goaf, undergroumaels and open cut pits is
especially dangerous considering the tip of thé seam and connectivity between
the working coal seam and previously mined voitlse workers working down
there are, if there’s water stored there, in daoget risk.

Most of the excess water may originate from thesugcbund. So they’re taking it
out of the underground, but they want to storadkbin the open pit. At Ulan Coal
Mine, the ejection of waste water in the mine ugdaund area was rejected on
numerous occasions due to the significant risk seddo miners if the water barrier
fails. These mines lay on the same coal fieldjrbgeology and variable rainfall
climate of the Bylong Valley. They, like KEPCOitially claimed they would
achieve nil discharge, with their mine being sigoédand given the tick by the
Department of Planning peer view as fit for purpok®wever, due to the
combination of underestimating peak groundwatdows$ combined with extreme
rainfall events, they failed to achieve nil disaer Now, they all have pollution
licences that permit between 10 and 30 milliore$itper day of mine water
discharge, which accounts to about 27 tonnes dfiaddl salt into the Goulburn
River per day.
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So KEPCOs predictions require rigorous testingregjahe reality and experience of
the mine at Ulan. Mine modelling for both Ulan aN@llar Coal Mine .....
repeatedly underestimated their water ..... corfriomm the fractured coarse rock
groundwater system. Not the alluvial. This isfitaetured rock system. Wollar's
water modelling predicts in 2017 — this is whatitipeediction — that they would
only produce one million litres per day in theimnenderground mine. The reality
was over six million litres per day. That's whaéy've put. By Ulan — this is a
graph. Ulan Coal Mine’s underground produced @zmillion per day in 2016,
and that this is predicted to exceed 28 milliore$itper day in the coming years.

So KEPCOs groundwater volume fails to adequatglyesent the Triassic Upper
Permian fractured coarse rock geology, and thefgignce to the basic flow of the
Bylong River. This groundwater, therefore seeksdlow release towards the valley
floor, sustaining streams during dry periods angrowing water quality — good
quality water. Until mine subsidence cracks thiem— until the mine subsidence
crack this open and drains these aquifers. Yoldcsee this, sort of, vertical
disjointing in the valley and the amazing escarpimahBylong Valley.

There’s one clear lesson that can be learnt frararahines. Once approval is
granted, they will want to modify and expand thmining footprint. This cannot be
allowed in the Bylong Valley. So in conclusion, REO justifies the many
uncertainties by saying, as mining proceeds, théymwonitor to verify the

modelling, and then make adjustments to mining matnagement. This is too big
arisk. Once the damage to the groundwater sysstelone, it cannot be undone. It

is too late for mitigation or remediation or compation. These are buzz words used
by the entity to justify the approval, despiteth# uncertainties and long-term risks.

The potential scale of these impacts cannot bet@ftdy managed post-mine for the
many decades and centuries into an unknown climates future. Assessing the
risk inevitably involves a certain about of subjeity, and what the coal mine
industry may believe is acceptable is not the sasnwhat you can usually regard as
acceptable of what might be essential in the wagraimd increasingly unpredictable
climate. | will just skip to the end. It is a faetter stance to support farming in the
future than risk permanently damaging the irre@baée water system that supports
the Bylong Valley, the future of this magnificergriiage-listed valley with abundant
water sources set within a stunning landscape bruagricultural and recreational.
It should not be compromised or sterilised by skemn ill-perceived, high-risk coal
mining.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Julia. Our next speakeRess Granata.

MR GRANATA: Commissioners, good morning and weteoto Mudgee. My
name is Ross Granata. I'm the current operatarratilti-franchise motor vehicle
dealership in Mudgee. I'm addressing you, speaftangurably of the project.
Commissioners, you will soon make a recommendatiahwill affect Mudgee’s
economic future. Itis my belief that in orderdetermine your future, you must
understand your past.
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With this in mind, | would like to take you back @ctober 1990, when | first started
my business. There were eleven people on the jha@ack then, my nearest
competitor was in Kandos 50 kilometres from hefaere were Holden dealerships
in Parkes, Wellington and Narromine, Warren, Cormdiob Peak Hill and West
Wyalong. Today, none of these dealerships existact, in Wellington, only 90
kilometres away, | can remember when the brandkjé#d~ord Mitsubishi and
Nissan were all represented. Today, they too ngdoexist.

Why does this happen? The answer is simple. Tosl@yive in a globalised world,
and there is neither room, nor sympathy for snelesoperations. By any measure
..... progressive and ..... given the relativelyaBmmarket that is Mudgee. Last week,
my wage bill was $47,471.25. I'm employing 38 pleopLast financial year, | paid
$2,387,340 in wages. Why has my business growtewter similar businesses in
similar country towns vanished? There is one sngpiswer, and that is coal. If not
for coal mining, Mudgee and its economy would berded.

| would not have employed 38 people if not for ¢dcause our other industries,
such as agriculture, viticulture, tourism, simpty bt generate sufficient wealth — or
job creation to sustain a new motor vehicle deblprsm Mudgee. Mudgee, with its
population of 10,000 does not have sufficient istfiracture or critical mass ..... in
terms of population, employment, governance, amahitial independence without
coal. Whether you're in favour of mining or ndteteconomy — the economic reality
is that Mudgee and district groups heavily relycoal mining for employment,
service facilities, and our prosperity today anydoel.

What would the country towns I've previously mentad give for a South Korean
government to set up a coal mine in their areaterg four to six hundred jobs in
themselves, and a further $1.3 billion in capitalisted, in addition to another 700
million that they have already spent. Independenthave found that over the life of
the project that the total amount for our regioii e 4.8 to five billion dollars. In
addition to this, let’s not forget the $9 milliooluntary planning agreement with the
Mid-West Regional Council, and the economic — a wament to a further 3.6
million to ensure that local roads can accommotteencreased traffic.

As someone who lives in the district, works in dligtrict, employs people in the
district, pays council rates in the district — kelsome keynote speakers of today — |
urge you to recommend in favour of this projecb Ihave a direct interest in
Bylong Project? No. Am | a shareholder in KEPCN8&. Can | guarantee the .....
of the Bylong Project ..... no. Because like mmosting companies, | have a
propensity to purchase a brand that | do not $aii.future, and the future of my 38
employees, will be enhanced by the employment aosierity Bylong Project will
generate. To deny the Bylong Valley Project idéay an economic future. How
can | be so sure? Because history tells us.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Ross. We might just askJavis, from the Hunter
Environment Lobby, to speak next, and then weleha 10-minute break following
that. Thank you, Jan.
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MS DAVIS: Thank you, Commissioners. | too wolilee to acknowledge the
traditional owners of this land, and acknowledggrtbngoing culture. This land
was never ceded. This land always was and alwdlybevAboriginal land.

| represent Hunter Environment Lobby, and we’regianal, community-based
environmental organisation, that's been activeol@r 20 years on issues of
environmental degradation, issues of habitat ksd,climate change. We strongly
object to the proposal to extract more coal fromiunter River catchment,
particularly from a new greenfield site in the ilertstate-significant, heritage land
environment of Bylong Valley.

The assessment of this coal mine proposal hase®st igorous in the requirement
to assess cumulative impacts, especially the ispativater sources and the
Goulburn River. We consider this to be a high-psgject on many fronts that have
not been adequately addressed. Hunter Environhudniity strongly disagrees with
the conclusion in the Department’s final report tine Bylong Coal Project can
comply with the relevant performance measures &amtlards, and that predicted
residual impacts can be effectively minimised, gaited, and/or compensated.

We object to the quality of the assessment of ingpac water sources for a number
of key reasons, and consider that the predictedualsmpacts have been vastly
underestimated. The lack of a rigorous cumulatiyeact assessment needs to be
addressed. Some of the key failings in the assa#sof impacts on water sources
and other water users include:

(1) the failure to recognise that the Bylong Riwater source is vastly over-
allocated;

(2) the failure to consider the regulatory sigrafice of a cease-to-pump rule in the
water sharing plan;

(3) the failure to comply with the aquifer inteé@ce policy; and

(4) the failure to consider the current cumulatim@act of the three existing mining
operations on base flows to the Goulburn River.

We feel that the high risk to the Bylong River @dulburn River water sources,
water sharing for the environment, and other usard,long-term cumulative
impacts, have not been adequately assessed osaddrey the Department, or
adequately managed under the proposed conditicagprbval.

Firstly, the Department has failed to considerftiue that the Bylong River is vastly
over-allocated with water licences. The relatiopdietween allocated water shares,
or entitlements, and actual water availability hasbeen considered. The
recognised high connectivity between the alluvealiter and the surface water flows
is a significant issue. The groundwater and serfaater in the Bylong Valley is
basically the same body of water. The predictedveliown of the alluvial system
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and capture of rainfall run-off by the proposed eniras not been assessed in relation
to water availability across entitlements, partelyl during dry years.

The Bylong River water source report card releas&009, during the development
of the Hunter unregulated and alluvial water stiaglan, contains a number of
critical facts that appear to have been ignorethbyDepartment. The low-flow
index shows the 80percentile of days with flow during December i8 fillion

litres per day. The peak inflow into the reviseidens predicted to be 0.2 million
litres a day; that is two-thirds of the daily Iélew. The estimated rainfall recharge
to the alluvial aquifer is 2580 million litres pgear. In dry years, like the one we’re
having now, this rainfall recharge is much less.

The volume of water licences allocated in the Bglerater source bears no
relationship to water availability. There is 63lmon litres per year of surface water
entitlements, and 5843 million litres per year afundwater entitlements. The fact
that KEPCO has acquired 3045 unit shares of watexsa 11 access licences is
meaningless if the water isn’t there.

The assessment of impacts on the water sourcethaedwater users does not
identify current annual average water use in thiemy Valley. The report card
shows a peak daily demand of 1.4 million litregrirthe two surface water licences,
but provides no information on the daily demanadrfrihhe groundwater licences. It
is essential for the current water usage to be knowinderstand the likely impact of
the mine water usage and water interception. Minises and intercepts water 24
hours a day, seven days per week. Agriculturesisasonal user of water, with a
higher demand during dry times. This is when walering arrangements are the
most important.

The Department’s final assessment report and thelementary information
provided by KEPCO does not give the Commission adtginformation on water
availability or water shares in the Bylong watenrse.

The second key issue is the upcoming water shamiegchange. The final
assessment report does not address the managefmeease-to-pump rules to be
implemented in the water sharing plan next yedre purpose of water sharing
plans, under the New South Wales Water Managemein2@00, is to share water
between the environment and water users, with pld@mvironmental water having
the highest priority. The newly formed Natural Bexes Access Regulator in New
South Wales has the task of regulating rules iremstiaring plans to ensure they are
not breached. All water licences in the Bylongevatource will have a cease-to-
pump rule attached to ensure its implementation.

The uncontrolled inflow of alluvial groundwateranthe Bylong mine open cut will
not be able to meet the cease-to-pump rule ondesheld by KEPCO. All other
water users in the Bylong Valley will have to cosnplith this rule. Itis required to
protect the environmental health of the Bylong Riared highly connected
groundwater system. Once all other water usersecgamping under this rule, the
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inflows into the open-cut pits are likely to incseaabove the volumes. The purpose
of the rule will fail by removing the protected waftrom the water source to
uncontrolled flows into the mine. This likely im@ase in mine inflows will also
impact on the proposed management of the mine watance, and further erode the
conclusion that the mine will not have to dischangger during the period of open-
cut operations. We urge the Commission to closefsider the implications of the
cease-to-pump rule on the water impact conditionstfe Bylong Coal Project.

The third key issue is the application of the aguifterference cost. The likelihood
of aquifer draw-down being greater than two meisdgghly probable, and the
increase in salinity level in the alluvial systesraiso likely to be above the threshold
of quality. The risk of this policy not being met/en with the proposed revised
mine plan, is very high, and needs further assessme

Finally, the cumulative impact of this mine proplosa the environmental health of
the Goulburn River, and downstream water usersnbabeen adequately assessed.
The Bylong River is a major tributary of the up@wulburn River water source.

The water licence entitlements in the Bylong Rivexke up 20.29 per cent of the
Goulburn extraction management units entitlem@iite Bylong mine proposes to
use over half of this entitlement, more regulahigrt current usage. This will impact
on flows to the Goulburn River. The predictionwihe revised plan is that the peak
loss of base flows to the Bylong River will be 98dlion litres per year. We
consider this volume to be an underestimate, abémis demonstrated and talked
about here today through water modelling for theeptmines in the Goulburn River
catchment.

The loss of this Goulburn River water is substamti@n overallocated resource. It
is also substantial in terms of long term annuakage flows to the Goulburn River.
The cumulative impact on the Ulan, Moolarben andpivjong mines on the
Goulburn River has been much greater than predatedater models for these
operations. There has been no independent analyfie cumulative impact of
mining on regional groundwater sources and surflages for the Goulburn River.
The assessment of the impacts of the Bylong Mirsenlod considered cumulative
impacts of current mining operations.

The current mining footprint on the headwatershef Goulburn River is 190 square
kilometres. The Bylong project will add another@l7square kilometres to this
footprint, pushing it over — to over 200 squarekiktres. This is a substantial area
of impact in the catchment of an unregulated rayetem. Key finding 6 in the
recently released federal bioregional assessmeheampact of mining on water
resources in the Hunter subregion states that nesldehanges in ecologically
important flows indicate a higher risk to the cdiudh of riverine forested wetlands
along the Goulburn River, compared to other rivefiorest wetlands in the
subregion. Additional impact through loss of théiee/s and increased salinity from
Bylong Mine is likely to further threaten the cotiadin of riparian vegetation along
the river system.
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In 2017, the three current mining operations orhsgdwaters of the Goulburn River
captured 15,000,000,000 litres of water that mayeHbwed through the river. The
additional loss of up to 994,000,000 litres or maof&ase flow from the Bylong

River has not been assessed in regard to curramgrimpacts and cumulative flow
loss. During the recent dry year in 2014, the mimged an equivalent of a third of
the total annual flow measured at the ..... midsirgauge. The other key issues not
addressed is increased salt load in the GoulburerRiThe current mining
operations are licensed to discharge a combinatldbR7 tonnes of salt per day.
This will rise to 30 tonnes per day if the Moolambmodification 14 is proved by an
upcoming independent planning commission. Measen¢of salt load at the .....
have demonstrated an increase in flow heights satimity levels above 900 EC.

This level of salinity has been reported at flovighés of 107,000,000 litres per day,
whereas pre-mine, this level was recorded at \@wyflows of 63,000,000 litres per
day. The Hunter River salinity trading scheme &target of 600 EC at Denman
where the Goulburn River joins the Hunter Riverriging salt load in the Goulburn
River has a direct impact on the operation of thdihg scheme for mines operating
in the Muswellbrook area and for the Bayswater RdBtation. The assessment of
the Bylong mine has not considered a cumulativeeame in the salt load for the
Goulburn River, caused by a decrease in ..... thass and an increase in salt
recording to groundwater from the Bylong mine .....

It is of interest that, from the Department of Istiy and Water that predict an 11 per
cent increase in salinity in the Bylong alluviattafarms. This is significant as a
cumulative impact that has not been assessedodimg, the country environment
lobby considers the Bylong project to be a higk-psoposal with too much
uncertainty to be approved. The commission shauldast conduct the independent
review of the assumptions in the water modellinfpleemaking a final

determination. Thank you, Commissioner.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you Jan, we’ll now have a 10-rate break. The first speaker
after the break will be Kathleen Wilde from the Bars for the Environment
Australia. Thank you.

RECORDING SUSPENDED [10.39 am]

RECORDING RESUMED [10.51 am]

MR KIRKBY: Okay. Before we recommence, I'd juite to remind everybody
that there’s a few venues in this function cerdcethere are other things going on
within the resort. If you could just be mindfukfe with — of that. There are other
events and things happening, and — so just serteffore you walk in anywhere,
just be mindful of that. | think there’s a confece going on next door. Also, |
think, there is more tea and coffee coming, so@pes if people have missed out.
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Might | recommence. Our next speaker is — hopgfdlyes — our next speaker is
Kathleen Wild, from Doctors for Environment — ftset Environment Australia.
Thank you.

DR K. WILD: Thank you. Good morning. Thank ytmuthe IPC, thank you for the
opportunity to speak this morning regarding thedBg mine project. | would like to
firstly acknowledge the Wiradjuri people, the ttazhal owners of this country, and
their ongoing connection to the land, water anducel | pay my respects to their
elders, past, present and future. My name is Dnlgan Wild. I'm a general
practice registrar in Newcastle, New South Waled, &amember of Doctors for the
Environment Australia, and I'm speaking representilem today. DEA is a
national non-profit organisation of a thousand Aaigin doctors and medical
students. We work to preserve and maintain huneaitthand wellbeing with
respect to the environment. It is our stance thgsigcal and mental health is
indivisible from the health of the environment ihigh we live.

Our primary concern with respect to Bylong is tha&l mining expansion increases
greenhouse gas emissions, drives climate changglainal temperature rise with
predominantly negative health impacts that wouldetteon a local and a global
scale. The effect that coal mining has on humattihdas been well observed for
more than a century. Mining is an occupationabindzo those who work in the
industry and ..... the risk of heart and lung déseassociated with dust and
particulate exposure..

However, at the present time, by far the greatesliphealth risk associated with
the extraction and combustion of coal, which haba&n sufficiently evaluated in the
Bylong assessment report, is the critical contrdyuthis activity has on greenhouse
gas concentrations in the atmosphere. | will bridiscuss some of the health risks
of climate change, and why, in respect of the tatdermation we have on climate
projections, further expansion of coal mining amel &ssociated greenhouse gas
production represents a health risk to New Soutleg/a

In 2009, the British medical journal Lancet staiteat climate change is the biggest
global health threat of the 2tentury. This health threat manifests in manysvay
that’s going to affect New South Wales residemtsluding the physical effects of
heat stress, extreme weather events, changesutiods disease patterns, food
supply insecurity, and increasing mental healttres. As doctors, we know that
we can treat one patient at a time in our practeceshospitals, but prevention,
through public health, is always better than cure.

One of the most direct effects that climate chamjehave on human health is the
physical stress of an increase in temperature ®htiman body. More people pass
away on very hot days. Those more sensitive t@hlysical effects, being the most
at risk to this, are the very young, the very aldgd those with pre-existing medical
issues. People in rural areas are more at riskusecof their pre-existing poor
access to medical infrastructure. The elderly @sfig are very vulnerable to
complications of dehydration, like kidney failutew blood pressure, falls, and all
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the downstream injuries resulting. This is a grtyat shows the rising number of
temperature-related deaths forecast over the coagintury in pink, and the black
line indicates how this could be ameliorated wippr@priate action on climate
change.

The likelihood of extreme weather events, suchyakoes, floods and bushfires,
increase with climate change as well. These easts direct health risk due to the
trauma of the initial disaster, but there are gub&alth consequences in the
aftermath. These include lung disease, such Bmastheart disease following
bushfire, due to air pollution; infectious disemsalowing floods; and always
there’s disrupted access to routine healthcaredmiake of the disaster. We know
that annual weather-related disasters have inatdasabout 46 per cent between
2000 and 2013; and we refer to Lancet.

One example of this kind of extreme weather caudlitngalth in Australia is about
two years ago, the thunderstorm asthma event itoNa; in 2016. This was the day
where the confluence of storm front and high poteants led to 3365 more
attendees to Melbourne and Geelong hospitals with tHisease; there were 10
deaths. The degree to which these circumstancesssociated with unusually high
temperatures around November. While, of course,cam never attribute 100 per
cent any single event to rising temperatures, wankihat ..... events — bushfires,
floods — these ..... climate change. We’'re alsingechanges in infectious disease
patterns, such as malaria and dengue fever, dire tchanges in habitats of the
responsible mosquitoes.

Another series of consequences that will impacthaalth is reflected in the severe
drought New South Wales is currently experiencirg@-per cent of the state is
affected in September 2018. As per the CSIRO, lowaiafall and reduced runoff
south-eastern Australia is associated with theeotidrought, in part due to natural
variability, as well as human-induced climate clan®rought has a critical impact
on the nation’s ability to maintain the food supg we’re currently experiencing a
decrease in agricultural output ..... Access taféordable stable supply of nutritious
food essential to maintain health. And this hasobge more tenuous with future
warming, nutritious food becomes inaccessible,disdroportionally affects the
most vulnerable and impoverished people in our canity .....

These profound environmental upheavals are alaetitrg an emotional toll on New
South Wales farm residents. New South Wales tsshpd to organise an
emergency $6.3 million package for mental healthtaidrought-stricken
communities. Research has been published by tliicilelournal of Australia
confirming a link between weather conditions arglrttental health of farmers.
There’s also international research showing thatymne is affected by the mental
health burden associated with climate change. iShicluding depression, anxiety,
post-traumatic stress disorder, and suicidal ideati

In broad strokes, these are some of the publidhhessues at play when considering
how climate change will affect the future of ouvssl and future generations. With
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regards to the impact of the Bylong mine on Ausraind global greenhouse gas
emissions, it's noted in the Environmental Impaeit&nent that the average annual
scope 1 emissions from the project are a very spnaflortion of Australia’s
commitment under the Kyoto Protocol. This is pumelating to the costs of the
emissions incurred during the mining process, dsasampact of fugitive coal seam
methane during the mining process.

However, when we're considering the impact that thine will have on the global
climate, and the ultimate risk to New South Wakssidents, it's impossible to
separate the construction and operation of the mitiee impact that burning the
coal produced is going to have on future .....gutpns, which is ..... under the .....
standard. So the average yearly carbon emissiomsldurning the coal ..... KEPCO
Environmental Impact Statement is 8.8 million tasné CQ-equivalent greenhouse
gas a year, which is nearly 100-fold of the scopenissions that they're frequently
citing in their reports. Over the lifetime of th@ne, burning Bylong coal is going to
result in over 202 million tonnes of G@quivalent greenhouse gases being released
into the atmosphere and contributing to global wagn

On reviewing the text of the Environmental Impatzat&ment and supplementary .....
final assessment report, it's really only discugghe impact that scope 1 emissions
will have to Australia’s commitment to greenhouss g@missions with regard to the
Kyoto Protocol. However, if we're to realisticakyaluate the impact of the mine in
regard to climate change, we need to account fenyesingle emission related to the
project, whether the coal is burned here or in KorRising temperatures in New
South Wales is already associated with ..... vatllve avoided because the coal is
exported for combustion.

In signing the Paris Agreement, Australia maderaragment to limiting the
increase the global average temperature to weadlbelo degrees Celsius above
pre-industrial levels, and pursuing efforts to tithie temperature increase to 1.5
degrees Celsius above pre-industrial levels, rasogy..... significantly reduced the
risks and impacts of climate change.

Following this agreement, the IntergovernmentalgPan Climate Change,
commissioned by the United Nations to prepare aiapeeport on the impact .....
was published earlier this year, in South Korehe primary message derived from
the report is that the appropriate moderationgreenhouse gas emissions over the
next several decades, starting now, there is altkiglihood that global warming
could be limited to 1.5 degrees Celsius. Withbig tirgent action, which must be
commenced within the coming decade, global tempezatses up to two degrees
Celsius can otherwise be expected; and this wik llisaster for public health.

The special report advises that pathways that tioibal warming to 1.5 degrees
Celsius ..... show clear emissions reduction by0208e need to reduce greenhouse
gas output from this point in time to preservelikalth of future generations, not
permitting ..... future ..... combustion. In ordernsure that global warming is
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limited to 1.5 degrees Celsius, the IPCC speclfiddentifies that reduction in
global emissions ..... must be achieved by 2050.

It does not escape me that this time period akgng closely with the proposed 25-
year lifespan of the Bylong mine, with its projettetal output of 202 million tonnes
of COz-equivalent greenhouse gases. This cumulative atademissions ..... we
need to begin reducing as soon as possible.

This is a very busy graphic, and | apologise fat.thrhis is from the IPCC special
report on 1.5 degrees Celsius. It shows the tesmtyper rise against the increased
emissions, and shows that the greatest probafalitsnaintaining a temperature
below 1.5 degrees Celsius is associated with wadeweduction in carbon
emissions. With action, IPPC predicts that lingtglobal warming to 1.5 degrees
Celsius compared to 2 degrees could reduce the ennfilpeople exposed to climate
related risk and susceptible to poverty by up tess hundred million by 2050.
Proceeding with the Bylong mine is incompatiblehateeting the goals of the Paris
agreement to limit global temperature increases3alegrees Celsius to a pre-
industrial level, and moderating the negative ¢ffe¢lcat climate change will have on
human health over the next century.

| recognise the speakers today have many concerfistéire of the valley.

However, the full public health impact of the greense gas emissions and the full
life-cycle of Bylong Coal has not been fully accteohfor in the assessments to date.
Finally, | would like to draw your attention to tigeaphic shown on this slide. This is
called a “warning stripe” where each vertical Ine@presents the temperature of one
year between 1850 and 2017. The coolest tempesatudark blue and the warmest
temperatures in dark red and you can see the@é&aatrend.

The difference between the average temperaturthe ipre-industrial age and today
is at 1.35 degrees Celsius. We're getting vergelo 1.5 degrees Celsius limit that
represents the best possible future health fopeaple and our planet that we can
achieve from this point forward. This is a critiane to act to preserve the health
future generations from the worst extremes of dnwhhange and that action has to
start with limiting fossil fuel combustion, andcién start here in Bylong. It's
because of the significant public health implicasidhat there’s contribution to
climate change that DEA recommends that the Byloagl Project does not
proceed. Thank you.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Kathleen. Our next speakeKeith Hart from the
Nature Conservation Council of New South Wales.

MR K. HART: Thank you very much for the opporttynio speak. The Nature
Conservation Council is the state’s key environnggganisation, which, you will be
surprised, is set to ..... I’'m actually a volumtedao works for the Nature
Conservation Council. |reside in ..... in thet&taf New South Wales. So the NCC
maintains our strong objection to the proposed BylGoal Project, which was also
expressed on our — in our submission ..... ISvetmdh — | apologise — ..... getting
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that point across ..... is there ..... so the ptaje. the Bylong Coal Project, as given
to us by KEPCO, was made in 2015 when the EIS witew, but a lot has
happened since September 2015.

Significant events relating to the internationaln@gement of climate change. One
of them is the Paris Agreement ratified by both thalsa and South Korea in
November 2016. The other is for release of a lar@&meport by the UN
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, IPCQVibgday, 8 October 2018.
The IPCC reports represent a consensus of the woigdtific opinion on climate
change. The Guardian produced what | think isxaeléent synopsis of what that's
all about recently and said:

The world’s leading climate scientists have warttezte is only a dozen years
for global warming to be kept to a maximum of lefreées Celsius —

That's 2030:

Beyond which even half a degree will significamttyrsen the risks of drought,
floods, extreme heat and poverty hundreds of mdliof people.

The timeframe for this proposed mining is 2043. N@G&intains that no responsible
government faced with such warnings from the mosdible sources available
should continue to have a business-as-usual agpfoathe assessment and possible
approval of a greenfield permanent coal mine ferBlylong Coal Project. We urge
the commission to reject this project due to itpact on our global climate. The
further element relates to the alleged ..... 20Mvch was assessed by the Institute of
Energy, Economics and Financial Analysis — | wikin IEEFA — an organisation
with expertise in the area of financial and ecorwissues related to the energy and
environment and their report was actually senhéEIA ..... say this:

South Korea’s new energy plan calls for less red@mon imported coal and
nuclear and more on renewable energy and liquefedral gas power.
Coal’s share of the power mix is to fall from 4p&¥ cent in 2017 to 36.1 per
cent by 2030. The coal consumption tax was ine@28 per cent from April
2018 adding to the existing carbon pollution price.

That doesn’t sound like the same company who iseating continued growth of
coal ..... in IEEFASs opinion, they say

the development of the Bylong Coal Project is maiessary to meet projected
demand of coal in Korea.

| went back to the international energy agencyd the job of reading all the coal
mine EISs for the NNC and ..... proponents ..termational energy agency. This is
..... of coal. What do they say in their 2017 information report:
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World coal production declined in 2016 by 458 raitlitonnes, which is the
largest decline in absolute terms since the IEArding began in 1971.

Where's the international ..... Back to climatamwge more generally, which is the
major issue for the NCC. Coal, as we know, isléingest single source of emissions
globally at 44 per cent. You're not dealing withatissues; you’re not dealing with
climate change. Australia is currently the worl@digyest exporter of coal. Given
that 98 per cent of the greenhouse gas emissisnsiaged with the proposed
Bylong Coal Project according to scope 3 will ocouerseas, do the commissioners
as decision-makers have a responsibility to consiliilmate change? We would
argue yes for several reasons. Firstly, the Uriitations Framework Convention on
Climate Change, under which the Paris Agreemesitisian international treaty
signed and ratified by Australia.

The High Court case for the Tasmanian Dams, whidalled the Tasmanian Dams
case, is a binding constitutional authority for kbxgal principle that an international
treaty ratified by the Federal Government is alsaling on Australian States
provided the subject matter of the treaty was tarimational concern. | can’t think
of anything greater than international concernenity than this issue of climate
change. And article 4.1 of the United Nations Framrx Convention says:

Al signatories are to take climate change into astovhen undertaking
environmental work.

Commissioners will be well aware of their legalightion to take the public interest
into account under the EP&A Act of New South Wald@$ere is a significant body
of law from both New South Wales Land and Environtr@ourt and the New South
Wales Court of Appeal which indicates that the puisiterest includes the
consideration of the principles of ecologicallytsirsable development. One of
those is the principles of intergenerational equitdon’t have time to go into the
detail of that, but climate change is the defiritexample of the principles of
intergenerational equity. In relation to the mamadl political issues of the issue, the
Climate Council of Australia stated that:

For Australia to play a role in preventing a twogitee Celsius rise in
temperature requires over 90 per cent of Australiedal reserves to be left
and remain unburned.

A lot of people in this room will say that’s cragiuff, but that's what has got to
happen. To date, rather than following this advibe coal exporting states of New
South Wales and Queensland have combined to makieadia the largest coal
exporter in the world. Or to put it another wdyew South Wales is profiting from
the sale and export of a product which is helpmngasten species extinction and
causes pain and suffering for millions of peopleuad the planet. Now, it will not

be a surprise to know — for you to know that decisinakers in other countries have
noticed, particularly those in the pacific natiaviso have had the increased intensity
of storms and sea level rise. The raw figuresMastralia ..... we have 0.3 per cent
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of the world’s population, but we generate 1.3qunt of the planet’s emissions and
that doesn’t account for the emissions from thenimgr of exported coal overseas,
like proposed coal mine here. Where is the fagré®quity in that?

A good illustration at this point was made in th&®ey Morning Herald only a few
days ago where a French lady, who was one of tfetacts of the Paris Agreement
and now the chief executive of the European Clinkatendation — ..... is to do with
..... — was criticising quite ..... about how pgatl.. Australian greenhouse emission
did which had a 1.3 per cent increase in emisdionthe 2018 quarter to March, the
last quarter arising in that ..... the Prime Mieistays, “Well, we will make that as a
canter”, the canter’s actually in reverse. But'hahother point. But this lady was
reported in the media to have made the followirngcesm of Australia’s

contribution to climate change:

The consensus in the scientific community is thigtralia is not currently on
track through new submissions in meeting its PAggeement commitments.
This is despite Australia’s available renewablerggepotential and the major
economic gains to be won by those at the forefobttiis technology.

How do you think they will feel if we continue tparove more coal mines. We will
end up with international trade sanctions, perhafdbo knows? New South Wales
and Queensland need to become leaders, not .refising to approve any new coal
mines including Bylong in New South Wales and AdarfQueensland. Biodiversity
is another major issue for the NCC. In the intesre$ time, I'm not going to spend
significant time on it. Unfortunately, these imtson biodiversity are all too
common with the coal mines that I've looked at ower last four years. So we've
got threatened ..... communities, a number of tereal flora and fauna species. The
ELA is not providing ample consideration of the mgfs of the proposal on
biodiversity.

I’'m going to focus on one in that species, a faitewf mine, the Regent
Honeyeater. If you protect the habitat for aspecies, you will protect it for all the
other endangered species as well. And the Regaemey¢ater is about as
endangered as it gets. It's listed as criticafigangered in New South Wales and
over here ..... see that the next step in this e cycle is extinction. That's
really where the Honeyeater is at. This rare bjrélcies was recorded in this .....
area. You might then refer, Commissioners, tantla@ | gave you. If you have a
look at that area, you will see that there are nwmamines, plus the one proposed
makes 10, and there’s an awful lot of others inHbeter Valley off picture. A
number of those mines have had Regent Honeyedtgahim the past. It has gone.

So you've got a situation of death by a thousarid. civery time for a species as
rare as this you cut a significant area of haltahe more cut that will move that
species to extinction. The New South Wales Enwvirent and Heritage website
states that one of the key activities to assistdpecies is no further loss of
vulnerable land of forest habitat throughout thewn region of the Honeyeater.
The National Recovery Plan indicates that one @faihgoing recovery actions is to
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protect intact areas of Regent Honeyeater breeatidgoraging habitat. And are
they consistent in cutting more Regent Honeyeabitat down for another open cut
coalmine.

NCC has always proposed the concept of offsetsvanshy here that offsets are not
appropriate to compensate ..... the removal of.alhabitat of a critically

endangered bird. We also have opposed consisthetigoncept of ..... assessments.
We have the New South Wales agency in its capatitiye Office of Environmental
Heritage subservient to the Department of Planaugposedly doing the assessment
on ..... There is no genuine independent assessmiew South Wales of risks
from the proposed development ..... for the ..anagement, particularly in the
critically endangered species. This is not a fpioitheir discussion and .....
assessments are ..... In relation to biodiverdiset strategy, which I've mentioned
already, there’s a delightful map in the — onehef appendices at the bottom of the
EIS which shows an aerial shot of the propertias lilave been acquired.

One of them is completely cleared. It's an offs@tidock. One of them is half
cleared. The other ones are a third cleared, oitiivds cleared. These are
supposedly to offset for prime habitat of spedcies the Regent Honeyeater which
..... of a coalmine. How does that work? You knewe have opposed this concept
from the start and, again, we believe that .ust b make a point from ..... but I've
..... by farmers many, many years and | know that These areas that are still
vegetated which are used as offsets are in afeas) have a look at the map
showing the land capability, areas with a very ass soil which are not good for
anything except growing trees.

The farmers who came in through the early ....vigion in earlier days knew where
the good land was. They cut down all the treethep could grow pasture. What's
left is always going to be difficult. This is ndfdrent to anything else. So how is
that an offset? If it's going to stay ..... anywsyere is no ..... So this is the rule we
say these offsets ..... represents. And should.weAs far as heritage impacts go,
there has been some clawback as a result of theyfassue which ..... incident
which is good. We suspect that something likeRbieign Investment Review
Board ought to exist at the state level. They khvube allowed to sell that to a
foreign corporation in the first place.

Beside that there are a couple of issues in relatideritage which will still be
impactful. | would like to refer you to the newjett which was inserted into the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act which pvamote the sustainable
management of built and cultural heritage (inclgdiboriginal cultural heritage). If
they go ahead with the mine, that will certainly he met. So I'm going to have to
— how much longer have | got?

MR KIRKBY: Get to the conclusion.

MR HART: Okay. So I've referred you to about-aur other submissions and
there seems to be lots today. | would like to tuse by saying that NCC objects to
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the proposed Bylong Coal Project for a number asoas, as I've listed. In
particular, NCC believes that open cut mining lues its social licence in the New
South Wales community and say a new open cut coaelrsi..... N0 new open cut
coalmine should be approved in New South Walesvhen industries lose support
of the general community jobs are lost. Examplesthe 19' century slavery; the
20" century, asbestos and the tobacco industry. Weviehat in the ZLcentury
the industry is burning coal power generation.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Keith. Our next speakerdgstian Brockmann.

MR BROCKMANN: Good morning, ladies and gentlemangd thank you also to
the Planning Commission for the opportunity to gpeyou all today. I'm speaking
to you today as a representative of ..... whidch gsiesthouse on Bylong Valley Way
and as the owner of a business called Brockmanrdeosulting. Now, the
guesthouse is one of the few in the Upper Huntdleyaegion and the business
represented in some ways the ..... protectionnaiias the first project responding to
the EIS as traditional owners. The ..... coalgupjs ..... local community and has
just gone over ..... and fundamental to the badutihdscape of the location.

Now, we’re located only about 30 kilometres fromldg and it's a shorter road, not
too distant, and, as you may know, the north ofthmestead is the Goulburn River
National Park, whilst to the south is the Wollengitdnal Park. So our area
including Bylong in some ways represents a bridegfevben two distinctive wildlife
regions. The location of the coal project immesliaseemed to me to be quite
devastating to the appearance and to the locale@maent. There s ..... it is not
really very easy to find anywhere else in New Solftiles.

The ..... the local concerns from the local comryugiound perspective is that the
effect of the water resources in the area coulgute noticeable. It is quite
noticeable really then extremely limited in mostumstances. There was mention
in the ..... of the effect on the ..... in theiadit.... mining operation. There’s actually
more the community than ..... and that is not yeall. mainly because itis ..... water
resistance. Even if ..... is likely to have thigsthe ..... iS ... One of the
fundamental uses for the water in the region iddod, both natural landscape and
agriculture. ..... species is said to be at nisknftwo metres draw down of
groundwater.

Now, that’s two to 10 metres and this will haveadivious effect, possibly, on the
threat of ecological communities in the area. Therelarge area of threatened
bushland in the locality ..... Now, any effecttbe ..... flow-on effect to the
mammals and bird species in the region and thepecies ..... is represented in
many ways by ..... found in the local communityhe ..... great ..... some of .....
birds which are elements which were mentioned adiqularly ..... to protect
include the Regent honeyeater, the Glossy Blaclk&too, the ..... and the .....
These are birds that rely on bushland and theegtsioly appearing to be ..... mining
operations with any loss of habitat.
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In particular, foraging areas of these speciesocdybenefit and improve ..... not .....
In conclusion, | would like to draw your attentitmthe marvellous wealth of the
natural landscape of Bylong, the ..... the Worlditdge area. These are obviously
benefits to tourism in the region and with regardhie wine region in Mudgee and
greater region for the Upper Hunter Valley. Th&ahee of the community’s
priorities as regards coals and energy source dhmaillead to the mismanagement
of the limited water resources and the ecosystemsThank you.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you. Thank you, Kristian. Ounext speaker is Phyllis
Setchell from the Mudgee District Environment Group

MS P. SETCHELL: Thank you for the opportunitysigeak to the panel today and |
just would like to start by mentioning the eldeestpand present of this land.

MS ........... Can't hear.

MS SETCHELL: Can’t hear me? Mudgee District Eamiment Group members
are asking the Independent Planning Commissiogjéetrthis coalmine project, to
preserve the agricultural, biodiversity, conseatind scenic values of the Bylong
Valley. | have been tasked with raising and sunmsiteg some of the inadequacies
on the revised mining plan and other relevant ssum concerns. The Commission
previously found that the landscape of the Bylorai&y will be substantially and
permanently altered by the mine:

Pending approval of the project would represenuarelenting shift in the
valley in the favour of mining as opposed to adtioal and/or pastoral
pursuits and that water security on which agrictdduactivity will depend may
be jeopardised, particularly during extended dryipés.

It is our belief that neither the revision of thening plan or the further information
provided by the ..... adequately alleviates theseconcerns:

(1) Tarwyn Park. Even with the revised mining pl@arwyn Park will be subject to
the worst of alluvial water drawdown. The statethge significance of this valued
park is dependent on the availability of water #ralongoing process of natural
sequence farming for its survival.

(2) Heritage Council advice. The findings of thdependent report commissioned
by the Heritage Council are not ..... to be .inalfassessment. Independent experts
found that both Tarwyn Park and the broader Bylecenic landscape qualified for
state heritage listing. This is an important cdesation and should not be ignored.

(3) Rehabilitation. The Commission review was hygéteptical of the proponent’s
promises to rehabilitate this land, saying that:

No mines in New South Wales have, to date, returgadultural land or soil
or..... to ..... with biophysical, strategic, aguitural land.
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If water ..... is not accurately researched antbfad into the equation, any attempt
to reconstruct prime agricultural land on a mingogle will be unsuccessful. This
planning needs to happen before the project isoapp

(4) Water. The Bylong river system is under gtbatat from this project proposal.
There is concern that permanent damage will be twiigs important source of
water for the remaining ..... irrigation industrythe Bylong Valley. As the
proponent admits, the Bylong Valley is known toaflanderground through its
alluvial aquifer. Coalmining in the valley will ogpromise the viability of the
Bylong alluvium, the river and the Bylong River wasource. All the water users
and assets that rely on this water source willdveesely affected. The revised
mining plan ..... the impact on the Bylong Riveriethwill ..... through both
drawdown and mine water requirements.

We agree the permission is repealed, 2017. Inflaend it (a) difficult to accept the
..... and the department’s assertions ..... whichlevlead to impacts that only need
to be identified and managed post approval. Vewgre drought conditions
experienced now is a case in point. We consigdntiater modelling used is .....
drought as it’s ..... iS ..... dry conditions ahatis not ..... The drought ..... the
Hunter and ..... in the 1940s. Their model undamnedes the impact of dry weather
on the Bylong River system. The ..... proponentare not adequately captured in
the water modelling. This is a weakness that shbaladdressed. The assumptions
used in water modelling for this project need tarfeependently reviewed. | would
like to say again that again. It's a very impottaoint. The assumptions used in
water modelling for this project need to be indegenily reviewed. This has not
been undertaken in the review adopted by the depait

(5) The Greater Blue Mountains World Heritage Ardde Commonwealth
Government is considering amending its listing ee\or Bylong Coal Project
because the mine is on the edge of the GreaterNBtusntains World Heritage Area
and its groundwater drawdown will propagate intt thational park. This impact
has not been assessed in the material before tinension and needs to be
addressed before approval is given.

(6) Aboriginal cultural heritage. The Commissi@view said:

Further investigation remains to be completed toperly assess the expected
impacts to Aboriginal cultural heritage.

Yet no one has done this. Office of the Environtreard Heritage provisional view
of the Wiradjuri heritage impacts of this mine wilaat:

Notwithstanding the mitigation actions of previonge projects and those of
the proposed Bylong Coal Project, Office of theiEamment and Heritage is
concerned that harm to Aboriginal cultural heritageapproaching
unacceptable thresholds for the region. Unlesxjade&ely compliant with a
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measured conservation regime, an imbalance ofsitage may have
permanent intergenerational consequences.

The cumulative impact of this mine on Wiradjuri itege was raised as an issue but
has not been addressed nor treated seriously Wyapartment of Planning and
Environment.

(7) Biodiversity and nature. The cumulative lo§sritically endangered ecological
communities and regent honeyeater habitat in thi@mehas not been adequately
assessed. The three existing large mining opesatmthe west of the proposal have
been approved to remove very large extents of ténea vegetation and species
habitat from the region. This mine will clear ather 699 hectares of native
vegetation, including critically endangered woodlarCritically endangered
ecosystems cannot be replaced with mining rehatidit; yet that is what is
proposed. Threatened species’ habitat in collapb#sl will be permanently lost.
KEPCOs largest biodiversity offset area is overuthderground mine and will itself
..... not secure ..... mining is complete.

(8) Climate Change. Australia and New South Whbage committed to meeting the
Paris Climate Agreement role by limiting global weing — under two degrees and
aiming to keep warming to below 1.5 degrees. H@Q recently released a special
report summarising scientific concerns about thealge that 1.5 degrees of global
warming is likely to do, including increased heaguced rainfall and increased
extreme weather in Australia. To prevent this lefavarming, the IPCC now think
global use of coal must be phased out in OECD cmslike Australia and South
Korea by 2030. The draft conditions of approvaivuied online allow for mining to
continue until 2044. I'm not very good at mathst bthink that is 14 years after the
recommended date for Australian coalmining to ce&¥batever KEPCOs claims
about the likelihood there ever would be a demandadal from this mine, New
South Wales government policy states:

The New South Wales Government endorses the Rgnreeent and will take
action that is consistent with the level of efforachieve Australia’s
commitments to the Paris Agreement.

In justifying this mine project, the plan cites tiiEFAs new policy ..... which would
drive global warming to 2.7 degrees, well aboveRaes commitment, and likely to
cause ..... destruction.

In conclusion, Mudgee District Environment Groumsidlers the following to be
significant issues of concern: threats to ongdamging enterprises, including the
pioneering natural sequence farming techniquesatyin Park, other water users,
agricultural production, and long-term rehabilibati threats to the Bylong River,
including to groundwater; threats to state-sigaifit heritage landscape values of the
Bylong Valley, the Wollemi National Park, the GreaBlue Mountains World
Heritage Area, and the biodiversity of the ardapedts to Aboriginal cultural

heritage and the community that live in the regitéimeats to increase climate
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change. Consequently, we again ask that the Imdigpe Planning Commission
reject this project. Thank you.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Phyliss. The next spealeBeverley Smiles, from the
Hunter Communities Network.

MS B. SMILES: Thank you, Commissioners. Andlilce to thank you for inviting
me to attend the site tour yesterday, and I'll llensitting some additional comments
after today’s meeting on the ..... too. The Hutemmunities Network is an
alliance of community-based groups and individudi® are impacted by the current
coal industry.

We have concerns about the ongoing expansion degpdoration and mining in the
Hunter region. We object to the Bylong Coal Progsca high-risk operation,
containing a high level of uncertainty, that haslmeen addressed during the various
iterations of assessment and tweakings of the plame

This project failed to meet 11 of the 12 criterfdte gateway process in the first
instance, and was highly criticised by the Planrisgessment Commission review
process. We do not agree with the Departmentaririthg and Environment that the
project is approvable, or that the draft conditibefore you manage, mitigate or
adequately compensate for the high level of risk.

Now, one of our key issues is the failure of thenping system in New South Wales
to address cumulative impact. Mining is a majodiase change. Itis nota
temporary land use change, because many of thectmaee permanent, or long-
lasting over centuries. These permanent changéglim social, economic and
environmental problems. In the Hunter, we're eigr@ing permanent loss of rural
amenities and associated agricultural industrigsd just ..... the sale yards at
Denman are likely to close because of the lossittlecproduction in the area.

Now, this is not just a drought-related issues fi&d to the large area of land
acquired by the mining industry and loss of farmfiaugpilies from the district. The
area from Ulan to Bylong is now totally owned byefign mining companies, and
has been almost completely depopulated. A fewteseat people dotted around
Ulan, including myself, and some private propertethe west of KEPCO-owned
land, is all that remains in the hands of localgle@ver a substantial area of Mid-
West Regional local government area.

And one of the reasons for this is that the modediigtions for mining exploration
have been greatly underestimated. The three apgrmaines to the west of Bylong
have acquired many more private properties indgén than first identified,
because they were unable to manage noise emigsisasisfy their conditions of
approval. This cumulative social impact of lossazfal families from the district has
never been assessed. Bylong Valley has an unnaddesdrackground noise level, it
is so quiet. The sound from multiple mining maesiand the coal handling plant,
operating 24 hours a day, will invariably travelehdurther than predicted.
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In the long run, this will cause more local progenvners to be acquired, and further
hollow out the community. This is the exact pattdrat occurred in Ulan. If the
Bylong Coal Project is approved, many more landéxsdvill be forced out of the
district, through either noise impact or loss otevasupply. The cumulative loss of
agricultural and social networks across the regiaignificant, and has not been
addressed in the preliminary social impact manageplan.

The damage has already occurred, and cannot bessedrby a company whose
main objective is to extract coal and get it onteain. The circumstances can only
improve if KEPCO sells the land back to privatenfarg enterprises. The economic
damage caused through loss of agricultural senéondsexpertise across the region
has not been addressed.

The functionality of rehabilitating mine land isalan unproven risk into the future.
The mining industry has run trials of cattle gragin the Hunter, on highly fertilised
mine rehab. However, there’s been no analysisetbst per hectare of keeping

that pasture viable. | had the opportunity todlyer parts of the Hunter mining
operations recently, and the rehab is looking wtmyssed, due to the severity of the
drought. This is to be expected. However, the afsnatural disasters on the success
of mine rehab is rarely factored into the preditsio

The proposal by KEPCO to rehabilitate 400 hectafggime agricultural land on
mine spoil is a high-risk commitment. The attenapteinstate 63 hectares of river
flat at Hunter Valley Operations, and to grow lueerhas been a disaster, with
ongoing management problems, including rising gglirNew South Wales can’t
afford to continue losing highly productive farmthan the promise that at some
unknown time in the future, it will possibly be metated. Mine rehab can have
ongoing expensive management issues that are wetexbinto the future by the
current bond arrangement.

The community had understood, during the developroitne Upper Hunter
Strategic Land Use Plan, that the purpose of mappable physical strategic
agricultural land was to protect it from mine drbtance. We consider it the duty of
the Independent Commission to make this importanisibn, and protect the area of
..... and critical industry cluster land in the 8yt) Valley from being destroyed by
mining.

The other permanent, uncosted damage is to oundveater and surface water
sources. In Australia, the driest inhabited canitron Earth, governments are
allowing sources of pure spring water that feedfaguand rivers to be permanently
dug up or destroyed by subsidence impacts. Tras@ever be reinstated, and are
poorly mapped and assessed. As we face much ldngeghts through human-
induced climate change, to continue to destroyoangromise water sources is pure
madness.

The assessment of water impacts from the Bylongnsiparticularly poor, and the
Department of Planning and Environment should bhemed of the process they
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have conducted for this significant land use chandgbee Bylong Valley. The
gateway assessment and the Planning Assessmenti€siomreview had
substantive issues with the proposal, and theybtdbaen adequately addressed,
because this mine will have too great an impatte fevised mine plan now before
you does not mitigate these management problerhe.gateway analysis statement:

Significant impacts are anticipated on highly protive groundwater, and the
possible connection between surface and groundwdtke modelling requires
more detailed evaluation.

The water modelling process for this project ishhygquestionable. The Department
has used the same peer reviewer who is used fdrmine applications in the
region, Dr Franz Carr. Carr peer-reviewed the gdovater model for the Ulan

mine, which is now proven to have under-predictélbws to that mine by about six
times: the predicted one megalitre per day infltas become over six megalitres a
day. This is a substantial deviation from the nigdedictions. The community has
absolutely no trust in the internal assessmentgas®s used by the Planning
Department. We expect that the Independent Plgmdommission can demonstrate
its independence by having other experts reviewhier model assumptions and
the predicted impacts. This is critical informatiolt may be the final determination
for the Bylong Coal Project.

The gateway process also identified the need to:

...provide a strategy complying with the rules ofwaer sharing plan for the
Hunter unregulated and alluvial water sources, aindparticular, the
implication of reduced available water determinasaat the cease-to-pump
rule.

This has not occurred. The only strategy iderdtify the department in the draft
conditions is for the scale of mining operationb¢oadjusted to match available
water supply. It does not deal with sharing wated other uses for the environment.
The management of water throughout the uses, imgutie condition of the water
source itself, has been ignored, other than urfigettsy arrangements through vague
water compensation conditions that give no ceamianyone.

The key concern about the revised mine plan wihaller footprint is that there’s
still a first foot in the door for a new agreeméorta mine site in the Hunter region.
Once approved, there will be no stopping ongoinglifieations to enlarge that
footprint. The cumulative impacts will be ongoiagtil the whole Bylong Valley is
destroyed, as has happened at most other minks nedgion. There is absolutely no
certainty that the current proposal will be theafigize of the mine once it's
approved. The Commission must take this into agcwuthe merits assessment of
opening the door to coal mine in the Bylong Valley.

MS ........... Hear, hear.

.IPC MEETING 7.11.18 P-41
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited  Transcript in Golence



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

MS SMILES: The consideration of incremental mimeep, modification by
modification, as individual projects fail to ass#ss cumulative, long-term
permanent damage of enlarged projects. This eyddiure of the New South
Wales planning system. The failure of this progestemonstrable at the three
mines to the west of Bylong and the mining operetim the Hunter coalfields.

Once the first footprint is approved, it is opeatlsér to grow larger without adequate
assessment of the cumulative impact. The impaahgfmining at all in the Bylong
Valley is too great and should not be approved.

Now, other areas of concern include increased mn&ic on regional roads and the
increased train ..... on Sandy Hollow railway linéeither of these impacts have
been adequately assessed. The proposed accbssnme site by heavy vehicles
..... is limited to the Wollar Road ..... this ro@mmany places, is narrow and
dangerous for road users. There is already minergéed traffic with contractors
travelling up from ..... always at speed.

The proposed investment in an upgrade of the readden Wollar and Ulan Road
will not solve all the current safety problems iarthe poor conditions of the entire
length of the road. The road is not suited to laguse by heavy vehicles, carrying
large, oversize loads, or two shift changes a dawine workers. The cumulative
cost of mine traffic on regional roads has beerappnproblem in the Mudgee area
that will be further impacted if a fourth coal miiseadded. We don’t want to see a
report of the horrific road accidents that occutetegularly in the Hunter due to
fatigued mine workers driving long distances.

The other transport issue that has not been askisstee addition of up to ten laden
trains a day on Sandy Hollow Railway line. Theyalready approval for up to 25
laden trains per day on the line. That means Gftmovements. ARTC has
admitted to the Wollar community that they do notlertake noise monitoring, even
though they have an environmental pollution licewtt®d noise conditions. And the
EPA also does not monitor train noise or check¢ad time noise monitors set up in
the area, especially to monitor night-time noise.

The increased train movements is an issue forntieeeHunter Coal Chain. For
instance, the impact of another 20 train movemamay on traffic using the Golden
Highway at the Denman level crossing has not beasad. The costs-benefits
analysis for the project has some major flaws beeaif the poor assessment across
a range of issues. The department’s final repolicates that costs associated with
greenhouse gas emissions were proportionatelya#iddn New South Wales
households, but that’s just the scope 1 and scamigsions. The costs of increased
extreme weather events caused by human-inducedteliomange has not been
included.

Now, we had two catastrophic fires in this regiotha beginning of 2017 that
caused a lot of damage and, luckily, no loss ef liThe cost of fighting those fires
and rebuilding the district, especially around Ddoe® has been significant, and
we’re looking at an even worse fire season this.yd&e cost of severe drought
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across the state is also significant. We candrdfthe costs of another coal mine
producing coal until at least 2044.

The Hunter Communities Network considers the Bylbtige Project to be high risk
with a high level of uncertainty due to the posessment process. Cumulative
impacts on water, community, traffic and rail awe great. The Commission needs a
lot more evidence to make an informed merits-ba&termination on this project.
We recommend that it be refused due to the la@ddefjuate information. Thank

you very much.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you. Our next speaker is Johe&Ver.

MR WEAVER: Thank you, Mr Chairman. Yes my naraedohn Weaver, I'm a
director of Timnath Operation Limited. Timnathaigamily company that owns the
property in Budden which, if you're driving from Ryone into Bylong, you'll go
past — about halfway along the valley, five kilorestfrom Bylong, Budden Gap
Road, and then on your right, a large body of waldrat's Budden. The water you
see goes the route from ..... it flows downstredinere’s the Bylong, which is .....
Bylong ..... we rely entirely on the Growee River &bout everything. Irrigation for
watering our stock. All the water we've got is\wrafrom the Growee River. And if
you're wondering — trying to get a map or somethimgive you an idea of where
Budden is, if you go to the development consemtpitoposed development consent,
page 43. ..... if you want.

MR KIRKBY: ..... got this.

MR WEAVER: You will see to the left of the magaut two — about three bits,
four bits down the page to the left, Budden. Yee Budden Gap Road. Our
property extends down towards Bylong from there. | 8aid, my family has farmed
there for 40 years. I'm joined here today by RBtkok. He has worked for our
family on Budden for 25 years. We’ve both seeataf changes in Budden.
There’s been a lot of dry times and wet times. Awudr that time we’ve built up a
herd of Angus cattle that — it has got good shegsssonably handled with ..... and
there’s a video before the Commission, which iRigk giving some evidence, if
you like, about his experience over the last 25sjeahich | won't refer to further.

And for us, the many farmers in the valley, thia ieally important development.
Because without water in the Growee River, or G@eeek or whatever you want
to call it, we can’t run cattle. And even if weséoour water for a couple of days,
cattle start ..... that’s a practical reality. iB@verything you're doing, try to keep in
mind if the farmers lose their water, how quickinahe water be replaced. Bearing
in mind that we run about 350 head of Angus bregdtock, we’ve built up over —
over 40 years with very careful, selective breeding

Yes. As well as being director of Timnath, ..nddooking at this development for
my father and the company, | had a close — | cemsttlvery carefully the
development proposal, and that's the problem wightype of development in the
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..... section 4.3 of the Environmental Planningesssnent Act. No doubt we will be
asked to sign. | considered that very carefultyfact, what — considered very
carefully in proposing the issues in 23, 24 and &&d those conditions, in my view,
do not protect our water. In my view, those threaditions are not specific, they're
not certain and they’re not enforceable.

The other thing is, there’s no need to be waitmgiie mine to be approved. Why
that's important is because after the mine has bpproved, we lose our bargaining
power. Right now, it's pretty even. We can neagetiwith ..... they’'ve got to come
to the party because they want to get their mineutgh. We’ve got an even chance.
But after the mine is approved it's — we've gothaygaining power. If we lose our
water we lose our power to raise cattle. We lasegpower to get back to that issue
of work before the mine. So based on the conditigith development consent, this
iS ... regard to ..... because as we stand fmveaur water is not protected. You
know this agreement ..... you know that if the nimapproved now, we won'’t have
any bargaining power. And you know the conditiarrsywhat | suggest the
conditions that are proposed are not enforceaBleen enough uncertainty about
what is going to happen now that the mine is apgupwe say ..... thank you.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, John. Our next speake6Gisorgina Woods from the
Lock the Gate Alliance.

MS WOODS: | would like to acknowledge that wefneeting on Wiradjuri land
today and pay my respects to the elders past aseipr, and to other first nations
people who are with us at the meeting today. I'tlhock the Gate Alliance, we're
a network of landholders, conservationists, traddi owners, businesspeople, and
towns who are concerned about the impact of cahkanventional gas mining.
With only 10 minutes, most of what | would likegay going to be in our
submission, but | suppose | will just introduceytsaying that we don’t believe that
the concerns that were raised by the commissidryéss in its review have been
adequately dealt with and really can’'t be argualalglt with because the impacts of
the mine are unacceptable. This mining proposdike all of the others that we are
seeing in this region crosses lines that shouldaatrossed in terms of New South
Wales policy. Agricultural land ..... water imps.ct

We would like to draw attention of the panel befbgo to the detail, to 26 instances
in the proposal of consent where water condititias have been ..... to deal with to
mediate the impact of this mine on water ..... tdtether matters have a discretion in
the ..... to change the condition afterwards.ayssunless otherwise agreed by the
secretariat of the Department of Planning, andeg'sentially giving the department
the power to wind back conditions that are supplgdeeing introduced in order to
mitigate the impact of this proposal, including toadition that her mine hold all of
the relevant water licences before they begin myioperations. ..... made the
commission’s task easy, it leaves a lot to be ddsir

It points out the incidences where the minimal iotgansiderations of the aquifer
interference policy aren’t reached. It doesn’ually point out the ones where they
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are, which is obviously the places where the comimisneeds to turn its mind to
where the impacts of this mine are acceptable. abjuéfer interference policy says
that where minimum impact considerations are exegean assessment is needed
that can consider the long term viability of onela ..... assets. Now, the word .....
assets include all ..... works and as you wouldvsare, there are multiple bores in
properties owned by KEPCO, including Tarwyn Pagk @ire going to experience 10
or more litres of drawdown. The aquifer interfezemolicy guides the decision
makers that if long term viability of earth and @asupply works is going to be
impeded by the project, then the impacts shoulddosidered unacceptable.

The mining company, and the department of planrhage the habit — other
companies as well have the habit of only considgttiat policy in relation to land

the mining company doesn’t own, but the terms efafuifer interference policy,
clearly don’t make that distinction and | think,tiis case, given the amount of land
in the Bylong Valley owned by the mining compartig crucial that the commission
read the aquifer interference policy to the lested consider the unacceptable impact
of all water supply works in the Bylong Valley. Vdkso wanted to point out that the
Department of Industry and Water alludes to thighair most recent advice that the
impact of mining on water that can’t be switchefl of

So the borefield that KEPCO will operate is simtlairrigation in that it can be .....
but the inflow of water into the underground and is an impact that can’t be
stopped once it has been done and the Departmémdwstry and Water has told us
and other landholders in other districts thatrules and section 233 ..... temporary
water restrictions that are designed to be abpedtect ..... in need and
environmental needs can’t be applied to capacitywater take. Now, we did this —
there’s a call for additional caution on the pdrt@nsent authorities in granting
consent to activities that can’t actually adherthtoregulations that are in to protect
the water needs.

As somebody else already mentioned, the modelghibatompany has used .....
drought as its example of ..... but the data recotte Hunter Valley, this is .....
considerably longer. One of the things that wgwang to put in our written
submission is sent our requests to the commissigeek conditional information .....
one of those is with the Department of Industry Wter about their original water
strategy, which is now complete but haven’t yetrbemde public, but we've been
briefed on it and it looks in depth at water setyun the Hunter catchment broadly.
The changing water use from mining to ..... to minand it looks at the changes in
the — the extent of dry periods in the Hunter tiiednatural variation and using
existing water ..... applying them to the ....g&t a briefing about that before we
make any decision about this mine.

On the subject of dry times though, we would alsmpout that the Bylong River
was or is heavily overallocated. There are thiraeg more entitlements in .....
recharge every year and there’s no informatiomin.a.. usage. So we don’'t know
about this point. We know what the entitlements aut the entitlement isn’t about
water availability. Where the system overallocat&@EPCOs total entitlements in
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the Bylong River water source are greater tharatireial recharge to that aquifer.
So what change is going to occur region when alargter use is brought online but
is not only being used? Even though the timer Vwaisere, the water usage patterns
changing substantially, what effect is that goimd¢pave on the Bylong River water
source is not adequately ..... assessment mat&vialgot another hint, though, in the
documents that were released under GIPA halfwayutir this year that then were
concerns in the Department of Industry and Waiat tite viability of the Bylong
River water source would be compromised and tleatiuifer wouldn't be able to
sustain the level of construction that the mind uske.

We just also wanted to draw attention to the shbrif about 1500 shares in the
North Coast ..... fractured rock aquifer. The Dapant of Planning uses the phrase,
“There’s sufficient depth in the market to obtadinge licences after consent”, but
they don’t quote any substantiating evidence df tAdnat water source is fully
allocated. There will be no more ..... for thatevasource. There are a large number
of licence holders, but most of it are ..... argl dinecdotal reports that we have heard
is that those companies are very reluctant toyaiintthose licences. So | don't
understand what the department means by a deegtnbtk they have been no
changes in those licences since that water shplmwas introduced and they’re
giving one tray of shares, which was only 40 meggdi

We're really concerned about the impact of thisemim heritage and we would draw
the commission’s attention to the discrepancy betwehat the independent heritage
report commissioned by the Heritage Council saysveimat the Department of
Planning says. The independent report issueddygdhncil found at Tarwyn Park
itself but also the Bylong scenic landscape igatesheritage significance which will
be damaged — radically changed is their words thisyproject, and we know that
that was brought in proposing ideas for mitigatiansay ..... opencut ..... Tarwyn
Park. It said, what about picking it up, gettingdyof the overcut bush ..... altogether,
but they know that even that would remove all &f itnpacts that this mine will have
on state heritage significance in Bylong Valleycdn’t because of the auditory and
additional intrusion of the open cut mine equipngimén that it is adjacent to the
Greater Blue Mountains World Heritage Area and gbuates to the scenic beauty of
that area.

You may be aware that the Commonwealth is recorisglés listing position EPBC
Act in considering listing world heritage as a gotling provision for this project.
There hasn’t been an assessment of the impacisgbrbject on world heritage
values of the Greater Blue Mountains World HeritAgea. Obviously a rather large
gap. But agricultural lands, this is where the las been crossed and | think they
have already referred to this, but the governmeritwo the trouble of mapping the
strategic agricultural landing in 2012. There’spmohibition on mining those lands,
that's true. There’s no regulation that says yau'tchave an open-cut coal mine in
that ..... but what was the purpose of mappingetasds if not to ..... all other
farmland? We note the position of ..... 223 relydny the government ...
agricultural land is broadly inappropriate for nmgi
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Now, I’'m going to rush through. | just want to ntien climate change given the
terms of New South Wales policy as well becaugeNew South Wales policy to
take action consistent with the Paris Agreemethte fbrecast ..... KEPCO was
relying upon in the instance material that it hes/gled, it doesn’t say and the
common planning doesn’t say but it has been andlisbe consistent with global
warming of 2.7 degrees. So it's not really uphi® tommission to decide what's the
more likely thing will there be a coalmine or nd@ut it is important for you to
understand, that the coalmine that that comparsiygng on is not consistent with
New South Wales policy which is to seek the Pagsegment targets, limited global
warming to below two degrees and striving to kéepglobal warming at five
degrees.

We're extremely disappointed with the lack of imf@tion about intergeneration
equity in either of the department’s assessmemrtep That's the end is it. For
equity — for the equity principles to be satisfifere would need to be something
for the next generation. But we're taking all tleind, we’re taking all this water,
what are we leaving for the next generation. @Je#éne climate change implications
in this mine would come into it there as it doeBgations for ..... agreement. ..... all
of the ..... be in our written submissions and khgou very much.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Georgina. Our next spealesharyn Munro.

MS S. MUNRO: s that audible to everybody? 1120ny book, Rich Land,
Wasteland, or the impacts nationally of the rapidl@nd gas expansion of industries
was released. | had undertaken that two-year grbgcause I've watched modern
mining being allowed by government to overwhelm potlute the Hunter around
Singleton and Muswellbrook. The adverse air, weagrand health impacts were
and are serious. But with the most unfair impaehd on rural lives, nationally, |

saw the strain of the assessment years as it lkeasgoéing on Bylong as began the
practical and, eventually, the obliteration of coumities in the farming regions they
serve.

Once operations began, the immediate removal...nnjisy industrial invader
and/or an insidious and heart-stopping ..... Thexs the sense of frustration and
complaints being recorded ..... manipulated to athge, not for truth, and all the
cards being for both companies. Sales made irefedidesperation. Confidentiality
again is applied and a pervasive sense of the iplgiepartment being on the side
of the company and of the FDA being toothless.afihg out the country was my
chapter and what happened to the Ulan, Cumbo ardN&@mmunities and it has
varied in many places, just in this State like Bilg/yong, Camberwell. | want my
rich land public image to convey family and farminaditions, good agricultural
land, natural scenic beauty, community, sustaiitglidr generations.

These were the resources to be valued above therahnesources that seem to have
taken over the very meaning of the word “resoutcésd short-term extraction by
the profit was being allowed to destroy those emimental, agricultural and social
reaches. So where else. | chose the Andrewsyfanifarwyn Park in beautiful
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Bylong for where else is the idea of sustainabsityembodied in the land than in
this living, natural sequence farming demonstratind even more important than
climate change. Yet, here we are today facingtbspect of my iconic rich land
losing many of those values, perhaps finally beogna mere museum surrounded
by a wasteland. This project has been allowec&pladvancing, despite
acknowledge risks and the advocacies and deceptities.

They have been poached to this point when areapedaas strategic agricultural
land, critical industry ..... and Alwyn Park ougbthave been off limits to
exploration and staff. The BPA has fought hardttp Bylong becoming a bygone
place, its name signifying eventually only a miike MWalworth. Nevertheless,
KEPCO now own most of the properties, includingshep, part of the village and a
dozen or families have — a dozen or so more fasilaeve left the village. People
break, they sell and leave. Yet, the confidentiaiauses denied them the comfort
of sharing experiences or of helping those remgiaind I've seen far too many
places nationally where stringent conditions, ahéreport, are ignored or modified
with too few compliance officers to check off arlthadon.

There is far too much residual uncertainty remanimthis review. How can you
leave it to KEPCO to use adaptive management may areas or to act on the
better side in taking all reasonable and feasitglpssand others. Residual uncertainty
ought to be like reasonable doubt in a court of I&@ksewhere in the country, despite
all the rigorous conditions, cliffs have cracked &allen away, water sources have
drained and cannot be mended. Neighbourhood pesnaise impractical and time-
limited. The fight for the recognition of the lofrequency impacts from Wilpinjong
Mine was held for supposedly unimpactable residetis don’'t mention the blasts
that go wrong, the orange nitrous oxide clouds tivervalley as happens too often

in the .....

Our system has allowed Bylong’s social fabric tdb&ken and, no matter how
much you mandate in those community handouts, ¢aait replace things like .....
The oral history you propose is no substitute lier angoing life of a community. A
village is more than its buildings. It is peoptedaheir connections. It holds the
history of the surrounding rural region, of gathgs, of families with generations, of
past good members, different futures hope to dalk not okay for planning to just
note it inevitable that large mining projects haignificant social impact. Rather,
they should consider such a project inappropriatbat area and say no early. What
was the gateway for and what is the point of saniglact there now. To survey the
damage, to chart up acourse ora ..... Will thissimply say there’s so much
damage they may as well finish off the job.

Our rural communities are an essential part ofdabec of Australia. Please don't
be responsible for Bylong becoming more callouiateral damage, from an
industry that belongs to the past before we knew toxic it is to our world.
Communities are not just nuisances in the way ojegts.
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MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Sharyn. And we've got tvepeakers swapping to fit
their commitments. Is Alison Smiles-Schmidt here?

MS A. SMILES-SCHMIDT: Thank you for the opportiymi | live on a small
property between Wollar and Bylong with my husband sister. We have been
braving the impact of ..... for ..... we can hésamh at home and it disturbs our sleep
even though we live over 10 kilometres away. Weadso disturbed by the noise
from a growing number of ..... especially at nighdid ..... attend that ..... the noise
just from blasting and from ..... the environmerisgessment for the mine claimed
there would be no impacts on Wollar Village .I.now have an hour’s drive to work
on a narrow and a dangerous Wollar Road througMilnmeghorn Gap and ..... who
don’t dip their high beam at night and drive resklg. There is no policing of traffic
behaviour on this road.

| understand that the Wollar Road is to be the mairte for heavy vehicles in large
..... if the mining is approved | will have to ngate these over-sized vehicles with
nowhere to pull off the road in many places. # thhole length of the road is closed
to get these large vehicles through there will b@assessment of the time other road
users like myself will be held up. | will also kato deal with the traffic of two shift
changes a day to and from Mudgee. If you apprioigedreadful coal mine you

could at least have a condition that mineworkeesbaissed to work to keep
additional traffic on the Wollar Road at a minimurlso, there should be no start of
mining the construction until the full length oktihoad is upgraded. $3.5 million is a
token amount and, as we have seen with the othreganit is then left to the public

to fight for road upgrades, taking many years.

The current condition of the Wollar Road betweenll#/droad and Mudgee turn-off
is shocking with potholes and crumbling edgesields a major upgrade. Also, we
have watched the quality of the work done on nesti@es of road between Wollar
and Bylong. Once regularly with heavy traffic ssausing it the condition will
deteriorate quickly because of the poor materiségiun reconstruction. The safety
of Wollar, most people and other road users wilabelear risk. The other key
social impact of mining in our area is the lossctive volunteers with local
knowledge from our district bushfire brigades. sThas put greater pressure on
remaining local members like my husband. Mine woskon 12-hour shifts or
sleeping are not available to fight fires. | inq@gou to reject the Bylong mine.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Alison. Our next speaker\finesa Walker.

MS V. WALKER: Thank you for taking the time todremy submission in support
of the Bylong Coal Project. I'm Vinesa Walkerhdve been part of this community
for my entire life. 1 am a sixth-generation worlerd born and bred in Mudgee
region. Furthermore, I'm the managing director anebwner of A1 Earthworx
Mining and Civil. Al Earthworx have been operatinghe Mudgee reason for over
35 years and have been contracted to complete aliooker New South Wales. In
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1980, the business was founded by my parents,n@a¥iaki Pilley, and was known
as Pat Pilley Earthmoving.

For many years, Pat operated his dozer construfaimg dams and building farm
tracks whilst also work at the local coal mine toyide for the family and make the
bank repayments on his dozer. Slowly the busigess. In 2008, when | started
working with A1, we had eight people and aboutt#fs of plant. A couple of
years after that, our family business was fortueateugh to experience significant
growth during the construction and developmentestaj other local mines. During
and following this time, there were many benefigttAl experienced, which in turn
benefited the local and regional community.

Some interesting points include that A1 employedau®5 people during its peak
times, and generally we averaged 60 men and womside of this. The highest
wages that we paid in one week was over $100,00@nd they were all local
employees. Al has confidently invested in newanplequipment and technology.
As of today, we own over 120 items of plant andigepent, plus we engage other
local contractors to assist with our current prtged©ur business could finally afford
to invest in high quality safety and compliancetegss, and provide further training
for our team, which to this day is still heavilyieel upon and will impact the catalyst
of the ongoing success of Al.

Once the construction periods came to an end artthei@n excess of operators,
many were fortunate enough to secure work dirdotlghe mines when the
operations commenced. It was a win-win situatigvithout the learnings and the
business development achieved through the mentaridgopportunities that the
local mines have given Al Earthworx, | can honesdly that we would not be the
company we are today. We still often hear about hmany businesses were affected
by the global financial crisis. | suppose thatthait time, we were somewhat in a
bubble, with the majority of our business workingdlly for the coal mines or the
Local Government, who had long-term commitmenthé&r operations and were in
a position to continue developments. Eventualdséhprojects came to an end,
which we had expected and made arrangements inartbas for continuation of
work.

However, there was still a major industry downtwwhjch directly affected A1. We
experienced significant revenue losses, and there employee redundancies.
Competitors who were traditionally based in Quemmdlor the Hunter Valley, for
example, were coming into the local region andidg\prices to an unsustainable
low. We all had to look further afield for work étake risks, just to keep the
balance of our team employed and move out in atbermunities. Quite often there
were also delays with getting paid by clients, whiad flow-on effects to our local
community. Regardless of the efforts and investmesm made within our business,
our bubble burst and we didn’'t have the confidelaevest in our employees, new
equipment or other opportunities.
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It has been an extremely difficult situation to wour way out of. I've seen
firsthand the struggles within businesses and famidlike when there is no
confidence in the local coal mining industry. Hawe | have also seen the benefits
that mining brings to the local communities throwsglurcing local contractors and
suppliers, which is one of the reasons | standrbefou ..... the Bylong Coal Project
is committed to the development of our region. yl'tmél create more jobs as well as
bring more opportunity and investment to the regi®ersonally speaking, | strongly
believe the local coal mines through their direaptboyment have a flow-on effect
through local contractors and suppliers providesgttonomic stability for our
community. For the first time in a handful of ygathere is confidence in our
industry again. Opportunities to benefit the laegion to this scale do not come
along very often and we need to take advantageeon to help ensure the future of
Mudgee, and that is why | strongly support the apak of the Bylong Coal Project.
Thank you.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Vinesa. Our next speakePihillip Kennedy.

MR P. KENNEDY: Good afternoon, Commissioners.o@afternoon, ladies and
gentlemen. My name’s Phillip Kennedy. I'm a lanah@r from the Bylong Valley
for the last six months only. I'm a father, I'nfamer ..... wool-grower and a beef
producer and grain-grower. | moved to Bylong whHenuncertainty was — about the
mine was on, because it has good soil, good clinaaite good water. Peace could
not be found where | lived elsewhere. What | dm,rot a speechwriter. | don'’t
have time to read thousand page documents. | hay@rthe backing of
multinationals, but | cannot operate a farm witheater. As my neighbour Rick
over the road from ..... we are directly opposéeteother. Water is vital. Days
without water, stock perish.

Now, historically, Bylong has been a beautiful @glproducing many, many tonnes
of hay, and this has been produced because thashipén private hands has been
reduced through the ownership of ..... now, I'verb#ld in the last six months after
a lot of research that the amount of hay goingobiylong in the springtime is
phenomenal. Now, this is all thanks to undergrowater. Now, just to give you
background on some of the production of the Byl¥adley, hay is probably
currently sitting around 250 to 350 hundred dolatsenne. Grain is probably four
to $600 a tonne during late yields. Beef is $78@0nne. Lamb is about $8000 a
tonne, which is $8 a kilo. And wool was at $20,@0@nne. They're some of the
products that can be produced in the Bylong Valley.

Now, if the mine goes ahead, they'll produce afatoal, and correct me if I'm
wrong, but only a few dollars a tonne. Now, yon da the homework on it, and
they will produce a lot of coal, which leaves a baje in the ground and a big — a lot
of water — a lot of water that's used. Now, the tw $3 a tonne royalties to the State
Government wouldn’t be a drop in their ocean, s, know, | can leave you that
guestion. Now, Local Council published in themdause strategy 2017, Bylong has
been zoned intensive agriculture due to its higldpction and irrigation capacity.
Council also states — there’s been — the counsirétained predominantly a rural
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character and agriculture employs over 1300 pespte$52 million generated in
agriculture in the meatworks and everything else.

Do we need really more — another mine? We haweeftand the problems we hear
people speak of predominantly from businesses esidents ..... iS one more mine
going to save it? We have three already. Is @iegg- in a different area
geographically, a different and unique pristingdivalley, is that going to change it
and solve everybody’s problem? Only time will telllask you, if the proposal was
on the eastern side of Mudgee, some 20 to 30 kefdatvn on the beautiful
Cudgegong River, would council give the approvalwimg that the tourists that
drive into Mudgee every Friday afternoon and Satynghorning to spend their wine
weekends and restaurant weekends in Mudgee — wileeydyive approval if it was
on the side of the road 20 ks out? | don’t know.

We hear so much in federal politics and state ipslabout jobs and growth, jobs and
growth. I'm just here to ask you, how much do weato grow? Haven't we got
enough to leave to our children and grandchildr&&2ently only a few weeks ago,
the Federal Government announced a $5 million ggekased on water security for
farming. Five million. Now, we’ve heard peopleokpn here today, but none of
them are an injection of funds to that amount.efillion dollars for water security
because of our severe times of draught, and additige coal burning and increase
in CO2 emission, we need to keep under two perfoemtur Paris agreement.
Federal leaders who want the farmers to have secatex and sustainability in
agriculture versus State and Federal Governmentguwgh want jobs and growth.
Okay. | hear the bell ring. Thank you for listeqii We must ask ourselves, “What
are we going to leave our children and our grariddadm in the future?”

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Phillip. Our next speakerMerran Auland.

DR M. AULAND: Hello. I'm Merran Auland. | am theext ..... I am alocal. 1 am
alocal. | grew up in Mudgee. | own a farm in &y Valley opposite ..... we have
cattle, we have sheep and we ..... that's what.| Bm a doctor. | have a research
PhD. | am worried about the water and I’'m hordftbat this project is still being
talked about. I'm a local who wants to look at tigger picture. | think what's
important is what I'm not — and I’'m not able to romr farm without our water — I'm
not a multi-million dollar foreign company and Irdbhave anyone to pay .....
thousands and thousands of pages of documentapmba mining engineer and nor
am | paid by KEPCO. But | wanted to address osedsand, unfortunately,
everyone else is addressing this issue about water.

How many of us in this room have water ..... howngnaf us know that there’s been
rain today? How many of us are waiting for th&t@w often do we look out.... and
see whether or not ..... we have a precious linkater. We ..... every morning .....
morning, we've heard about drought; we're in adubht; water is key. We’'ve met
with the mine and the mine will not guarantee oatex. The modelling we’ve heard
very eloquently put today, it does not reflect itgal Even ..... water modelling said
that you can choose one model and get one outcdime thing we know about
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modelling is that if you put garbage in, you widtggarbage out; if you put KEPCO
numbers in — KEPCOs functions, you will get KEPG@dtions out. What we don’t
need to do ..... according to the ..... we nee@mmtAustralia for Australians.

....we met with the mine. we wanted to know whaigens without water. They can
give us no guarantee. Why can they give us noagiee, because they can’t trust
their own modelling. They know the modelling haslts; they know the modelling
has faults. I've tried to think about this in wh&now about no guarantees, and .all
the information was that | thought about medicind enaybe | present that in
context for the room. KEPCO is a big companyyadd think about medical
research, which is what | understand better, tbatide was a drug in the 60s and
70s that prevented the growth of arms ..... marnysdnow about this. A small
people — doctors in particular knew about this,thay couldn’t fight the big
companies. The information was hidden in thousafiggges of jargon, thousands
of technical reports. It took years, and yearsyaats before the little people could
stand up and all be counted and you have thoseitatheports revisited.

And now what we have, we have the ..... here. WNageee here that smoking is
likely related to cancer. It's not ..... They @anoking is not the greatest cause of
lung cancer, but will you ever get British Ameritabacco to sponsor a study that
says, “Smoking causes cancer?” How can we evaratXEPCO to back their
predictions; they can’t guarantee it; they wéMer ever sponsor something that
says, “We acknowledge .....” | sat in my little..a room down in the Bylong Valley
with my very slow internet and, in two hours, | fmbfour elements of where mines
have ruined the water. One of the mines was cloieelRedbank Creek poisoned
by — sorry — Walsh River was poisoned. No oneaosgk the water there. This is
after a mine was closed. Long wall mining hasrdgsd the bedrock and water
doesn’t flow any more. Yet when we met KEPCO, thagnot guarantee that this
will not happen to the water in Bylong Valley.

There are too many risks for this and I think smyngeople who have spoken here
today have been able to articulate them far b#tsar me. And these four examples
are just what | count. I'm not a researcher intoes. You need to consider ..... o)
this is a benefit to what | do as a doctor, | ed@swhen someone is sick, what
medicine they need, or what operation they neediydrat’s the benefit and what's
the risk. Unfortunately, | went looking for bertdfir the mine and the only benefit |
could find down in Bylong — | know everything istrabout Bylong — it's a big place
— but today is about Bylong — and what | founchesttKEPCO stated they were
going to spend seven hundred and two million dsléready on the Bylong Project.
It's more than half of that just to buy the leasd a few — a few local farms, a lot of
land, a church and a shop.

They say they’re going to spend $1.3 billion init@gnvestment. That's no benefit
to Bylong. They're digging a hole in the groundstop coal to Korea. None of that
money is going to benefit New South Wales. The&ntkay two .hundred and nine

million in present value rolled into New South Waafer the life of the mine. Do the
calculations. It's $2 per tonne. So for a cacake, we’re prepared to give up coal.
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So when you think about it, there’s no benefitthie mine; there’s no guarantees
coming from KEPCO that they can’t trust their owndelling; there’s limited
resource; and there are too many risks you capitave this mine.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Merran. The next speakdromve’ve had to move
forward is Patricia Powell from the Rahamim EcobagiLearning Centre.

MS P. POWELL: My name’s Patricia Powell. I'm st&r of Mercy, of the
Institute of the Sisters of Mercy of Australia @Pdpua New Guinea, and today I'm
speaking on behalf of Rahamim Ecological Learniegi@. At that centre, our
main — our primary objective is to educate peopté whe knowledge that we now
have about how the planet and its life supportesygstfunction, and to promote a
way of thinking on the planet that is more in hanpomore respectful, of the
functions and processes that are now availabls to work with.

Beginning this presentation — and thank you forapportunity — I'd like to
acknowledge the Wiradjuri people, their elderst,gaesent and emerging, and
particularly thank them for the way in which théyeld on this continent, such that
its life support systems were sustained, for mioa@ 160,000 years. | mention that
not to say that that's where we should be headavgin terms of actual living
situations, but the principle behind it. The Algimal people studied and understood
how this landscape worked, and they created tbheieses, and their industries, if
you like, accordingly.

So I'd like to begin by addressing you, my fellolametary citizens. We live at a
wonderful moment in history. In our lifetime, we'wome to know that our family
tree stretches back through 13.7 billion yearsit'srhow long the universe we
inhabit has been in the making. And the planetalehome has been evolving for
five billion years. For most of that time, it gmt quite well without human
intervention or interference. Our human specidsndit emerge on the scene until
about seven million years ago.

This fragile planet Earth has evolved a life supggstem that up until this time has
not been found anywhere else in the Milky Way gglamuch less the universe. Itis
just the right distance from the sun to sustam lift has soil that is capable of
growing food. It stores water in the most amaziloyd system, suspended in the
atmosphere. It clothes itself in forests that fiorcas the lungs of the planet,
absorbing carbon dioxide and generating oxygenrttates the atmosphere
breathable. Its atmosphere protects life fromhidnenful radiation of the sun. It has
a self-regulating feedback system that maintaiadghrth’s temperature within a
range that up until now has sustained life. Itéadved a most extraordinary
variety of plant and animal life, from bacteriabtars, and everything on the planet
is interconnected and interdependent, operatiranasosystem of give and take by
all of the creatures and elements that are patt of

Where these ecosystems get out of balance, thevalof life, including human life,
is threatened. All life forms, human and the rekare the same atmosphere. There
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is only one atmosphere that circles the planetlodts not know national boundaries,
much less the boundaries of the mine we are camsidbere today. Proportionate
to the planet, the atmosphere is as thin as tmeddlan apple.

We pulled ourselves back from the brink of permalyedamaging the ozone layer
of the atmosphere a few years ago, when we chahgeday we made refrigerator
motors. Now we have a problem with an excess ségéhat cause a greenhouse
effect, trapping heat in the atmosphere, and wagiiia Earth’s oceans and surface.
This phenomenon is caused primarily by human agtisuch as burning fossil fuels.
When we didn’t know, perhaps it didn't matter; Imatv we know, it's suicidal and
irresponsible to continue doing so.

MS ........... Hear, hear.

MS POWELL: We're interfering with the regulatosystem that the planet evolved
to control climatic conditions that we adaptedrtaéeveloping the recurring patterns
and processes that have shaped our society. dajgation happened over
thousands of years. The changes that we are wities climate now are
happening so quickly that adaptation cannot beradsurhe precautionary principle
must surely apply.

Our reality as Earth dwellers is changing very dgpiand our awareness of our
reality is also changing, but not quickly enougie continue to live as if we are
somehow disconnected from the rest of the platié&'$orms and life support
systems, when in fact we depend on them absolutéky.continue to live as if the
planet’s resources are infinite, when in fact folesls do have a use-by date, and the
societies we have built on these resources facevibfeld threat of an energy crisis
and a climate crisis.

For the past 200 years, we believed that we hadldeed systems and processes
that would lift all Earth’s human inhabitants odifpoverty. But the reality is, our
systems and processes are destroying the life sugysiems of the planet for all of
us.

There’s a sense in which this consultation, anthallwork of the people who are
endeavouring to go ahead with this mine — thidlia waste of precious time. If the
Greens came to us and wanted to invest in renevealgleyy, then the conversation’s
worthwhile. But we know this kind of industry iser, and so many people around
the planet — so many other nations — are alreadgling back the industry of burning
fossil fuels, or the industries that depend on g@neoming from fossil fuels.

We've developed a global economic order that demaondsumption of more of the
Earth’s limited resources than we actually need,@eates inordinate amounts of
waste products that poison our waters, pollutesois and forests, and interfere with
our atmospheric conditions.
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We claim to be the most intelligent species evdrawee evolved, with our capacity
for reflective consciousness. Up till the lasttcey, probably, evolution proceeded
by natural selection; but there is no question ¢alution going forward is now
going to depend on human decisions. So it weiging kreavily on us to get those
decisions right.

| speak today not just about this issue as affgdtie local Bylong community,
although | can see how serious it is for them.sThian issue that affects the people
of the planet; and every time we make a decidianis contrary to the wellbeing of
the planet, we're winding things back for ourselves

We do have the intelligence to imagine a diffemeatity, and to respond to the
reality that's overtaken us, and to take action némfact, as | keep saying, many
people are already doing this. But it's as if westeepwalking, living in denial,

lying to ourselves about our real impact. Aus#radi not meeting its emission targets
if Korea, or China or India, are burning our cokls the same atmosphere, the same
climate patterns, that are being affected.

The people of Australia and Korea have the capagitievelop sources of energy
other than coal, especially if coal mines threden production soils, like the
Bylong Valley; Nashdale, near Orange; the Livetg@ains, near Gunnedah; and
the Hunter Valley. | feel desperate when | drivetigh the Hunter Valley; it’'s like
driving through the surface of the moon. And th&fircourse, there are, as people
have been mentioning over and over, our water sabied the threat of climate
change.

We’'re clever people. But we need our industrialeatd governments to control our
nation’s resources to support the initiatives thiditconvert our economies to more
sustainable and safe industries. Of course pewg#d jobs. Of course we need
energy sources. But the longer we continue ta effifthe greater the danger that
we will descend into chaos, if not in our lifetimiken in the lifetime of our children
and grandchildren.

The people of Bylong Valley, and the hill commuedtiaround about, are fearful of
the distress that not going ahead with this minecaiuse them. | can’t even
imagine the distress that lies ahead for the nexple of generations if we continue,
not just with this mine, but with other mines ardukustralia and in other parts of
the world. Thank you very much.

MR KIRKBY: Now, thank you very much, Patricia. a¥nhight have one more
before lunch, Bruce Kerney, and then we’ll breaklfmch; and the first speaker
after lunch is Bob Hill, from the Bathurst Commuyn@limate Action Network.
Bruce.

MR B. KERNEY: Yeah, thanks to the committee fealing us today. Listening to
the prior arguments, or discussions, my addresgdsisally changed a bit. My
concern — I'm with the mine; | want to see it geead. I've been a resident in
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Kandos for 52 years. My father, my grandfatheo adsd my cousins were in the
mines. That may seem biased, but it did employeghatated a lot of people, and
supplied for their families.

I’'m also a member of the local chamber of commeiga.acutely aware of the
concerns in the community of the closure of thee@simvorks and the associated
businesses, and how it's adversely affected oull smamunity. | actually own
shops in the community, so I've got tenants whode@endent upon the passing
trade, and contractors and other businesses tha ttwough that are associated with
this sort of thing. Both ourselves — we contribatéocal charities. We’ve spoken to
them as to the downturn in contributions, and #uk lof industry that's happened to
our little community. Itis suffering.

With all due respect to those who are with the mmnental thing, they don't
contribute to small country towns. They don’t ddes the local people and those
that suffer. | feel, and many others do, thas #éry much a fad. Yes, it's all for it,
but they won’t come into the small towns.

My partner Susie and | operate the Bolton Creek-Eyufour park. It hasn't even
been mentioned here, with all the other speaketsyb’re on the easternmost
boundary between the mine and the Wollemi Nati®zak. We have actively
invited Shut the Gate Alliance, Battle for Bylonige Newcastle media — the press —
the newspaper down there. No one was intereseeduise they're not interested in
putting their feet on the ground in the paddod®sie of them invited a reporter all
the way from Melbourne ..... in Sydney; they spdhof an hour and a half or two
hours in the valley, and then flipped off down theand they do not care for what
was happening in the local scene.

The local history there, the skill set, the scheothe last meeting that was up here in
Mudgee, at the RSL — the eloquent speaker of the $thool of the disillusionment
of the youth. Possibly this mine has given us @&ry to consider how we do direct
our future to more sustainable energy, or anytkisg. In the moment, it is a lifeline
desperately being grasped by the community thateesl.

KEPCO has come into the area. They have — areeambintributors to the rescue
squad, the local charities, the schools, and eviexytelse. | find there’s a
disproportionate association with the mines up atiyee. All the money is going
into Mudgee. Mudgee is reliant on tourism, thedwrand the mines. Kandos and
Rylstone are but a satellite, and we are missinig Guir roads, our infrastructure,
will all be better off if this is implemented, ifemvelcome them into our valley.

| fully appreciate how the concerns over water $upd’m not a scientist. There is
a lot more far more educated than me. If Peteréwd’ water system is so good,
how about it's implemented in our valley? But thisinformation about a lot of the
people here today is, it is the Bylong Valleyjsithe upper Bylong Valley. It won't
be a visual scar for tourists coming through.h#ére’s another case, it's going to be
hidden up a side valley. It is a rough sort ofqumak. Itis not a food ..... You
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people were down there, | believe, yesterday.shwe had have known you were
going down. We weren't aware of it. But the whotenmunity, from shop owners
and cafés, accommodation — we desperately, desperatr the future of the youth
— in the short term, possibly.

I’'m all for saving the environment; I've got solam me roof at home. But at the
moment, we're trying to save the small rural comityynvhere the people are trying
to grasp hold of this. There’s no GoFundMe pagsatee our youth, but at the
moment, we do desperately need this in our commurind that's why | had to
speak for the community here that | feel is disprapnately represented with the
ones that are bussed in. We will be here an hiter, ®r two hours after, you people
— like, a majority of the people here — leave. yfteeleaving back to their cafe lattes
down in Sydney and Newcastle. We need to stay, hartkwe need to save our
community. Thank you.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Bruce. David, how long ane breaking for lunch?
Thirty minutes? Okay. We'll break so everyone bame a bit of lunch. We’'ll
come back at about 20 past 1.

RECORDING SUSPENDED [12.55 pm]

RECORDING RESUMED [1.30 pm]

MR KIRKBY: Okay. Ladies and gentlemen, we miglet going again, if you'd
take your seats. Thank you. Okay. Our next speiakBob Hill from the Bathurst
Community Climate Action Network. Thank you.

MR B. HILL: Thank you, Commissioners. Bathursif@munity Climate Action
Network is a local community who for 10 years hasrbactively working in the area
addressing issues of climate change in the ruchl@al community. Stephanie,
Luke and | are members of BCCAN and will be preisgniere today. We'd like to
begin by acknowledge the Wiradjuri owners of thedlan which we gather and
acknowledge their elders past, present and emerdheyparticularly acknowledge
their past elders, whose wisdom ensured that tlesicendants successfully occupied
this land for over 1000 generations, the land efBlglong Valley and Bathurst .....
that's where we come from — and Mudgee.

We hope that the decisions that you will make heday will be as focused on the
long-term sustainability of the country and the gleas these must have been. I'd
also like to acknowledge the historical contribatio the past of the coal industry to
Australia’s economic development and the creatioouo resilient communities
across the Hunter Valley and Lithgow Valley, asd&runentioned in the last
submission. This contribution that coal made catrsome cost in risks to the lives
of miners and the health of their families andghstainability of the environment.
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But in the past, these costs were tolerated bethageseemed local and
manageable, and there was little alternative taihgrfossil fuel.

Now that chapter is closed. We move on. We noenkrand the fossil fuel industry
has known for 50 years, that the costs of coairameense and global and,
fortunately, there are alternatives like solar e and battery and pumped hydro
storage which are cheaper and sustainable. iihésfor a just transition from fossil
fuels. A number of speaker have spoken eloquémittymorning about the details of
the carbon emissions that come from the proposéahBymine. Over 20 years with
something like 160 million tonnes of coal, and bogthat will release something
like 450 million tonnes of carbon dioxide equivalen

Now, these CO emissions will stay in the atmosphdieey will stay there for
something like 100 years, warming the planet. Gamnmissioners, you're making a
decision as whether to enable this contributiothéowarming of the planet through
to the year 2140. There has been a lot of talkiathe interests of our children and
grandchildren. We're talking about our great-gichildiren, great-great-
grandchildren, and | hope you will consider, as @em Woods mentioned earlier,
intergenerational equity in the decisions you malegause the emissions are the
elephant in the room. The emissions from burnivig ¢oal you won't find discussed
in the government documents, in the KEPCO submissidhe Department of
Planning’s final assessment report. These areneationed in the costs of the
project in the impacts of what we’re doing. Fastance, in the letter from the
department to the Chairman of the IPC with the sssent of the proposed project,
it says:

On balance the department considers that the bisnaffthe project outweigh
its costs.

But they haven't incorporated the costs of clin@tange that will be contributed by
the burning of this coal, and they haven’t incogted the costs of that in any of their
economic analysis that | can see. Earlier speakersthe same time as the
assessment report was produced, we had the rdpbe mtergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change, and a number of speakers haveedftr that so | won’t labour it,
except by saying that they have made it fairly cthat we’re confronted not just
with client change, but with what | think we wouddll a climate emergency, that is,
that unless we reduce our emissions dramaticatlyimmediately, we can say with
fairly high confidence that we’ve got no prospekctamlucing the increase of
emissions from pre-industrial times to one degesgigrade.

More likely, it will go beyond two degrees centidesincreasing average .....
temperatures. In other words, this is a climatergency requiring urgent action and
it needs to start now. The Australian client sceefrom our most reputable bodies,
the Bureau of Meteorology and the CSIRO spell basé implications in a number
of reports, but | refer to the Climate Change irs#alia report in 2016 where they
talk about some of the impacts in the Central Sapgion. They predict with very
high confidence that average temperatures willinaetto increase in all seasons.
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They predict with very high confidence that we vkidlve more hot days and warm
spells, that they predict average winter rainfall projected to decrease, and they
predict that with high consequence — confidencd,that spring rainfall will
decrease, they predict, with medium confidenceeyTgredict an increase in
intensity of extreme rainfall events, and they pred harsher fire weather climate in
the future with high confidence. So | guess Austriaas always had droughts,
floods and bushfires, but these are going to irsgedth frequency and intensity
because of our burning of fossil fuels, but you Ww&nd any discussion in the
KEPCO documents or in the department’s report atieutosts of fires, floods and
droughts that are attributable to the burning efftssil fuel from the Bylong mine.
It's the elephant in the room. The earlier spesikave talked about the impact of
climate change on health.

We note it will change the face of agriculture urance, tourism, many other
industries, but the costs that are involved heegregren’t mentioned in this
document. There’s a sense that climate changerisisow irrelevant, somehow
offside, something not to be considered. A nunab¢hose points have been made.
There is an argument in the literature of politiGianore that say, “Okay, that might
be true, but there’s nothing we can do about iistfalia is powerless. We're only a
small player globally, and our emissions don’'t makech difference. We're
insignificant.” Essentially this is a drug deatedefence, “There are lots of sellers
out there, and we’re insignificant. It would gowithout us.” | think that sort of
argument is not only immoral, but it's incorre¢t.seems to me that Australia is not
insignificant.

It's one of the world’s leading per capita prodwgcef carbon emissions and one of
the world’s largest fossil fuel of — per capitafrgpand one of the world’s largest
fossil fuel exporting nations. We contribute sabsigally to the problem, but | would
argue that we could, and you could, contribute surtiglly to the international
solution, because in peace and war Australia lvesyal made an international
contribution beyond its size. There are many exampWe've heard the examples
of Australia’s involvement in the campaign aga@BiCs where Australian
governments took the lead from the scientists agiweavily involved in
developing the Montreal Protocol on substancesdéplete the ozone layer in 1987.
We made a difference.

The banning of landmines agreement. Australiativaie and involved in an active
way in supporting other small countries like Austiiat took a lead in that. The
preventing of mining in Antarctica — again you wiid a major role being played by
Australia. And the proudest one | think that thad of Australia showed — in the
phasing out of the tobacco industry. In many wéyat issue was one that modelled
some of the issues around as we've already heftide @oal industry. We had
powerful global corporations that were trying tdesel a product that was dangerous
to the health of the community. They had deep ptecénd they funded legal and
political efforts of front organisations.
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They funded sympathetic scientific research anggsed non-sympathetic
research, and so on. But Australian governmengd gblitical perspectives, state
and federal, took action that led the world anditeen followed in other countries,
and today we have one of the lowest rates of tabacnsumption in the world and
many country’s overseas have followed our leadchan tAustralia is not
insignificant. We have led and we could lead omate change, and | guess my
request is that you participate in the interesthefnext thousand generations that
will hopefully walk on ..... country to be part thfat leadership. Stephanie will now
explore some of the legal and economic implicatiminthe decisions that you have
to make today.

MS ........... Thanks. Thanks for the opportyat talk. I've got a bit of a legal
background and | guess I’'m concerned about sortteedegal implications for
Australia. There’s about 900 cases in 24 countridke moment with strategic legal
battles challenging governments and corporatiomet@n current climate change
research. They say there’s about four interesiimes to watch for 2018. There’s
900 Dutch citizens telling their government thateeds to do more to be working
for reducing emissions, and one of the decisioasttte Dutch government, who has
just lost the case, has said they’re going todtéta coal exit.

The 21 youths in America that are saying that thghts, constitutional rights to life,
liberty and property have, you know, been — theyeHailed to take action against
climate warming, arguing the government is failiogrotect essential public trust
resources like air and water, which are vital tovissal. There’s a Peruvian farmer
that wants an energy company to take financialaesipility for a glacier that's
melting next to him in his city. ExxonMobil is Imgj sued for lying to the public
about risks of climate change and failing to saégduMassachusetts communities
against pollution, especially since they were avediie since 1977, that climate risks
associated with fossil fuels were going to be aoas

Philippines Commission has 47 major fossil fuel pamies in their sights, whether
they can be held culpable for accelerating clinchtenge and its impact on basic
human rights for Filipinos. In Europe there arecRes involved with cases of
illegal levels of pollution, holding elected offads to account, especially when those
officials are breaching fundamental human righteere’s Mark McVeigh, the 23
year old, suing his super fund for failing to mimsen the risks of climate change.

And | guess I'm looking at the Bylong Valley exampand I'm just thinking, you
know, “How could that work?” You might have a eaition of Bylong community
members saying that they have got no water. Yahttiave Korean citizens
coming back and saying, you know, “We can’t seeaanatic loss — reduction in our
air pollution which is currently the worst in an OB country”. You might have a
class action from Pacific Island nationals who gmtsider ongoing production and
export of coal is causing sea levels to rise anttrnizdly damage their lives and
livelihoods.
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And because, you know, Australia has — is a siggpdtoquite a few different
treaties, including the convention on the righta @hild, they might want to look at
article 24, a child’s right to enjoy highest attate standard of health through
nutritious foods and clean drinking water, takintpiconsideration the dangers and
risks of environmental pollution. Article 27, thght of every child to a standard of
living adequate for physical, mental, spiritual,ral@nd social development. Article
32, the right of a child to be protected from eaoiwexploitation.

The other thing they are looking at, | mean, wité tatification of the Paris
agreement by Australia and Korea binds all sigmespFederal and State authorities,
to take climate change into account in environmergsessments of projects like
Bylong. | guess the outcome is uncertain, so asrAlian citizens, we’re leaving
ourselves a bit vulnerable to a potential coureaasd the costs, you know, in terms
of damages, spreading that across tax payergyst's- it's just leaving a bit of a gap.
So | would like you to kind of take that into acobwhen you're doing it. | will put
my submission in. There will be some links for yothave a look at.

The other thing that is worth looking at is thehtigyof nature, which is a movement
that’s starting to take off, where a river hasghtito flow, an ecosystem has a right
to cycle. And I guess if the divestment of coaltanues and we’re left with stranded
assets, the idea of rehabilitation actually happgrs going to be a big question as
well. So rather than be the rogue State withhallganctions slapped on it, | would
like us to maybe say no to new coal. Thanks.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you. Our next speakers are WaknPearse and Alistair
Davey with Bylong Valley Protection Alliance.

MR W. PEARSE: Thank you for the opportunity te@ak to the panel today. My
name is Warwick Pearse and | speak on behalf aBytheng Valley Protection
Alliance Incorporated. | and other members ofBMPPA have had a longstanding
association with the Valley, either as landhold&sner landholders or people with
relatives in the Valley. So we are all very clgsa$sociated with the Valley and
have been for many years.

Personally, | have been visiting the Valley fon@ars, the family farm in the Valley
for 30 years, and today I’'m not going to talk socmabout KEPCOs proposal, but
what has got our interest is the areas in theal fassessment report which we feel
are really lacking and inadequate and have not bdequately covered. There’s
five areas: water, agriculture, heritage, soama economic impact, and, of course,
carbon emissions, but you may be pleased to knatM tlion’t have to talk about
global warming or the impact of carbon today beedukink it has been very well
covered.

The BVPA will also make more detailed written subsidns and we have engaged
in coal consultants to look at water in particldat also finance and economics, and
today we have one of these independent consultalsair Davey, who will follow
my speech. We also have engaged a barrister kaakooonditions, so hopefully the
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panel will hear from him. Water is our first aratémost concern. Many farmers in
the Valley are deeply concerned about the threatster. | think you've heard that
many times today, and we believe that the finaéss®ient report seriously
underestimates the risk to water resources in tikey.

The Department has not acknowledged that the allagjuifer which supports
farming is variable, shallow, dependant on seas@maiall. We find no evidence in
the final assessment report that the water modetiethe proponent drew on the
experiences of water users in the Valley. Curmvater licences are over-allocated
and, based on experience, available groundwateuch less than indicated on the
licences. For example, our farm has a licenceédah8galitres, but in dry times like
this, we struggle to get one megalitre. So thamseve’'re pumping and we have to
stop pumping because the bore goes dry. We cardegper because there’s
bedrock, so we just have to turn the pump off aad fer water to trickle in. This is
what | mean by a shallow aquifer.

Historically, irrigators have had to coordinate fhemping times because there is
insufficient water if neighbours pump at the sameet The mine’s water take from
the alluvium appears to be a very large propornibtine water available in the
Valley, so this is of great concern to current watgers. The proposed mine project
will also intercept with Permian strata water, the Department of Industry Water
warns that licences may not be available to cdwepredicted volume of water take
from the Permian strata. I'm not familiar with tims and outs of water regulation
but, as | understand it, licences for the Permieataare across a whole much bigger
catchments, like Hunter and Northern Rivers. $®ithof great concern and not
actually covered in the final assessment repoe Water models do not — well, next
point. The water models do not fully take into@aat reduced rainfall, increased
temperatures, increased evaporation which we’reently experiencing and the
predictions that these effects will become moreszv

In relation to water and the mine and the propdkale are no guarantees that the
water will be available to all users. The condisicstipulate continuation of water
supply ..... with other mines in the valley, attesnio enforce these conditions have
at worst been total failures and at best experaiedrawn out. So we don’t want to
get into a situation involving lawyers and coudget water. At this stage, the mine
has offered a two week make-up water to some ldddr®which is not a solution.

It would also appear to be impossible to provideugih water for irrigation by
make-up by shipping in water. Also, in relatiomtake-up water, cattle may last in
mid-summer two days without drink, maybe one, sairze would have to be very
quick to get water shipped in to actually enabkfeaot to perish.

Lastly, in relation to our concern about water 4 #ris isn’'t mentioned in the final
assessment report — the water management plarotifasgito say about the void full
of mine waste water that will be left at the endhef mine. So we would like to
know what will happen there. Our second conceagriculture in the valley.

We’'re concerned about the impact on agriculturad fe Department paints a rosy
picture of co-existence. But the agricultural eder of the valley will be adversely
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changed by removing prime ag land from productiemoving options for more
intensive agriculture, such as thoroughbred horseding or vegetable cropping and
not maintaining or developing the natural sequdanaing methods pioneered at
Tarwyn Park.

We have heard from the mine that they do want tdigoe natural sequence farming
and | think Peter Andrews today will talk more abthat, but in my inquiries with
the people who teach and research natural seqiemaimg, like Malloon and Peter
Andrews and educators in this area, the mine heapproached these people with
the practical experience and research backgroaybe they've approached other
researchers but not the people who actually hawreedaout natural sequence
farming.

Finally, in relation to agriculture, the Departmetdims the rehabilitation of prime
land will be possible after the close of the mimaywever, there are enormous risks in
this and, as mentioned earlier, the only curreat@)e of an attempt to re-establish
alluvial flats is at Hunter Valley Operations whé&@® hectares have been reinstated
but the results have been mixed. The quality placement land does not resemble
the original values lost. So there is no precedeAustralia or the world, as far as
we know, for the re-establishment of 400 hectafgsime ag land.

So | will move to my conclusion but | will mentiogelation to Tarwyn Park, we were
happy to see the change to the mine plan, butiweelteve the groundwater and
surface flows to that property will be seriouslgueed. In relation to the social
impact, we don't think that the final assessmeporefully appreciated the negative
impacts of the mine to date. A number of peodig&s have been destroyed or at
least severely disrupted and the full impact hanbrinimised by people being
silenced due to gag clauses. So you can't realllyyow many people have been
affected and how badly. Thank you. | will eabidlistair’s time for 30 seconds.
So, in conclusion, we believe that the mine showidbe approved because it will
cause irreversible damage to the agricultural hgeit social, scenic and biophysical
values of the Bylong Valley. | believe that Bylowglley is of National Heritage
significance. The threats to water are real aneé Im@t been adequately investigated.
Approval of the mine would also be a refusal byNweev South Wales Government
to take action to reduce global carbon emissidrgnk you.

MR KIRKBY: Thanks, Warwick.

DR A. DAVEY: My name is Dr Alistair Davey and I'ftom Pegasus Economics.
We're a small consultancy firm from Canberra. Awmelve been engaged by the
Bylong Valley Protection Alliance to review the \@us parts of the economic
assessment that have been provided by the propforehte Bylong Valley coal
project. We've got two fundamental problems in teeiew that we undertook.
Firstly, the results are not transparent and opestiutiny. In particular, a lot of the
inputs that have gone into the economic assessaneftasically secret, commercial
in confidence, based on proprietary informatioe Bther main problem we have is
that the economic assessment is actually baseedumdant coal price forecasts,
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forecasts that are at least four years old, asagdibrecasts that are based on, once
again, secret information that still hasn’t seemliht of day four years after the
event.

Based on our analysis, trying to replicate whatibljly available in terms of the
production, the proposed production output fromghegect and adjusting for the
quality of coal that will be coming from the projewe believe that the value of the
coal production will be much less than the $3.8dsilin production costs inferring
that the net present value to New South Wales tranproject proceeding will
actually be negative. Turning now to the reviewcsgeally of the economic
assessment, as well as the issue of the lackrdfpgesiency, you don't have to take
my word for the fact that the economic impact assent has been clouded in
secrecy. You can see that point is acknowledgeskwaral occasions by the expert
reviewers appointed by the Department of Plannitdytae Environment and I've
included a couple of choice quotes from their rggbe Centre for International
Economics.

However, there are a couple of other instancelsameport where they also highlight
the lack of transparency. This lack of transpaydras been justified on the basis
that coal prices are proprietary. | find it aléittlifficulty to accept that at least four
years after the event the coal forecasts that thatbasis of the economic impact
assessment are still somehow proprietary and aégather key crucial inputs are
commercial in confidence.

The problem with this particular approach is tregemtially the economic impact
assessment and all the various updates that havepoevided as a result basically
fail to meet the guidelines for the economic assess of mining and coal seam gas
proposals as required by the New South Wales Depattof Planning and
Environment and I've included also a couple of geptes from those particular
guidelines. Because the economic assessmentsatyatbeen done and the various
updates are not transparent, the results are wftffic understand and not open to
scrutiny and in particular, the inability to reglte fragile results is that essentially
what has been presented will escape scrutiny amldjatito see basically how
rigorous they are at the end of the day.

Turning now to the coal itself that will come frdire project, | think it’s important

to note, based on the mine justification report tha quality of coal is much lower
than the Newcastle thermal coal benchmark or at le@e third of the open cut coal
are quite a bit lower, in terms of its energy canteAnd this is something that needs
to be taken into account in the — or should hawnlieken into account during the
economic impact assessment. Essentially, theairogal will attract a much lower
price than the two commonly accepted Newcastlartbecoal benchmarks. The
project coal is actually much closer to anothetipalar coal specification, which is
the 5500 kilo calorie per kilogram net as receideivcastle price specification,
rather than the benchmark.
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And historically, as you can see on the chart ugherscreen, the Newcastle
benchmark actually is some 20 per cent higher imevethan the coal that will be
coming from the project mine. If you were adjustthe quality of the coal that
actually comes from the project and based on tiestl@oal price forecasts that are
available. One from the reserve — sorry. One ftioenWorld Bank that was just
released last week, as well as a regular quapetdication by KPMG and based on
what one can infer at the production schedule @fptioject, then you can see that the
present value of coal, based on the World Bankedsas the KPMG price forecast,

is actually much less than the 3.2 billion dollasguction costs associated with the
project.

On that basis, the project shouldn't actually gesghbecause the costs actually
outweigh the associated benefits. | should alsbesgn if you assumed that the
project coal itself is actually at the Newcastknstard, based on the World Bank
forecasts that go out to 2030, that the projectlavetill fail on a cost benefit
analysis. Finally, to reiterate the points I'vedaa | don't believe the economic
assessment that has been provided so far shouédide upon and it fails the New
South Wales’ guidelines of basically having to &y rigorous transparent and
accountable evidence that is open to scrutiny biéisically not open to scrutiny as it
has been presented so far. And, finally, if yojusicthe quality of the coal from the
project you're most likely to find that the net peat of the project for New South
Wales is negative. Thank you.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Alistair. Our next speakisrGreg Dowker.

MR G. DOWKER: Thank you. My name is Greg Dowkénown the Winning Post
Motor Inn in Mudgee in Church Street. | employs34ff. My major customers are
coal related seven days a week. | was able to &awver of the Bylong coal project
yesterday and | was very impressed with KEPCO hadvay they've embraced an
agribusiness in the Bylong Valley. Employing anfiamanager and several farmers,
the manager has an ongoing plan for the agribusioesr many years to come. We
also, on the tour, saw the renovation of TarwyrkPidue house having a builder and
his crew working full-time on this.

The house is a mess, which will be restored toritgnal glory. The coal project
does not utilise Tarwyn Park at all for mining. 04@eople to be employed. That
means the region would get a great economic badstoost which is needed in
Kandos, Rylstone and other small communities. Sdwtors that will get a boost is
housing sector and all the suppliers to this inguskriends and family of the
workers would also inject money into the wineriegailers, accommodation
providers and hospitality outlets. This would tleeeate the flow on as people that
have visited talk to friends who then visit theiogg which would boost tourism to
the region. Just — | — most of the comments thallcomments from the people that
want the mine to go ahead | agree with, so | wga'all over them again, so | thank
you for your time.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Greg. The next speakeHmsydn Washington from .....
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MR H. WASHINGTON: Thank you very much for — thapéu very much for
letting me speak today. | am actually a locahigzobn Nullo Mountain, 24 — okay. If
we can move on. Perhaps | could say, in termbeofitst slide is, as | say, | am a
local. Also I'm an environmental scientist. | leglyeen for 38 years and I've been
assessing the environmental impact of coal mikdso the honourable secretary of
the Colo Committee, which has been working sind&Mith coal mines, mainly in
the southern part of the western coal fields, ge éttended PACs on coal PAC
Springvale, Airlie, Cullen Valley and other propissand I'm a former member of
the Greater Blue Mountains World Heritage advismgnmittee.

Now, there’s five issues I'm going to consider he@ne is the poor track record of
coal companies ..... the supposed facts in regatttetwestern coal fields. In other
words, they get it wrong. The unacceptable impéthe subsidence that's being
proposed of 3.3 metres. I'm also going to toucltlonate impact, as an
environmental scientist, and I’'m going to look gaen having long involvement with
the World Heritage area of impact that’s likelyhtmppen on the Great Blue
Mountains World Heritage area and the visual pahuaispect.

So, as | say, I've been involved since 1980. hHeard many promises, statements
and supposed facts that turned out to be simpiypgurd’he Angus Place mine, it
was stated that major cliff collapses when thegioally occurred were just natural.
In fact, they were caused by longwall mining, whieas acknowledged by the
Department of Mineral Resources. In the 1992 Atymmission and Inquiry it
noted that over two to three years Angus Place&yltaused 55 cliff collapses and
Baal Bone mining — mine caused 124. Now, soméaadé cliff collapses — just two
or three — were over 10,000 cubic metres. So laege.

Again, Baal Bone Colliery claimed longwall miningpuld not affect the swamps in
Long Swamp Cree, which is the headwater of the Gixer. In fact, these have
dried out. | will show you a picture shortly. 8mgvale Colliery has claimed that
longwall mining, under the important endangered mamity of the swamps on
Newnes Plateau would not affect swamps. In faely are drying out. Centennial
Coal promises that only half the mine would — hiadf coal would be mined in
Mount Airly — in fact, they’re now mining two-thied— and claims that open cuts will
be easily rehabilitated have been proven to be fals

So, as a scientist, | can only say that many ostatements that have been made by
coal companies over almost four decades are nmatand cannot be trusted. So,
looking in the southern part of the Western Cohliliewe’ve got issues of cliff falls,
rocked by swamp, swamp death, stream death, sipedtion, and the problems of
unsightly infrastructure. So cliff collapse. Tlsadctually a fairly small one.
Remember, | go back to 1980. A lot of my bestedidre on slides that | didn’t have
time to scan. Again, major damage. This is inlBame Colliery, which the surface
was only dropped one and a half meters. At Bylivey're planning to drop it by

3.3 metres.
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So, you get gaping crevasses and splits throughfosmations in the area. You
also get the death of swamps. Now, that's an egetaio ecological community
under both State and Federal legislation. In thett is — there are now a number of
dead patches upstream of a crack on Newnes Plateadast Wolgan Swamp on
Newnes Plateau. This is also partly due to sglindm water release. There’s
stream death. That was a flowing stream oncs.nitt flowing now. OR the one on
the left is flowing. That's because mine watebbasng discharged at that point. It
goes down the crack when the discharge gets stopfpieele’s no — again, no — no
water in the creek, because it's disappearingtimtacrack. And there has also been
major stream pollution from hypersaline water whiets killed areas on the creek.

So, that's part of the history that we've had ia southern part of the Western
Coalfields that I think should ring a warning bielterms of what’s proposed for
Bylong. Now, I notice that the Bylong PAC notedtti1 cliffs occur in the
subsidence of areas. 30 of them are going to epuer 3.3 metre subsidence. Rock
falls over 20 per cent of cliffs. Cracking overt®070 per cent of cliffs. And this

has been described as minor. In some part of thetékh Coalfields, such major

cliff collapse has been of 3.3 metres has been déemacceptable for at least 10
years, perhaps longer. Why? Because of the iifitesohess that it has created and
the fact that the community has opposed it. $astnow been reduced.

In fact, an Airly coal project — the maximum amoohsubsidence is .2 metres that
is deemed acceptable. So why is it consideredptaioke in this area of great scenic
grandeur that we can have 3.3 meter subsidence®, INmow we’ve talked about
climate change. In fact, we probably — as a speietny of us tend to deny the
problem of climate change. In fact, | wrote a bookthis problem myself. And
you've heard about the recent report that has keead basically saying we need to
get out of coal within 22 years if we're going tave the Great Barrier Reef and
other sensitive areas. And the fact is, you kndustralia is actually one of the
countries at major risk: longer more intensivetivaaes, harsher droughts, coastal
flooding, worse bushfires — and there’s alreadytortbe east of me has happened
already on Nullo Mountain. The Murray may stopifiog and some parts of
Australia may become uninhabitable.

So, | know the IPC may consider that it's outsifi@jurisdiction, but the IPCC, the
International Panel of Climate Change is basigadiynting out — and, remember,
these guys are very conservative scientists. @oejt like to come out — and
they’re certainly not activists by any means. Aodthem to come out is because
basically they are desperate. They can see thduthre, unless we change our way,
is really very difficult. The other thing, of cae, is renewable energy is now
cheaper than coal fired electricity for new builgs. There’s a reference there to
that. We don’t actually need to mine another 6ilion tonnes of coal for 25 years
when, in fact, it's actually going to make the f&wf Australians and our unique
natural heritage worse. We can actually move hd€r cent renewable energy by
2030 are some of the latest reports that are comihgand there’s at least a dozen
reports that have considered that.
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So, the impact of coal is the elephant in the roout,| don’t think the IPC or any
planning assessment can afford to ignore. It pasesk to both society and a
sustainable future. The other one is on groun@mvdt has been raised before today
that the Hunter Subregion Bioregional Assessmemi@d out the 137 square
kilometres of the Greater Blue Mountains World kbege area is likely to be subject
to drawdown. So, in other words, it's going tolbging groundwater that was there
previously. And that is a real problem when teisme of the best areas in the world
that has been acknowledged as World Heritage dtsaalready under stress from
climate change, because, hey, we're burning todngoel, and to actually draw
down the water table and take water out of that ara fact, | believe you have
received a submission today from the Greater Bloatains World Heritage
Advisory Committee pointing out that there arefaat, three particular plant
communities that may be at risk.

As | say, the World Heritage area is superlativeaaf global significance. So New
South Wales should not actually be permitting ggutato damage one of the World
Heritage sites that the Australian Government loasnoitted to protect. Finally,
destruction of scenic grandeur. A lot of peopleehbeen pointing out how pretty
and beautiful this valley is. It is an area ofajrecenic grandeur. Adjoining
Wollemi National Park and the Bylong Labyrinth jugtstream between the mine
site and where | live on Nullo Mountain is an exdengf this. So, really, we're
talking about major visual pollution on the edgenbfat is a World Heritage site.

So, in summary, the coal — going back to look atgbuthern part of the Coal Fields,
we’ve had very bad proposals down there. The Gaoghpoposal was one. Now, in
2013, the Coalpac had, in fact, decided that tbpgsed open cut, that the negatives
outweighed the positives. That proposal was stppéow, the Bylong PAC
concluded similarly that doubts persist about thedbits and impacts of this project.
So, all | can say is, after 38 years involved wiblal mines as an environmental
scientist, | refute proponents’ claims that theiemmental impact will be minimal
or acceptable. It is both going to be extensing, lsbelieve, if we actually care for
the natural heritage of New South Wales and canetalbhat the future will be in a
climate change world, it is unacceptable. Hencegé that the KEPCO Bylong
Project should be refused. Thank you.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Haydn. Our next speakeNiathan Davis.

MR N. DAVIS: Chairperson, panel members, fellqgveakers, ladies and
gentlemen here today, my name is Nathan Davisa Bissiness owner here with a
significant investment in the Township of Mudgeé&lt today it was critical that |
spoke at this hearing to offer my support to théoBg Coal Project. In the last six
years, my business partners and | have thrownfiignt resources behind the
economic development of Mudgee, with the rezoninidp@ nearby farmland of over
300 hectares, which represents the next 10 to 4&y# concentrated, and
significant residential growth that is needed farddee. The rezoning of this land,
now known as Caerleon Estate, has a possibiliprdwide for over 200 future
homes within Mudgee over the coming years. Withammbined experience
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developing throughout Australia, my partners ahdve identified the huge potential
for growth that Mudgee has in front of it right nogrowth that other regional towns
in New South Wales can only ever dream of.

The expansion of coal mines in recent years arddendigee should not be taken for
granted. While other coal mines around the coumirne been contracting, or even
closing down, in recent years, the mines arounddéedare proving the most
profitable in the country. These are fortunateesnfor this town and these plans for
growth and expansion should be embraced by Mudgeegejected. Furthermore,
they should be embraced by all of New South Walssye as a state benefit from
the ongoing royalties that these mines generates.our intention with the
confirmation of Bylong's approval, to throw furth@ven more significant resources,
into Mudgee over the next 10 years, with the péaétd spend even of $100 million-
plus as we look to provide homes for Mudgee’s gngwpopulation, and a master-
planned estate that will provide community fa@ktiand amenities, including a
childcare centre, retail shops, cafes and sigmifiopen space and parklands.

The further commitment of such resources by usharsihess owners in general over
the next decade or so is critical on the contingredvth of this township. Without
surety of commitment from mining companies sucKkBPCO and the employment
that their projects bring, no business owner caashin the expansion of the town
without significant risks to the downside. It i®jects such as the development of
the Bylong mine that are critical to Mudgee’s fet@conomic success. We have
seen in recent times that the drought can havestewag effects on the local

farming population, and this, then, has flow-oreet§ to employment within the
region. The approval and construction of Bylongegia local population
employment options.

Mining creates diversity of industry within the req. It brings in significant
investment dollars and creates further sub-indestith even more employment
options and continued growth. The coal mines kdatround the region have
proven over the years to work hand in glove with tibwwn and its community. The
mines have been successful in providing a largebeuraf jobs to the local
workforce, increasing the population by bringindside workers and their families
to the town and giving back to the community withrgs and sponsorship. The
opportunity to have another mine operating in thellyjee area is something that
should be embraced with both hands by the towmillltreate further employment
opportunities, increase the region’s populationicivtin turn will create further
employment opportunities and increase the econstaiing of Mudgee and the
surrounding area immeasurably.

As regional areas and country towns around NewlSd(dles and, in fact, all of
Australia face economic hardship as population$irdecyoung people move away
and socioeconomic problems start to rise, not decMudgee has an incredible
opportunity to buck the trend with the approvatted Bylong Coal Project. This
new mine presents the town with a chance to coatiolgrow and get stronger,
creating more jobs for the current population, phesfuture residents that are
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attracted to the Mudgee area. Based on reseathdiis one mining job creates two
or more new jobs, maybe even more in some suppggartgfustries, the approval of
this mine stands to benefit even those that doatkwn the mining industry within

the township.

More people in town means you will see more peepiployed at places like
restaurants and cafes, more retail shops, moresolttsand more people in general
shopping and being employed while local business&esep up with the increasing
demand a growing population creates. All thesegthiare a huge boost for the local
economy and an incredible opportunity for the taiMudgee and its people.
Mudgee has a diverse history and first grew orbdk of potential gold mines, and
then wool and agriculture, tourism and viticulture.

We all know this, and we are all proud of whatr@vthg and diverse community we
have here; however, the continued long-term gratie time will come from the
construction and expansion of the nearby coal mishesying further access to some
of the most efficient coal seams in the stateagt fmaybe the country, seems to me,
crazy. As a business owner with a large investrimetitis town, as a rate payer in
this region, | for one fully support the approvatite Bylong Coal Project. If this
mine project is approved, more and more peoplestaihd to benefit from the
positive flow-on effects that this surety of grovethd expansion will bring to town.
Now, | know there are many people that have traddibng distances to present their
case that maybe take a negative view on the projg¢civever, a person who has
been here for 10 years and will be here for mangergears — | know this mine is a
great thing for the region.

MR KIRKBY: If you could wrap up.

MR DAVIS: | would like to thank you all for thepportunity to speak today. | trust
the opportunities for the construction of the Byddoal Project that we are
presented with today are not wasted now or inudheré. It is time to continue the
Mid-Western record as one of the fasted growingpregof New South Wales. The
Bylong Coal Project must be approved. Thank you.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Nathan. Our next speakeBryden Perry.

MR B. PERRY: My name is Bryden Perry. I've beanowner of property in the
Bylong Valley for 40 years and raised a family thand we’ve basically always had
water problems in the Bylong Valley. A few yeagoavhen they sort of said that
there was going to be a mine come to the vallgysttput more pressure on us than
we had ever had before, and the first thing wekthivell, that's what'’s going to
happen, more trouble. There were times in theyhsenh I've only been able to
pump for three hours, twice a day, and when youdgei to that it's getting fairly
ordinary. Irrigators in the valley, they used tvé to work together, talk to each
other and walk out whether, “You can pump today lbeah pump tomorrow,” and if
..... nothing much lives without water. | see waugot it on the table in front of you.
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There is people in the valley that can probabll &dout this situation a lot more
than | can, but they've had their hands tied onbgagged by KEPCO because of
some deal they’ve got going on with them. We’vd tater during this drought,
which | know a lot of other people in other distsibave been without water, and the
main reason for that is the fact that we haverd the irrigation and the water hasn’t
been pulled out of the valley like it normally ddescause so much company — now
owned by KEPCO and that's not happening, but ifilrengoes ahead, we will all be
in dreadful trouble down there, and the years aténg drier. And some months
ago there were four representatives from KEPCO darsee us at our place. The
first thing they did when they hopped out of thaiete, they said, “What a beautiful
place you have here. Isn'tit lovely up this vglldsn’t it? We’ve never been up
here before.” And I bit my tongue severely at gtege and, “Well, if you've come
to me with an agreement to replace our water ifuveout,” well, it's starting to
make you worry about propositions you put to evedyb

The other subject | would like to touch on as viethe community. We had a
lovely little community once. We had a school.atTho longer exists since KEPCO
arrived. We had the mouse races for 25 years ké&jdethe mouse races going.
They brought a lot of money into a small countnwroand we donated a lot of
money from that into Kandos, Rylstone and Mudgdewhere near of course what
KEPCO can do, but for a small village we would eaip to 100,000 at a race day,
which is quite substantial, and have 2000 peopteecthrough the gate. That has
long gone. Since we’ve had KEPCO as a neighbadbimk the community has gone
backwards.

They're talking about making communities but wedfthat there is no community
left now, and the reason the mouse races finispad there was no one left to run
them. The glossy little magazine, or brochuret KEBPCO put out once a month,
it's all about self-praise, and I've never fountf-peaise any recommendation. They
don’t put in there that we don’t spray our weedlke amount of hay they make is
very minimal to what used to come out of the valieyl they prefer now to plant
trees than ..... and their paddocks have a lotadsgas this time of the year — will be
a major fire danger.

The mine has destroyed a very peaceful quiet vadlewill destroy a very peaceful
and quiet valley. Dust, noise and light. All tgale can hear the dozers from
Wilpinjong, which is a lot further away from us ththis mine will be, and we can’t
see any major advantage. The coal trains echbeupalley, and it has destroyed a
beautiful — already it's destroying a beautifuljejupeaceful place. There is only
one thing left driving this forward to go on, aft is greed and stupidity — greed by
KEPCO and stupidity by Australian Government. Tihgou.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Bryden. Our next speakeiRodney Pryor.
MR R. PRYOR: Have to lower it for me. That stibbk fine. Thank you. My

name is Rod Pryor. | would first like to acknowdedthe traditional owners of the
country on which we speak, the Wiradjuri peoplel pay respect to the Elders past

.IPC MEETING 7.11.18 P-72
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited  Transcript in Golence



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

and present and extend that respect to any othstrNrtions people that might be
here. I'm a local. I've been here — | think I'nlogal. I've been here 42 going on 43
years now. | have a property approximately 20rkétres north of Wollar and about
26 kilometres west of the Bylong coal project.alé addressed this meeting to
strongly oppose this project.

As a person sharing the same road, | am concebmd the safety of drivers and
wildlife, Munghorn gap corridor. The amount of diél because of existing mine
traffic is already very high. If this project goaisead, | suggest to minimise those
safety risks, a little bus would be mandatory,amtequired. But what | really want
to elaborate on, as all other things have beenredvhat | wanted to talk about as
well, the environmental impacts, the climate charnige hydrology, the water. They
have been, | think, adequately covered by otheplpeo

But what | want to elaborate on is the social impad this project that may have
been identified by KEPCO but not necessarily addrésstarting with the impacts
on accommodation. We’'re looking at possibly 60Astauction workers at the very
beginning. In year 3, we're looking at 400 newideats. Coming up to year 9 of
the project, we're looking at 900 new residentsudiglee, you're looking at anything
up to possibly another 400 households. A detailekforce accommodation
strategy will be developed, says KEPCO, by KEPC&tqpproval. So they're
going to do it after. So we have to take it orsthat these issues will be worked
out after approval.

KEPCO states that there will be a moderate buatereduction in rentals for
incoming non-mining residents. | challenge th&gesnent. Rentals are already
getting very hard to find and more unaffordabl@eesally for average income
earners. Weekly rents are already travelling noftf450 per week for an average
house. If you have a larger family you're goingpty considerably more. They also
state that there will be a certain and major eféechousing affordability. House
prices are consistently rising. The mean aversg@proximately 380,000 k. The
reality is most houses in the three to four bedrgategory in Mudgee are 450,000
and going higher, well above the reach of averageme earners.

In table 32, KEPCO states it will prepare a dethpeoject work accommodation
strategy premised on the deleting of the earliekess’ accommodation facility
proposal, and that they say in table 13 that treyahstrate how accommodation
demand will be managed during periods of high daimdaring peak regional
events, and they also state that they will endidecbordination and placement of the
workforce in tourist accommodation throughout theal area as well. This has to
have an impact on Mudgee’s ability to accommodéaiors to our region with a
detrimental impact on the economic outcomes forisbvelated industries and
tarnish our reputation with future adverse conseges.

There will be significant detrimental impact in thieidgee area on housing
affordability and availability if this project preeds. The SIMP, the social impact
management plan, states — indicates that the ispacthild care places will be
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certain and major. Mudgee has already experiesiteds on its child care, its pre-
school. We have a situation where children aletato get a minimum of one year
of early childhood education before school, sonmgtlthat is recommended for
better education outcomes in the future, with méisgppointed parents.

Mudgee Preschool has just 80 places and a waisinonlexcess of 150 children. An
increase in population from this project will exduae an existing problem and no
action to alleviate the problem has been proposéaidgee needs another pre-
school, and with additional residents, a large dhstates there will be moderate
stress on health services and | challenge thatgétting harder and harder to see a
doctor and heaven forbid a dentist. You can weatijust days but weeks.

It may be argued the workforce will be spread axthe area with some residing in
the towns of Kandos and Rylstone. | doubt thi¢ kgl the case as those towns have
limited housing stock and are not the type of hagisequired by mining families.
There is a lack of infrastructure service like daye and pre-schools in Kandos and
Rylestone. There is no guarantee that the loaathywill gain employment from the
proposed project, and the increased stress onrgpassts in those town where
lower income earners tend to reside will becomese@nd they will probably end

up leaving.

As the Commission may appreciate, there are othesses on the community, such
as parking, etcetera. | have to question why thekers — if you will allow me just a
couple more minutes or one more minute — | hawgugstion why the workers’
accommodation facility at Bylong was created byNidwestern Regional Council

to be removed from the proposal when an increaspdlgtion in the area will put so
much pressure on community infrastructure and sesvihat are suffering already.
Okay. | will wind it up there and | will submit valt | have written because there was
a lot more. | was actually told | would have 1(haies yesterday and | just
discovered | would have five. Thank you very much.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Rodney. Our next speakeCilla Kinross from the
Central West Environment Council.

DR C. KINROSS: My name is Dr Cilla Kinross. I'an..... lecturer and Charles
Sturt University in environmental management. émecologist with a
specialisation in restoration and rehabilitationgarticularly flora and fauna in
agricultural areas. I'm here today representimgGentral West Environment
Council, which I'm going to refer to as CWEC. Itime president of that
organisation. CWEC is an umbrella organisatiomasgnting district environment
and conservation groups and individuals in the wlublthe Central West of New
South Wales, and our group’s aim is to work to ¢cbthe local environment for
future generations.

We welcome the opportunity to discuss our objestianthe Bylong Mine with the
Independent Commissioners here today who are cthavigle making a final
determination on the new coal project. This submrswill outline a number of
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experiences we have had with previous decisiorbahmines in the Central West,
and the lack of independent consideration of theuative impacts of these large
and significant changes for land use in the regife are particularly concerned by
one among the many statements made in the DeparghBfanning and
Environment final assessment report. In the dsousof the economic evaluation
and cost benefit analysis of the project on pagdbBE states that, and | quote:

Ultimately, the precise financial viability of tipeoject is a matter for the
applicant and is not relevant to the assessmetiteoimerits of the project
under the EP&A Act. If the project is likely to tmeviable, it will not proceed.

Well, we strongly agree with this position and vwenthat the very first three
objects of the EP&A Act all refer to economic menithe decision-making process,
so it can't be ignored. CWEC considers it imperathat the Independent
Commission consider the financial viability of theoject as part of the merit
assessment, and particularly now that the sizeeobpen cut mine and coal
production has been reduced through a revised ptame for reasons | will outline
later. There are three other areas of uncertaindyt the production predictions for
this mine. The first relates to water availabifity the mining operations. The draft
conditions at schedule 4, condition 23, states that

The applicant must ensure that it has sufficiertewtor all stages of the
development and, if necessary, adjust the scéleeaihining operations to
match its water supply.

Now, this is a key threat to the viability of theoject and | will be addressing water
issues later. In regard to the subsidence impéethich we've just hear from
Haydn Washington, the DPI — DPE final report ow$irthat long wall panels near
cliff lines have been shortened and a set back&ffmetres has been included in
conditions for two important cliff lines. Howevef subsidence impacts are greater
than predicted, then other measures must be tak¢alt add to the cost for
producing the coal, so the cost has gone up.

These possible constraints to production level® mt been taken into account in
the economic analysis and finally, there is a psapto inject surplus water from the
open cut operations into the underground mine eggmt the need to discharge mine
water. But there is no detail provided on how thik operate, how it might

interfere with underground operations nor how ngnivill be impacted if the pits fill
up with water during an extreme storm event. Araté are many impacts on the
viability of the proposal that have not been in€lddn the economic assessment.
The DPE final report states on page 16 that:

The department is assessing the merits of the gezpproject on the land
identified in the development application. If greject was approved the
development consent would be tied to the land ikedahy development, the
proponent could change over the life of the consent
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This is really important because this statemerg the applicant out of the picture.
The project could be owned by anyone. It is esslthiat the independent
commission, as the final determining body, closEgsiders the economic viability
of the project in regard to a significant chang&imd use. We have a number of
examples in the central west where decision masimthis matter has been highly
inadequate and caused major social and environdigmiption and well beyond the
assessed predictions. I'm going to give you tlugeses. The first case is the
Cobbora coal project owned by the New South WalegeGiment between Gulgong
and Dunedoo to the north west.

The community invested in a detailed economic -epahdent economic analysis
that demonstrated that the Cobbora mine was ambievproject but the PAC,
Planning Assessment Commission, in their final uheiteation ignored that advice
and approved the project. This resulted in ongoingulative social impacts in the
region as the state owned corporation continugulitohase property for biodiversity
offsets, to purchase water licences, pipeline eas&srand started to demolish some
of the heritage homesteads. But eventually the Beuth Wales Government could
not find a buyer for the unviable project and beti@nprocess of selling the land
back.

Well, this has been a very painful and unforgetalperience for the regional
community but it considers that it would be in thierest of the future of
biodiversity, water sources, agricultural productiberitage values and the social
fabric of the Bylong Valley for the project to bgected on economic, as well as the
environment and social grounds. So that the ddind back to agricultural
production could commence forthwith and the Bylésugning community could
start to re-build again and there are several regaenples in the region where the
applicant sold the project immediately on appreathe likely unviability of the
project is not necessarily a matter for the applicas long as they can make it
through and they can make a profit on their invesinby shepherding the project
through to approval and then they get rid of it.

The Wilpinjong coal mine, a second example, is atnairectly to the west of the
proposed iron ore project was approved with a kstification of providing
domestic coal to the Bayswater Power Station irufiyger Hunter. But immediately
after approval the mine was purchased by Peabodyginwho discovered that, you
guessed it, the fixed contract of $32.90 per tavfrmoal over 19 years from the
approved mine was unviable. This decision shoaltelbeen made by the
determining body at the time much earlier. Pealmmymenced to apply for
modifications and expansions to it to increase petidn for the export coal market.

The result has been a very large mine footprintynarany times larger than the
original proposal with a significant loss of biodrgity, Aboriginal cultural heritage,
water resources and the demise of the Walla contgyuhe cumulative impact of

six modifications and a major extension of the \iilpng Mine has not been
independently assessed and moreover not includie iassessment of the proposed
Bylong project. The last case is the Moolarbenenadjacent to Wilpinjong. It
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gained approval under an Australian applicant aed tvas sold to Yancoal, a
company controlled by the Chinese Government beih déefore this sale a second
stage of mine expansion has been lodged for approva

The Moolarben mine now has approval for four lasgen cuts and three separate
underground mines producing 17 million tonnes @l @er annum. The modelled
predictions of water impacts for this large op@mativere more than 500 per cent
under estimated. 500 per cent. It's not triviihe Moolarben model was peer
reviewed by the same consultant the DPE uses ohlarge coal mine proposals,
including the Bylong project. The neighbouring tlaine has also intercepted
much larger volumes of water than predicted inntfzelels use for the assessment
process. CWEC, that’s us, has absolutely no centid in this water modelling and
peer review process conducted for this Bylong psapo

The real time monitoring of water inflows into th®olarben and Ulan mines
demonstrates a critical failure in the assessmahb@provals process for these
mines. We have no reason to expect anything difterith the predictions for this
Bylong project, so we strongly urge the IPC to cassion an independent water
modelling analysis that reviews all the assumptiois just the fit for purpose
criteria. The cumulative impacts of the three éacgal mining operations to the west
of the Bylong Valley have not been assessed icdnéext of the additionality of
impacts from a fourth major coal project in the samegion.

We particularly object to the cumulative loss a# tiritically endangered box gum
woodland in this region. This rare and endangereoldland ecosystem is a major
habitat for the critically endangered regent hoaégreand other threatened
woodland species. This region has been identi#gedn important bird area and
provides critical food and nesting habitat for adat range of native species, many of
which are declining. The remnant patches of wautlia the Bylong Valley should
not be approved to be destroyed in the same masrn&ousands of hectares of
vegetation loss approved across the three existings to the west.

The risk of successful re-establishment of theseptex ecological systems is very
high and unproven and through my own PhD work |lzack that up as it's

extremely difficult to bring back living ecosysteinsthe same way as they were. So
the aim to re-establish 64 hectares of criticatigangered woodland species on mine
rehabilitation at the end of the Bylong Mine lifeuntested and causes more
guestions on the validity of the cost benefit as@alyonducted for the project. The
high level of failure of the assessment and appsgwacess for existing mines in the
region must be taken into account. Particulartydhsessment of water impacts.

The viability of the Bylong project should be as@stial consideration in the final
determination, as well as the key areas of medeuthe EP&A Act. There is no
confidence that the Bylong project, once approwvallinot be subject to ongoing
modifications and expansions as has happened é@tbther three mines in the area
and this is particularly because, as | said eatler applicant has now agreed to put
in a smaller mine plan just to get the approvabssthe line and then okay guys,
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here we go. We have seen time and time againanaee is approved it will get
larger. The impacts will increase and the assessofeumulative impact is
conveniently ignored.

So is there is to be any face at all in a plansygiem in New South Wales we
depend on you, the commissioners, to demonstrateigdependence and take
particular notice of the economic viability, thekeof integrity of the water models
and the lack of rigorous assessment of cumulating term environment and social
impacts. In this context, you really cannot apprawoal mine that would be
providing carbon to the global atmosphere until284d there’s enough said on the
climate effects | think. The Korean Government parchase high grade coal from
existing operations without destroying the Bylonallgy and Korea, along with
other OECD countries, is commencing to move awamnfcoal fired power
production and we should commend that. And that’'sThank you.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Cilla. Our next speakerJshn Krey.

MR J. KREY: Good afternoon, Commissioners. Gaftdrnoon, Commissioners.
Firstly, listening — and this is not part of myginal spiel but I've been listening
today to the forecast where everything is goingdgavonderful and rosy. Well, let
me take you down to the township of Bulga and Sitayl, which is — exactly this
position was in four years ago. So reality versslelling — basically, Bulga is
buggered. And if you put Bylong through this, itlwe basically Bylong is
buggered, too, because our property values indketpree years have plummeted.
We can't sell property there. We’'ve got dust alarrithere have been three gone off
in this past two days. That is the mine directyoas the road from me and you will
see the dust being produced there by the drag Tihere’s not even a truck there
producing dust. It's simply one machine. The &tan business area is having a
bad time and yet this mine was supposed to prava@erful things.

So my suggestion is if anyone has any doubts ot teaknow where Bylong will be
shortly, you go to Bulga and you will find out it®t a good scene. The social
impact is enormous, so — and | invite the PAC tme@nd meet us at Bulga and do a
post-approval review. So going back to my piecpager, Commissioners, | live in
Bulga and you will understand my view that | haweconfidence in the assessment
process you are part of — and that’s not beingnahto you, blokes. Subsequent to
the Land and Environment Court and the SupremetCejecting the Warkworth
mine expansion in 2013, the State Government wockaskly with the Minerals
Council, altered policies and regulations to redineestandards of protections for
communities. Also, as a result of those courtslens, the Government has
removed our merit-based appeals to prevent theésctrom hearing our arguments.
However, | think the time is coming when the comityuwill be looking to the
courts again on these matters.

Commissioner Haynes of the Royal Banking — solrg,Banking Royal
Commission — they're not royal banks any more -Barking Royal Commission
says legitimacy and authority cannot survive withoust. Commissioners, the
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Government and the local coal industry in this lunalley area are not trusted and
the mines have lost their social licence to operdtestice Preston — Chief Justice
Preston of the Land and Environment Court notethia Financial Review just in

the last few days that:

Constitutions or statutes may provide certain rggtguch as the right to life or
the right to a clean and healthy environment. Sugihts may provide a basis
for climate change litigation.

Clearly, the community has had enough and it ig dmé courts who can be trusted.
The courts may decide the future of some of thasehight issues and protect us
from local impacts and global change. In the pas, particularly on the Bulga
issue, I've commented on the technical issues.thain the EIS and put a lot of
time, a lot of money into our consultants, howewer,found that the PAC at the
time basically ignored all that we put forward.wks a waste of time and money.
The environmental impact statement that had beepaped for the mining company
is prepared by consultants who only have one nodetlhat is get this mine approved.
The Department of Planning is compromised becéwesetake instructions from the
State Government to get mines approved and matheafofficers are ex-mining
executives and it is these people that the PAGRGrnow, looks to for advice.

Air pollution and health. Go to that — I'm not suf you can see that there but that
section from the last — from the five year repagrtie EPA says that the .....:

...the five year review of pollution in the Huntellgs shows that the Hunter
Valley —

and this is becoming part of it —
has the highest pollution levels in the state —

you can see where I've marked the three red pidegs. You can see where they
are. Those are the Hunter Valley. And that'sBER&s own figures. We have the
worst polluted areas in the state, the PM10s.h8@ollution of our air is not just an
issue of complying with rules. This is a healtbuis, particularly for children. If you
approve this mine, you are continuing to contriktotehortening the life of the
residents of the Hunter Valley. Reports from tlev€&nment’'s own Health
Department are saying these things, these mines|dshot proceed. Ruth
Colagiuri, from the department of Public Healthra University of Sydney, and
many others, including the Doctors for the Envir@minsay this is crazy, this can’t
go on. The research papers, including the WorldltHeOrganisation, says there is
no safe level of dust. If we can go to that otbree.

So if you then go down to ..... no — there is aaptine there. If you go to this bloke
— could you rotate that for me — save me lying gnside. So, in conclusion, with
the deterioration of our planet and health, actiitissoon be taken to hold these
organisations to account and people through tlediiores or inactions are ignoring
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the warning of the scientists. Justice Prestom@gmg not only applies to business
but to governments. Now, if you look at those théhrere, those very high levels on
the right of each of those — and these are towsshifhe upper Hunter — that is the
current pollution levels that we are experiencigd we are now looking at
opening another open cut to add to those figufdémse figures are blowing the dust
— well, I wish they would blow it off the planetuBthose figures are showing you
cannot afford to have another open cut coal mindyming pollution. Those are
unacceptable. So in the end, Commissioners, yoe tee chance to slow down the
destruction of the valley, to start the reductiéthe pollution in our air and you
cannot approve this mine. So thank you for theooppity.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, John. Our next speakeBrsice Hughes of the Wollar
Process Association.

MR B. HUGHES: Thank you, Commissioners. My namBruce Hughes. | have
been a resident of Wollar community for most of lifgyand am currently the
president of the Wollar Progress Association. @mmunity has nearly been
destroyed by the Wilpinjong coal mine directly be twest of the village, therefore
we are very concerned about ongoing impacts ofrigim our area, particularly the
impacts of the proposed new mine at Bylong. Waalahink the assessment of the
Bylong mine has considered the ongoing social @eti@nical disadvantages to the
remaining Wollar people. This has been causedibjnmoperations emptying the
countryside out, getting rid of our neighbours &1y term friends and threatening
our safety. The loss of goods and services hawgecheconomical stress. The key
issues | want to talk about today is additionalertirffic through the Wollar village
and onto the Wollar Road, additional coal trairecking our access at level crossing
and the ongoing risk through loss of emergencyisesvn our region, especially at
times like this when high bushfire danger.

Firstly, on the roads and increased mine traffie,draft condition of approval for
the Bylong mine shows that Wollar Road is the anlyte for heavy vehicle access
to the mine. Draft condition 51 states that théoByg Valley from the Golden
Highway and from the Castlereagh Highway is retgddor heavy vehicles to the
mine, also the Ulan-Wollar Road. So this leavdg tre Wollar Road to Mudgee
and it is almost likely that the majority of mimaffic at shift change will use the
Wollar Road if most of the workers live in Mudge@/e believe our safety is at risk
if all over-mass, over-sized vehicles have to cttmmeugh Wollar village across the
narrow, dangerous road through the Munghorn Gapridd&eserve.

Some funding has been given from the New South $V@tvernment and some
additional money has come from KEPCO to straigloignsome of the bends in the
road and a few other safety measures ..... whotgheof the road is very narrow
through the Munghorn Nature Reserve and all the tvapugh to where the new
work has started on the Bylong Road. When Wilpigjeoal mine was approved,
the original attempt was to have the main accegh®iVollar Road but after much
detailed road condition and road safety audit veeslacted in 2006, the approval
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was altered so that all mine traffic was redirectethe Ulan Road and Ulan-Wollar
Road.

The audit had advised that the Wollar Road pavemsaygnerally in poor condition
and would require massive remediation and recoctsbruto cope with the mine
traffic — with mine-related traffic and that the W&o Road should not be utilised as
the main access road to the project during thetnget®n period. | will table a copy
of the available report done for Wilpinjong Min&/e note that the council
supported the changed access route to WilpinjomgeMiith the following comment:

In relation to change in access arrangements, til@ppear that the
proposed access would have less impact on the Mungbap Nature Reserve
and council would encourage any modification thatid reduce the impact
on the reserve.

We don't believe the proposed work on this stretcitoad will improve the safety
when it comes to large oversized, heavy trucks ogrttirough carrying big pieces
of machinery and mining equipment. There will lmevhere to pull off the road.

The entire length of the road would have to beedasntil the trucks got through.
This long holdup when using the road has not besassed. Our main worry is that
Wollar people now have to drive to Mudgee morerofta goods and services,
because these have disappeared from the Wollageill

Social impacts of mining in the area will be madese if we have to dodge very
large trucks, two shift changes a day, when trangeihto Mudgee to buy things that
used to be available in Wollar. The types of esakgoods and services I'm talking
about is mechanical repairs on vehicles and farhmary: all gone from Wollar.
Purchase of gas and hardware, building materi@lskfed, all gone from Wollar.
All medical check-ups now have to happen in Mudgeeause the regular health
clinic in Wollar has closed down. All these immaate directly related to the
expansion of Wilpinjong Coal Mine over time.

We do not want to put our lives at risk every tiwe have to drive into Mudgee
because of more mine traffic, or have to wait fiad closures for over 30 minutes or
longer while big heavy trucks come through, becahsee’s nowhere to pull off the
road safely. All road conditions should be comgiebefore mine construction
commences. This is a condition for the Wollar BygJaupgrade; it should be a
condition for the Wollar-Mudgee upgrade. This school bus route where all
works should be completed before big vehicles ceratart coming through.

We also note that other mines in the state hawndition that requires 90 per cent
of mine workers to be taken to mine site in shditlses. This would be much better
for Wollar people to have mine traffic to Bylongmmised. It would also be
consistent with other remote mines in rural ardasMaules Creek Mine. We know
— we now know what it’s like to have mine trafflrough the Wollar village. In
2016, Moolarben Mine had a high wall collapse tha¢atened safety of the users of
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the Ulan-Wollar Road. For over six weeks, we hiddfaVilpinjong’s shift change
and heavy vehicles through Wollar.

The damage done to the road surface through Warlidithe Munghorn Gap with
just six weeks of mine traffic was incredible.hts left us still with poor road
conditions. There are major potholes; the sidexaumbling; falling apart; a
general mess. | hope the commissioners took rigtee@ondition of the road from
Bylong after the field trip yesterday. This mustfixed for the whole length of the
road. Our lives depend on it and, also, it's beiogna popular tourist drive to
Mudgee from the Hunter.

There are other major problems in Wollar. The othejor problems we have in
Wollar is coal trains stopping across level crogsiand blocking our road access.
We've had a long-running dispute with the ARTC otrés matter, particularly when
volunteer firefighters have had their access bldakhile trying to attend fire
emergencies. The ARTC have told us in writing:that

Unfortunately, as the level crossing is on high dechportion of track with
large volume of trains, from time to time, therdl i cases where trains may
occupy Mogo Road, but we will try to minimise astlyee can.

They also said:

This is the section of track with large volumerafrts and occasionally they
will need to occupy the level crossing for shorigs of time.

There has been no assessment on the impacts @olte community, or anyone
living there, for rail line access issues to tipeoperties. Trains are often cause of
the fires in high fire danger days and this is adoieessure for us, because we have
lost so many trained volunteers from the Wollagade and the Bylong brigade as
well. The initial Social Impact Management Plamtitens the close relationship
between our two communities; that the Bylong hi@assisted us with the
catastrophic fire we had threatening the villagEébruary last year. Well, two of
the people who brought the Bylong fire truck ow@kollar have now been bought
out by KEPCO and have moved out of the district.

Our safety during major emergency events has beeatened because of the
increasing isolation; the sheer area of mine-oward between Ulan and Bylong
where barely anyone lives any more. It has besscil tragedy for all of us who
remain in the area. The Social Impact Managemiamt Basically ignores our
problems, which will only get worse if the Bylongimé goes ahead. We do not
support the Bylong Mine or believe that the impats not being properly assessed,
especially the social and environmental impact®of large coal mines in our area.
We are stuck in the middle with stranded assetm@uically disadvantaged, that no
one seems to care about. Our question is whyharkves of local people remaining
in Wollar and Bylong less important than other getspin the district?
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Wollar Progress Association is asking the commissioconsider four key things:

(1) that a transparent assessment of traffic momweg@nstraints caused by
oversized, over-mass trucks on the whole length@Wollar Road be conducted
before a final decision is made; (2) that a transpt assessment of the conditions
and capacity of the Sandy Hollow Railway Line baduacted before the final
decision is made; (3) that, if approved, no mioestruction can commence until the
whole length of the Wollar Road, the main accesseréor heavy vehicles, have
been suitably upgraded; and (4) that, if approtteel condition requires that 90 per
cent of mineworkers be shuttled to work. Thank.you

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Bruce. The next speakedadieske Lips from Rylstone
District Environment Society.

MS J. LIPS: Is that clear? Yes. Okay. RylstDigrict Environment Society
thanks you for the opportunity to address this jgpuinleeting, but, first, we would
like to acknowledge the Wiradjuri people, the ttadial owners and custodians of
the land upon which we are meeting today. We waidd like to pay our respects
to the elders past and present and to the eld@rsdther communities who may be
here today. RDES is totally opposed to this coalenn the Bylong Valley. The
reasons are many and cover issues relating toenatut biodiversity, water and
agriculture, cultural heritage, both indigenous &mndopean, and unacceptable
impacts of subsidence. There’s also other thitkgsdlimate change, but that has
been well-addressed.

These issues — the issues I've mentioned aboveriwyeeen adequately addressed
by the revised mine plan. Regarding nature andi®osity, there are 691 hectares
of native vegetation, including critically endangémwoodland that will be cleared by
this mine. What is the point of recognising ectsys as critically endangered if
mines are still allowed to clear them. Mine relitdiion does not replace such
ecosystems and to suggest it does, shows no uadensg of how ecosystems work.
Disturb them and it can take decades to centusiethém to return to original
condition and, in the interim, species are lost.

Our region has lost hundreds of hectares of cliyieamdangered ecological
communities and regent honeyeater habitat dueabnoiming, yet there is no — there
has been no assessment of this cumulative loss/-thiomission? The planning
system is seriously flawed in that it does not tiakéhe whole picture by insisting
cumulative impacts be addressed. Cliffs will gola due to mine subsidence and
this will lead to permanent loss and threaten g tiabitat. Biodiversity offsets are
always problematical and, in this case, KEPCOskirgiodiversity offset area is
over the underground mine, which means it will bljsct to subsidence, so it's
hardly a true offset.

The proposed Bylong mine is on the edge of thetgré&zlue Mountains World
Heritage area, and that issue has already beercasadred. It's largely about the
groundwater draw-down that will be caused which;airse, will affect large areas.
We've had a lot of talk about water and the loeaifers are seriously concerned
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about the impact on the Bylong river and rightly-sand | think it has been so well-
covered, | won’t cover that. But such compromiséhe Bylong river — it affects the
rich agricultural land that relies on this wateus® and it's commonly know that
the Bylongvalley is well-watered country; it's a comment ywoill often hear and if
you affect this you affect the livelihood of alktifarmers who live there and we've
heard from many who are very concerned.

Another issue is regarding the Aquifer InterfereRodicy for both productive
groundwater drawdown and salinity. This has mimmimpact criteria which

should not be exceeded, yet this mine proposélealylto substantially exceed this
criteria. How can this be allowed? What's thenpaif having such a policy? And
already we've have comments about the water modkhaw the community has no
confidence in this and it is imperative that theleuld be an independent review that
tests the assumptions in the water model beforpnbject is finally determined.
There’s impacts on agriculture — the amended niiave will still result in the direct
loss of mapped biophysical strategic agricultuaabl — about 400 hectares of it.

Promises to rehabilitate land are hard to accéygnghe very limited success of
much smaller — about one-sixth the size of thé imithe Hunter Valley. Again, that
has already been referred to. So we can reallg hawonfidence that high-value
agricultural land will be returned to the same dtod. In addition, in terms of
testing the success of rehabilitation, there aedmcial elements that have not been
included. One is the criteria of water availapibind the other is landscape function.
These criteria were rejected by the Departmentaririing and KEPCO even though
previously the planning commission has suggestatiitey should be considered
and in condition to the ..... land, there’s abdd@ Gectares of land mapped as part of
the critical industry plus the thoroughbred bregdidustry, and this will also be

lost.

The industry has already been reduced by KEPCO watiearoughbred horse stud,
instead of going ahead with a proposed expansebocated away from the valley as
soon as KEPCO gained the exploration licence. tageiis another issue that RDS is
concerned about, and we are concerned that thpendent report commissioned by
the Heritage Council was not reflected — that thdifigs and advice was not
reflected in the advice given to the Heritage Cdunto the Department of Planning
and are not found in the department’s final asseatm

Independent experts found that both Tarwyn Parkth@dbroader Bylong scenic
landscape qualified for state Heritage listing, thet Heritage Council did not adopt
this recommendation in its advice to the Departnoéitlanning. The expected
impacts on Aboriginal culture and heritage havebesn properly investigated,
despite the Commission’s reviews stating that $ugher investigation remains to
be completed before properly assessing the expéeuofett on Aboriginal and
cultural heritage. Why does this remain undone?

And we have mentioned before about the DepartnfePlamning and KEPCOs
disregard for cumulative impact. | note again thatcumulative impact of the loss
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of Aboriginal heritage, which has happened becafisdl the other coal mines in the
area. So once again, we're not looking at cumwdatnpact and this should not be
ignored. There has been some talk already abbstdence and we note that
predicted subsidence from the long wall mining Wwél up to three metres, which is
greater than in any other western coal field unaengd mine. Why is this
considered acceptable?

The proposed condition to repair or remediate sidvgie damage is meaningless
when you talk about cliff collapse. And we notattthe Commission review raises
this issue when it says that irreversible damagbecliff lines will be resolved if
there is greater than anticipated change due ®ideiice. You simply can’t put a
cliff back once it has collapsed. So this higrelesf risk of permanent irreparable
damage must be considered. The loss of cliff larebthe associated habitat cannot
be compensated and the proposed condition to gradditional offsets in the event
of impacts or consequences are greater than adlfigina that this is just not
acceptable. It just shouldn’t happen.

In conclusion, RDS believes the revised mine plaohfarther information provided
by KEPCO do not adequately alleviate the problesised by the Planning
Assessment Commission review. We've mentionedrbdfee concern regarding
Tarwyn Park, which is the birthplace of naturalissace farming. This is all about
raising and maintaining the level of groundwatethia landscape. The open .....
does exactly the opposite; it creates drawdowthergroundwater. So simply the
open ..... a little further away does not remoweithpact. Tarwyn Park will still be
subject to the worst of the ..... water drawdowd #ms will undo 40 years of
landscape work.

On top of this, KEPCO proposes to surround Tarwith wits and ..... paths. The
State Heritage significance of Tarwyn Park is boupdoth with the availability of
water and the ongoing process of natural sequemo@rig and it is also bound up in
the broader Bylong scenic landscape. Concernsdieggthe mine’s impact on the
Bylong River through both drawdown and mine waéguirements have not really
been allayed by the revised mine plan and we'vechadot about this already today.
These crucial water issues remain unaddressednotéethat the Bylong Valley is
valuable agricultural land. Starting a coal mieeehwill fundamentally change the
valley. As the Commission stated, any approvahefproject would represent a
fundamental shift in the valley in favour of miniag opposed to agricultural or
pastoral pursuits.

And that the water security on which agriculturetivdties depend may be
jeopardised, particularly during extended dry pgsioWe note that the final .....
assessment report that this mine was approvableeleased on the same days at the
IPCC report on the need to reduce coal dependefsythe chief executive of
Farmers For Climate Action recently stated, farnagesbeyond frustrated and
devastated by mining projects that directly impgegricultural land. Furthermore,
the department’s assessment that the Bylong miseapprovable released on the
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day the world’s climate scientists warned that @meisumption had to be phased out
by 2050 — displays an almost staggering discorfnect reality.

It just doesn’t make sense, at a time when thedasrurning away from coal, to
start a greenfield coal mine in this beautiful,quctive valley. RDS further asks the
Commission to look to the future when it makediital recommendation. This
mine should not go ahead. | thank you for the ojpity to address this meeting on
an individual level, and | would also by acknowledg again, the traditional owners
and custodians of the land on which we are me¢tidagy. | felt compelled to make
an individual submission as | feel so strongly hemeng it would be for a greenfield
coal mine to open in the beautiful Bylong Valldyalso feel compelled to speak on
behalf of the many who have been gagged. Thogsegsidents of Bylong, some
with a long family history in the area who, aftexays of fighting this mine, were
worn out, worn down and, for their own health, wineed to move on.

But in selling their land to KEPCO, they also hadign away their right to speak.
They no longer have a voice and so | speak for thervell as myself and | actually
speak for a few others who are still there but relge been gagged. People who
know an incredible amount about the Bylong Valleyt they are not able to speak to
the Commission today, and | think that is an intylydbad situation.

There are many reasons why the mine should nohgada It doesn’t make sense to
start this industry in such good agricultural laMile see the pollution in the Hunter
Valley and the impact of coal mining there. Whypamded into this valuable
agricultural land? We talk about the expansioAwstralia’s population, but how
will we feed that growing population if we keepsiéng our best agricultural land.
Australia is a vast country, but the percentadeigii value agricultural land is small.
Why do we keep destroying it? And for a non-esaémtdustry, at that. Coal is no
longer the only source of energy. It is not esaént

What is essential is that we phase out coal, asettent IPCC report has stated. It
appears more than cynical that the final VPA assessreport saying this mine was
approvable was released on the same day as therd©@ on the need to reduce
coal dependency. Another reason not to destroyteng Valley with this coal
mine is because of its stunning landscape. The dinrough the Bylong Valley has
rightly been named one of the best scenic drivésustralia. | have worked in the
tourism industry all my life, nearly 40 years, dral/e been enormously privileged to
have travelled all over this extraordinary and nifhggnt country.

And | can assure you that the Bylong Valley is tigh there with iconic places such
as the Red Centre, the Kimberleys, the rainfordststeef. Why are we even
contemplating putting a dirty coal mine in? Thguanent is always jobs, and ..... is
this. Our experience in this region is that tHe pambers are always inflated, and
then comes a drop in coal prices, and the jobskbudiminish even further. But
there’s only jobs for some 20 years, and no one talles about or balances these
new jobs against jobs lost. Jobs in agricultueg Have been in the Bylong Valley
for over 150 years and can continue for decadeslaoddes, not just 20 years.
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No one balances these new jobs against the ecormppartunities lost, for example,
the relocation of a horse breeding enterprisedémise of tourist accommodation
business, to name just two. Both are businesgéspwtential for future expansion,
but not with a coal mine here. And no one hasthlikbout the decline of at least 30
per cent of the agricultural production on the l&anought by ..... There is hope that
all these new jobs will bring many more people iRtdstone and Kandos. But |
seriously doubt it. Some of the new jobs will pably go to people already living at
Kandos and Rylstone who would seek work closeotadin place of a long
commute to Ulan and other coal mines past Mudgee.

Workers new to the area are more likely to chobseegjually distant Denman with
its closer access to the major urban centre of ldstheand the coast. There’s no —
and, | mean, already we're talking about the ecaadranefit. Well, is it for

Mudgee or is it for Rylstone or Kandos. It carétiioth. And Mudgee is a long
further from the Bylong mine than Rylstone and KasdSo all that economic
benefit flowing through to Mudgee from workers figi there is questionable. And,
similarly, the economic benefit for Kandos and Ryhe is questionable. | suggest
that probably Denman will benefit much more thas gide. And while there is talk
of all the new jobs and the money brought intodbmunity, there is no talk of the
cost to the environment and the social cost, ajh@ome recent people have talked
about the demise of a really healthy, vibrant comityyits school, the loss of the
quintessentially Australian fundraising day, thgdedary Bylong Mouse Races, that
brought man tourists and their dollars to the regiod raised hundreds of thousands
of dollars over the years to improve the Bylong ommity.

But the community has already been bought off &iediouse races finished years
ago when there was no longer enough people letiridhe day. KEPCO talks about
the 700 million it has spent so far on this progxif that is a reason alone for the
mine to be given approval. To pay 400 million itsrexpiration licence and then to
spend millions buying out landholders before it Approval is its own commercial
risk and has nothing to do whatever whether thigenshould be approved or not.
There are many reasons this mine should not beveggr and others will talk in
more detail about the unacceptable impact on therwasources, the biodiversities,
the Greater Blue Mountains Heritage area .....\8itl tonclude with a plea for the
preservation of Indigenous cultural heritage.

This is something that affects us all — all Ausénas, not just Indigenous Australians.
| think the Office of Environment and Heritage ancerned regarding the impact of
this mine on Wiradjuri heritage have already beeoted. The cumulative impact of
this mine on Wiradjuri heritage was raised as anasdy the Commission, but has
not been addressed or treated seriously by therbegat of Planning or KEPCO.
Just over a year ago, | saw the film Gurrumul alteatblind Aboriginal singer.

There was a line there that struck me and hasdétaite me ever since.

As Australians, we are all proud of our Sydney @gdouse — as the recent .....
demonstrated — and, to paraphrase a line fromiltheif tiles were to start falling off
the Opera House and nothing was being done, thenévibe outrage. But every day
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we lose tiles from our Indigenous heritage and m® gays anything. No one
protests. But today | protest. It is time we gieqgh losing the tiles from our
Indigenous heritage. There’s sixty-some thousaais/of heritage. It belongs to all
us Australians. And the country will be so muclogo as this extraordinary
heritage is diminished. This mine cannot go ahéduank you.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you. Our next speaker is DebReid.

MS D. REID: Good afternoon, members of the Consiois panel and members of
the public. My name is Debbie Reid. | great uf@aMarys and relocated to Kandos
in 2005. I'm here today to speak to you about mysorry — coal mine in Bylong. |
have three children, aged 19, 14 and 13. All tlatéended local schools in Kandos.
My eldest daughter played netball for the locaba&gion up until 2010. My
youngest played — sorry. I'm hopeless. My youhgésyed only for one year, as
there were no teams registered in 2011. | plageaiched and was also a secretary
for the association until the end. It was alsaetaey for Kandos Rylstone Street
Machine Club for two years, radio presenter forabmmunity radio for 12 months,
and I've just put my hand up to be secretary fondk@s Rylstone Little Athletics so
they are able to carry on.

Kandos has been a great place to raise my kid$ @mcys thought when | moved
here there would be career opportunities for thene has well, as there was a few
industries operating. That was until 2011 whenldical Cement Australia plant was
closed down, which was ultimately due to the gowegnt’s climate change policy.
All this meant was Australia would now be importicgment instead of utilising our
own resources. This was the first blow to Kandasst a few years later, Centennial
Coal announced that they would be shutting dowin tirelerground mine at
Charbon on March®72014. And the open cut, which was contractedigoRBm,
would also cease operation in 2015.

There was nothing for most of the workforce in [moal area. All three of these
companies donated to numerous charities and supgarganisations. KEPCO
sponsored a number of community organisations &edte in our two towns,
including the Rylstone Street Feast annually sR@EL, Rylstone Kandos Men'’s
Shed annually since 2012, Kandos High School, Kaitlic School, Community
Charity Shop Kandos, Rylstone Kandos Show Societyally since 2014, the
Rylstone Health One, Rylstone Public School P&Csiye Pony Club and the
Volunteer Rescue Association, and a few others.

Data from the 2011 and 2016 shows that the higtraployment in the area was
mining. 2006 doesn't list what sections. It adbows that Kandos in 2006, 54.4 per
cent of the people employed were employed full tidrepping to 51.4 in 2011 and —
in 2011, and again dropping to 42.7 in 2016. Téresas in 2006 also shows that the
medium age was 44 years, 45 in 2011 and a massiveaise to 52 in 2016. My
partner, who was one of the employees who was graglat Big Rim was offered

an opportunity at Mount Arthur Coal at Muswellbrook
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That, unfortunately, wasn'’t viable due to us livingkandos. He later secured a
position at Malabar Coal and is still employed éheHowever, he has to travel a
great distance to and from work each day. Botlparyner and | fully support the
KEPCO project in Bylong, as we are hoping he caaiolemployment there, which
would take approximately one hour off his travellime. Thank you for listening.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Debbie. Our next speakeBiarry Hadaway, and then
we might have a 10-minute break.

MR B. HADAWAY: My name is Barry Hadaway. I'm adal resident from
Budgee Budgee and | thank you for the opportunitgddress the Commission
today. | wish to object to the Bylong Valley Cddine because | feel it is not an
ecologically sustainable development. ESD is a@efim the New South Wales
Protection of the Environment Act, and the Act rieggithat the precautionary
principles should be applied, that irreversible dgmto the environment should be
avoided, but the present generation should enkaerbdalth, diversity and
productivity of the environment are maintainedtfue benefit of future generations,
and those who generate pollution and waste shaad the cost of containment,
avoidance or abatement.

Now, as we've heard from many speakers today, & serious and urgent
environmental issue we face is climate change ciindte change is very much an
issue of intergenerational equity. We’re told thagjects such as this are good
because they will create some short-term jobs. Na@en't argue with that, but,
however, whatever benefits are claimed will comarmménormous cost to future
generations. The New South Wales Planning Praggssars to pay lip service to
the principles of ESD while acting in a way thatages climate change and
intergenerational equity.

We cannot ignore these issues if we want our adnido have a future. The
proponent’s air quality and greenhouse gas assesseport tells us the mine will
produce 124 million tonnes of coal and close to 2@llon tonnes of greenhouse
gases, and the report uses the tired old argurnanttis mine alone won'’t have
much of an impact on global warming, but at theséime, the latest IPECC report
tells us if we want to maintain a liveable enviramhand limit warming to one and
a-half degrees, emissions need to be reduced bgréent on 2010 levels by 2030,
and emissions need to be reduced to net zero k. 205

Rather than falling, Australia’s emissions haveéased in each of the last three
years. Australia needs to rapidly reduce its eionss Opening another coal mine
makes as much sense as hosing a bush fire withl.p&t%e’ve already seen the effect
of one degree of global warming. We experiencesiaged temperatures, lower
rainfall, longer and more serious droughts. We&eing storms of increasing
ferocity. Sea levels are rising and will inundetastal areas.

The great river deltas, the most fertile and préidadood-growing areas of the
world, will be inundated and destroyed. Just drthese deltas, the Ganges-
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Brahmaputra Delta, which makes up much of Bangladeshome to some 143
million people. Parts of the delta are alreadygeiffected by salt water intrusion,
and a sea level rise of only half a metre will thsp an estimated 6 million people.
This is one delta of many that will be destroyesuad the world by rising sea levels.
Hundreds of millions of people would be displaced aould face starvation.

This isn’t science fiction and it isn't a theonyit isn’t something in the distant
future; it's happening now, and climate changgtasting to have a disastrous
impact now. We all depend on the natural worlddor survival. Our children and
grandchildren need a healthy environment. Whdtowit legacy be? We have to
take action on climate change now. We have to raadtart.

| understand that members of the Independent Rigr@ommission are required to
consider social and economic factors as well as@mwental factors. The so-called
triple bottom line. However, in practice, this cept is fatally flawed. Time and
again, a so-called balance is achieved by cond@mngonmental damage in
exchange for short-term profit and short-duratmpsj We have to stop sacrificing
the environment. Continuing to sacrifice the eowiment is directly counter to the
principle of intergenerational equity. There’sway the proponent of this
development can mitigate or offset the damage tbegt will do in terms of
greenhouse gas emissions.

Approving this proposal would be counter to thepiple of polluter pays. The
proposed project, through greenhouse gas emissiansd cause irreversible
damage to the environment, and the precautionamgipte should be applied. It's
absolutely crystal clear that objection 1.3 of Brevironmental Planning and
Assessment Act is not met by this proposal. Apako¥ this proposal would be
directly counter to the principles of ESD, as statethe Protection of the
Environment Administration Act, and | urge membeishe Independent Planning
Commission to adopt the principles of ESD, to applysorry — to acknowledge the
extreme environmental damage done by coal minirautih its effect on our
climate, and to reject the proposal.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Barry. We might just haael0-minute break for
everyone to stretch their legs. After the break,fost speaker will be Peggy Fisher.
Thank you.

RECORDING SUSPENDED [3.37 pm]

RECORDING RESUMED [3.56 pm]

MR KIRKBY: So our next speaker is Peggy Fisher.
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MS P. FISHER: Thank you for the opportunity teak to you. | am speaking on
behalf of myself and also of the Lane Cove Coal@ad Watch. | am from the city
and one of those people who — | drove myself -ysasrthat — straight into it? Okay.
| am from the city but | do care very, very mucloabwhat happens in coal mining
in areas. | care about our environment. | camutbur World Heritage sites and |
care about farming communities. | also care ahout the process of approving
mine goes — approving mining is going. | have bwem number of PAC things now
and | am — | do get really angry — I'm really anginpt the Warkworth mine was
approved, contrary to two court case findings.

I’'m really angry that rivers in the Blue Mountaiorld Heritage Area have had
their flows cut because the mining assessmenttisaidhere would be minimal
impact to the high swamps and there was major itp#uey have all dried out.
These things were known to anybody who really knmwt they didn’t come across

in the EIS from the companies and it's just nohtithat these things are accepted by
PAC, by the Planning Department as correct whexwitell-known they are not
correct, so yes, | am angry. | do care a lot algtalial warming.

A lot has been said about that, but — so | won’imgo the whole of that, but it does
seem stupid in the midst of a drought in an eranndreughts are going to become
worse and worse in a pristine area, you want tcerttie stuff that is going to make
them even worse. The impacts of that should bevknoThe impacts of the
droughts — the water impacts have been discusdedgth, but the impacts of
increased weather events, so it seems from ligieniother speakers, that — also the
increased floods will impact the local area.

One other thing | really — last week, New South &8ajovernment released a plan to
phase out the majority of our coal-fired powerista over the next 12 years, and |
understand how hard this is — | understand how tasdor communities to relocate
jobs, to change jobs, and it must be done veryfdlyre You can't just cut off.

We've seen that happen in Victoria. We've seenltiagpen sometimes. It has to be
phased out very carefully and with the communitynind. Therefore — and Korea
will inevitably be doing the same; it will closewn its coal-fired power station. |
note that the impact for coal to continue to beil-a@ntinue to help power Korea,

but it will change; it will turn away from coalréd power stations too.

If it's because of the local pollution and there aruch better ways of doing it now.
In 2015, when this mine was assessed, wind powksalar power were not as good
as they are. They are good now, so we must moag &em — so they will

probably move away from coal-fired power too. Tiheye to by 2030. So with the
huge redeployment that will happen from our exgtinal mines and from our
existing coal-fired power stations, this is a hjmefor the State Government. It
makes absolutely no sense to bring in a new caa ini an area that has the other
jobs already. It hasn't.

It has already sold some of the land, so it's nthte-community is fractured, but it
makes no sense to boom and bust this communitehdacause it will have to
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eventually phase out coal-fired power jobs. I Wive to phase and then you're left
with a community with nothing to do. There are @glo communities already
involved in coal mining where this phase out widMe to happen. It makes no sense
to ruin a new valley that has other opportuniteediversity its workforce back into
the coal thing where it will have to be diversifiagain very soon. I'm sorry, | seem
to have run out of time. Is that right? I've golbot more | could say. Butit's —it's
just crazy to put more workers through that boowh lamst thing. We should be
looking at better jobs for those workers now, mapying more to come into the
area.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Peggy. Our next speakeRizssemary Hadaway.

MS R. HADAWAY: Do a test for someone short. Thgou. My name is
Rosemary Hadaway and | thank the commissionerhé&opportunity to speak
today. Wow. The evidence we have heard todaycjasrly indicates that the major
negative impacts of this project completely outwedgny short-term gains. We've
heard it all. This is the wrong mine in the wrquigce. If approved, there will be
irreversible changes: the climate, biodiversitatev, landscape, landform,
agriculture, heritage, culture, community. Theédjses on. It's the wrong mine in
the wrong place. The items | have just listedvery significant. But on a local
level, | live on Wollar Road, the major artery #dt of the transport going to and
from this location.

A co-speaker told us that Wollar Road was not bietéor the Wilpinjong Mine.
“No, no, we will use Ulan Road.” Well, excuse mdy is it suddenly suitable for
Bylong? Now, where that short section of WollaaRas being paved, the B
doubles go past my place thundering, changing ggargling up and down the hills
and round the narrow bends, and they rattle and bad clatter through the
causeways on the way back. Come for dinner, latkabthe string of lights when
the Wilpinjong and Ulan and other mines changet shihave visitors say, “What'’s
going on, Rosemary? What's all that?” “It's jesiange of shift at the mine”.

When the worker accommodation facility was takehaduhis project, our mayor
graciously offered Mudgee as the location for thesekers, “Yes, they can come
and live here.” Yeah, great. Sure. They wilvdrpast my place. | have a
perspective on this, certainly, but what abouttthffic and noise and light impacts
for my fellow residents. Right? We have thingstsas the light, the noise, the
vibration, the fumes, the exhaust braking. Wheithé assessment of the impact for
that now that there’s no worker accommodation itg@il Of course, our council has
agreed to and supported that, but don’t confuseabsupport with community
support.

It might be said that some of our councillors owedl businesses which would
benefit from the short-term gain. I'm sure the publl do very well. That seems to
me, actually, the only positive that we have hdéeth any speakers today is a
financial gain. | don’t deny them that right ahat desire. We all have that. But at
what cost? Our generation may require some fimdacid growth industries. Yes,
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we all want to succeed financially and economicaByt this is bigger than us.
Remember those number of items | highlighted gsehed: biodiversity, water,
climate, landscape, landform. They are bigger tenThey will exist beyond the
short-term financial gain that this such projedt wfifer to those involved.

And, of course, the short-term financial gain mayact, not roll on to everyone
within our community. A key feature of the recoomded conditions in your report
is the presentation of a traffic management pldrniclvmust be approved by the
planning secretary. This has the potential — titergial — to reduce the impact on
Wollar Road. It's a good start. But it must contaneasurable objectives. They
must give the employees an opportunity to be daaucing the impact and
becoming a positive part of their new communityhywot? KEPCO can do this.
They require their employees to live within a olmeihcommute of the sit. Why
can't they require their employees to bus it?

Let's keep everyone safe. Rural vehicle movemgmtgerty entrances,
intersections, pull-off areas for heavy and oversimss vehicles that we've heard.
Your recommendations must be taken seriously andsseame from all of the
negative impacts you have heard that you willaict,f deny approval of this
development. If you pass it, you must show resfuedhe residents and
communities impacted. Thank you.

MR KIRKBY: We've just had a couple of requestsstaiffle things because people
have to get away. So the next speaker will berPPatdrews.

MR P. ANDREWS: Thank you, commissioners, for ¢ip@ortunity to just bring
what | think are just simple facts to this meetingsounds corny, but | had the best
scientist | could find in the world come out, loakthis landscape and declare that
our Australian land managers could lead the woBae of the real fundamentals —
plants made the land habitable. They’re the gmarered solution to almost
everything humans are having trouble dealing wattay. There’s a photograph
taken in the Mount Isa region. That was just alhciator of the animals that were
there, the way the system worked, before humanshatdncludes Aborigines.
We've all had an impact. And I've had plenty ofetiags with him and they’ve said
to me, “We all better fix it,” and | believe thatsie.

Now, | need to go through simply the history of &aBa and then a little bit of .....
and, well, particularly the planet. The continehAustralia broke away from three
big rivers and it was then desertified for manyrgethousands of years. Gradually,
it improved a number of plant species becauseit #volved the singing birds, two-
thirds of the fish species, and the flowering paro it was unique on the plant, this
continent. And by Bylong was overstocked by 190 whe biggest herd of short-
horn cattle. A whole range of plants were brougtiiecause a horse stud started in
1915. And it's now being lorded as a great examplandscapes because the plants
have maintained it for us.
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It is a comeback king from desertification and veeot a quarter of the world’s
plant deserts. This is possible from understanthagwe have the very best
scientist minds looking at the practical evidencéhis landscape. We can recover
desert because there was a process here that teasagia, powered by sunlight,
managed by plants and gravity. Now, it has frasttane for 40 years that that
seems a simple message and | still believe itksidw it's a fact. And a wise old
man who was Billy McMahon'’s brother once said ta me

You won't be able to get anyone to believe inuhidl you've got the practical
examples, supported by the most rigorous sciemzktl@en you deliver it so
that people will be seen to be stupid if we daketsome care in
understanding how that worked.

We a duty of care and a fiduciary duty when we'althg with public funds. It is
now a time when those two processes can be eakéytto our current decision-
makers. It would be a shame if we don’t work tlglouand — you will see the
situation has been, and this is just to try an@ givu a simple perspective, we've got
a heavily vegetated landscape which is then cdbéer a desert landscape, and if we
were to do a very careful analysis, this conditias, against that one, a 97 per cent
impact on the thermal energies everyday comparéuatmone.

And therefore when we don’t manage the heat asaws in this ..... all the other
things that we are having problems with ..... goimg from where it's cool — from
where it's hot, | mean, to where it's cool, to cende, not recorded, hasn't been
mentioned today. I'm just here to sort of sayslenderstand there’s a lot of
common sense. There is a massive amount of sciékie there is nothing, as I've
looked through, to say let's — there’s nothingag,sand | have got people working
on the fact that there is the capacity to grow fslam..... systems, and then put into a
situation like that today.

There’s 170,000 people unemployed in our countyn If we were to grow
plants, put them back to create that situation wiaie’ve done, it's come from a
desert land ..... we could put one tonne into slgatem, first rain end up with two
tonnes — three tonnes probably — move it to whereould manage agriculture
effectively and people would need to be advised,erd up with nine tonnes.
That'’s just an example of why | get a little upaetl wonder why, when all this
information is available, when it's all able to éelivered and measured from
satellite today or any drones or whatever techrabdity, and we could do these
things so everybody knows, why we're not doing theFhank you.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Peter. Our next speakeil e Beatrice Ludwig and
Peter Dowson.

MR P. DOWSON: We would like to acknowledge theddee people and the .....
people of the Wiradjuri nation, the traditional evs of this land. They were not
just custodians of the land. They understandviesall belong to a living landscape.
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And thank you, Commissioners, department staffydraue, and everyone else here
for bringing unique perspectives.

MS B. LUDWIG:
Schweizer Gletscher sind nicht zu retten.

This headline says Swiss glaciers are beyond repgairlier this year, | visited my
mother for her 78 birthday in Winterthur, the town in Switzerlandrew up in. |
was shocked to learn that the Mattenbach, themstraaning through Winterthur,
had dried out completely for the first time evd@mwo days ago the Sydney Morning
Herald reported that the mighty river Rhine, Gergisgommercial lifeblood, is
running dry. People showing up for cruises aradp@iut onto buses. This year we
all know that New South Wales has hit 100 per deotight levels and the Murray-
Darling is dying. Europe is drying out. Austraikadrying out. The whole world is
drying out. We are all in big trouble. BeautiBflong Valley holds the secret to
rehydrating Australia and the world, and TarwynkHarthe key.

MR DOWSON: Tarwyn Park, as many of you would knawPeter Andrews’

living laboratory developed over 40 years to obseanderstand and gain a deep
appreciated for the Australian landscape scief@wyn Park connects Tal Tal
Mountain to the Bylong River which rises in a rihd unique catchment deep in the
UNESCO World Heritage area and flows through thoBg Valley. This is on
Tarwyn Park. The United Nations has recognisedrPatdrews’ methods as one of
only five methods in the world for sustainable egiture. Indeed, the UN is about
to declare the next 10 years the decade of landsesporation. Meanwhile, a few
weeks ago, the Australian Government put asideilidribdollars to drought proof
Australia, and | quote the Deputy Prime Ministeranwthe met with Peter Andrews:

This nation needs to be —
sorry:
This needs to be replicated right around our natidi's a model for everyone.

Rehydrating Australia, using a whole of landscgmar@ach, has the potential to be
the major infrastructure project of our times. Asgrious commercial cost-benefit
analysis regarding the future of Bylong Valley miadte this golden opportunity into
account.

MS LUDWIG: Imagine Bylong Valley as a hub for restive agriculture,
attracting students from all around the world tadgtthe whole of landscape
approach, creating thousands of jobs for Mudgeebaydnd, and generating
opportunities for export, not just to South Korkat to the whole world. We ask
that the mine application be rejected so we caneniomvard for a better vision for
Bylong. Thank you.

.IPC MEETING 7.11.18 P-95
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited  Transcript in Golence



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

MR DOWSON: Thank you.
MR KIRKBY: Thank you. Our next speaker is Peigidacott.

MR P. ENDACOTT: Good afternoon. My name is P&rdacott. | operate a
small carpentry and building maintenance businesisd district. We’ve heard that
the Bylong project will provide jobs for the disti Well, it is already doing so for
myself and my local crew. I've worked continuously KEPCO for nearly three
years and there is potentially plenty to do in g lof work if the project is
approved. Attimes KEPCO have been pessimistictaibe progress and my future
work prospects have looked quite short.

As KEPCO has been encouraged that the projecpvatieed, my workload has
rapidly grown. | have prospects of growing my lomaw if the project is approved.
As well as employing builders and carpenters, tigetke potential to employ young
trainees from the local area and pass on the skitisknowledge to them. We will
also bring in local electricians, plumbers and p#pecialist contractors as
necessary. KEPCO has had us working on a largdeuai houses, but most of my
work has been on local icons, such as Bylong StaBglong General Store and
Tarwyn Park.

For most people it would be hard to imagine jusatytoor shape Tarwyn Park
homestead was in; even | had no idea until lesiantork. The grand external
experience is that the appearance is supportedllinygffoundations and most of the
internal structure is falling apart. It contairethrge amount of asbestos which had
to be dealt with. The electrical wiring was damger. A sewerage system was
added. It hadn’'t been maintained for a long tim#l iwas given access and
KEPCO took possession.

Some of you will have — yesterday will have seemynaf the failings that have been
addressed but the repair and restoration procasa lug way to go. As a carpenter
| enjoy challenges and | appreciate being ableotquality work. That has been
KEPCOs position. If we're going to do it, we'reigg to do it right. If you
appreciate Tarwyn Park, back the project; if yelidve the reinvestment in general
— Highland General Store is a good thing, backptiopect. The same goes for the
substantial works on lots of other houses in tisgridt. If the project proceeds |
expect to bring these houses up to a high staradatdhere will be homes when
people come back to the valley. If that opportuaitises, we will be employing
locals with the trades and labour skills necessary.

| don’t drive big trucks; | don’'t do mining thingsut | do get to repair and restore
important local landmarks in a quality way and &s® my skills onto my local team.
| understand that the last boom environment waswihe rail was being built and
the workers were passing through. How much bettem the work is permanent
and the workers can live in the houses that we baweght up to KEPCOs high
standard. | am local; | support the project.
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MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Peter. Our next speakeArsdrew Palmer from the
Mudgee Chamber of Commerce.

MR A. PALMER: Thank you, Commissioners. | appate the opportunity to
speak today. Thanks very much for your patientdelcome to Mudgee, all those
people who have travelled a long way, and a pdatidhank you to those of you
who might have brought the rain with you. We deafmy need it so | appreciate
that. As indicated, I'm speaking on behalf of khedgee Chamber of Commerce.
We’'re a local business organisation. We have altagh— in the vicinity of 190 to
200 members — businesses in our organisation novwhey range from sole
operators through to larger businesses acrossgtied

We are, of course, being in support of the appbcafor the KEPCO Bylong Coal
Project and | have to submit to you a small subiorsthat we distributed last week
among some of our members and obviously therete guiew pages there that have
been signed just to provide some support to thhem the local business community
of our support for this project. We have engagétt WEPCO representatives quite
considerably over the past several years and | alaveys found them to be
particularly good corporate citizens. They arewshg a willingness to listen to and
respond to the concerns of the community as theg gane through the application
process including, | would submit, that they'vedised largely to our concerns in
regard to operating a mine camp or an accommoda#mp as part of their
development.

This was a particular concern to our business conitjmbecause experience is that
where there is an accommodation camp attachednioe, obviously those workers
tend to reside whilst they’re on shift in that fagiand then leave the district so the
district, whilst it absorbs a lot of the negatiwegpiact, misses out on a lot of the
economic benefits. So KEPCO have amended theirgrld now expecting the
majority of the — of their workforce to reside indaaround the mine. And, of
course, that does extend areas like Denman; theceargument.

But, of course, at the end of the day if anothgiomal area like — a regional
community like Denman is benefitting from this pospl then you can — there’s
going to be no complaints there. As any otheramgis ours is, we all need the
support and we all need investment into our rediareas. I've had a bit of a look at
some comparisons. I'm sure if you've taken theaspmity to take a look around
the Mudgee or Midwestern regional area you will thedt it's a very, very

prosperous regional centre. We are the envy ofymegional areas across our State
and, indeed, across the country. The townshiprigihg; the region largely is
thriving; but the reality is it is a little bit dided.

We have some very, very successful mining opersti@re at the moment. They
have integrated well into our region; they're vergry responsible in the way their
employees and their contractors engage with thevaamty and, indeed, live here.
But it is split. Those mines are obviously locasedund about 50 kilometres up
there to the north. Mudgee is the key centretiosé — the majority of those workers
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and a lot of those people live here. But Gulgqgusf, 25 kilometres to the east of
that mining complex, also benefits greatly. It'®wn of similar size to Kandos so
when | was starting to look at some of the compasghat are there, there are 2000
people living in Gulgong.

| just had a bit of a look — Gulgong’s average wageording to the ABS figures
from 2016 — | can assure things have improved rkatdy since then with the rise
again in coal prices but the ABS figures state(h&@Gulgong’s average salary was
a bit over $800; Kandos 600. Unemployment figumeSulgong at that time — 8 per
cent; Kandos 16.7. And the population — whictheslarge one for us — the
population — percentage of population aged betvi®and 35 in Gulgong was 5 per
cent against the State average of 7; in Kandeast3. So what that tells us is the
future of our children — the people that are graywp in areas like Kandos, they’re
70 kilometres down the road — but their childrermehto leave the district to get
work.

The family unit is broken up and when they leavaeytharely come back. A project
like this gives an area like Kandos the opportutotyetain for their children to be
able to stay in the town they grew up in with tHamily and begin a career. Now,
we’ve heard about people here speaking about 2% y®aot a long time for jobs. |
think that’s a career. It's certainly a good stara career. So projects like this
should not be pushed away. It's an opportunityoiar region to grow, our region to
develop, and the only way we’re going to get addi services into our town is if
we continue to grow. There aren’t too many Statwegiments lining up to hand
money out to regions and towns that are in decline.

We're benefitting now from a brand new hospital$89 million is being built in
Mudgee. That's because we’re growing. We’'ve gbtaand new preschool that is
being built. We’ve got two more day care centrese came online earlier this
year; there’s another one about to come online nbkat’'s because we’re growing.
There’s development going on in Gulgong but if yake a drive down Kandos’

main street it's peaceful. We need this into aeaa Any region that has the
opportunity to get the type of investment that ttosnpany is prepared to put into the
district should grab it with both hands.

I've listened to the concerns of the people heiertforning and | do get it but many
of them are established and a lot of the peoplehtinae come up here and spoken
and perhaps have had — worked there their worli@g@hd have some real concerns
about the environment; they're being listenedBaot our children need the
opportunity to set — if they wish a career hergvab and | would like to think that
they can do that in the home town that they grewnupNe certainly do as an
organisation — the Mudgee Chamber of Commerce stgpftos application and we
hope you do too. Thank you.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Andrew. Our next speakeiGeoffrey Miell.
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MR G. MIELL: | thank the Independent Planning Guission of New South Wales
members for the opportunity to speak here today.nkme is Geoff Miell. | have
no political affiliations. I'm a resident and rp#gyer in the Lithgow Local
Government area. | think key issues are beindpeediely ignored; they're very
difficult to deal with. Well-funded, powerful vest interests are resisting. We're in
a fool's paradise. Climate change and energy fnom on will be the key drivers of
our society and economy. The drivers are intereoted.

On 11 May 2017, | made a presentation as a registpeaker 23 at the New South
Wales PAC public hearing concerning the Bylong goalect. My slides and script
are still publicly available on the IPCM websiteollowing the PAC public hearing
Hansen Bailey produced a document titled — datelldp 2017:

To respond to queries from the PAC during theisgpection on 10 May 2017
and subsequent queries and the public hearing oMdy 2017.

This document did not respond at all to any ofiiseles and objections raised by me
at the PAC public hearing and, in my opinion, ikian example of deliberately
ignoring key issues. This presentation today lgté more recent and compelling
evidence of the growing risks to our energy seguaiitd prosperity, and why the
Bylong coal project is highly likely to be a straubasset. | oppose the coal project.
| strongly urge you to do so too.

In KEPCOs supplementary information appendix Mpoese to IEEFAS
submission, prepared by Gillespie’s Economics Iy 2018, it falsely asserts that
the IEA forecasts coal demand will increase a<caieid by the select quotes on this
slide. The IEA, in its World Energy Outlook 20XTearly says otherwise, as
indicated by the select quote also shown on tide sll ask was Gillespie Economics
false representation due to incompetence or wadilierately intentional?

Global coal production and consumption both peakeear 2013, as indicated in
the graph shown on this slide. OECD demand felttie fourth year in a row, minus
4 million tonnes oil equivalent. That means AusreCanada, Japan, South Korea
and USA are some of the OECD members. At a glahizetable shows that the
global coal industry is heavily concentrated amonly a few key countries, and
China’s reserves to production estimate of 39 ysaggests that the current
enormous coal production rates cannot be sust&in€tina for much longer, and
also for the rest of the world.

According to CoalSwarm'’s latest coal — Global CBkint Tracker results completed
in July 2018, it confirms that the global coal pkettor is amidst rapid change.
From January through to June 2018, nearly 20 gijawénew coal capacity was
commissioned; 12 gigawatts in China, eight gigésvatIndia, and three gigawatts
in the rest of the world. This was nearly matchgdhe amount retired — 16
gigawatts — for a net increase of just four gigasvaihe slowest rate of growth on
record. If the slow-down continues, global coglaety should peak by 2022, if not
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sooners. In the first six months of 2018, 43 dwat generating units were added
and 52 units retired, meaning the global coal fank by nine units.

The Global Coal Plant Tracker is an online datalilaaseidentifies maps, describes
and categories every known coal fire generatingamd every new unit proposed
since 1 January 2010, 30 megawatts and largesvd Annotated the Monash Flora
and Fact Sheet 1 to updated it with the more re€CeatSwarm data to July 2018 to
highlight the significant changes that have ocalidering the first six months of this
year.

In the USA, unsubsidised new renewable energyratégtgeneration technologies
are now decisively cheaper than new nuclear, gdsaal technologies. Australian
National University Researchers Professor Andreak&is, Dr Matthew Stoxx and
Bin Lu won this year’s New South Wales Office o thnvironmental and Heritage
Eureka Prize for Environmental Research for thairknon modelling 100 per cent

renewable energy future.

This slide shows Blakers’ opening statement souficad the committee transcript.
His key points were the number 1 new generatiohrtelogy being installed around
the world is solar PV, number 2 is wind, and cea distance third. PV and wind
are decisively cheaper than coal. If you want phedactricity, you push renewables
as hard as we can. This chart shows how loradkést to deploy a range of different
types of electricity supply technologies. Renewaldan be deployed substantially
quicker than coal and nuclear.

MR KIRKBY: You can wrap things up.

MR MIELL: Concentrating solar power is an emerggaispatchable solar energy
technology that offers emissions-free affordal®éable capacity supply to replace
base low generators like coal fired power plants @perate at high capacity factor.
Climate change is an existential threat to human@yrrent pledges are not on track
to limiting global warming to 1.5 degrees C aboveipdustrial levels. Approving
the Bylong coal project contributes to increasingeaistential risk to humanity.

Why risk our families’ futures, our lives? If Auatia does nothing to reduce
emissions, why should anyone else do anything? IFG& has a fiduciary duty to
protect New South Wales citizens. Rising fuel sesgtl increase production - - -

MR KIRKBY: Geoffrey, | think we need to wrap ufeveryone has had a time
limit. I've let you go over for a bit. If you cédiwrap it up in the next - - -

MR MIELL: Yes, I've noticed you've also allowedter people to go over.

MR KIRKBY: | have and I've allowed you to go oviar a bit now, so if you could
just wrap it up.

MR MIELL: Scarce and disrupted and/or increasingffordable petroleum based
global fuel supplies are likely to amplify the Bglp coal project becoming a
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stranded asset. This issue was raised in my PAS§eptation last year and it seems
to have been conveniently ignored. Will the IPGjMare this issue too or do their
fiduciary duty? Similarly, global fossil naturahg production is unlikely to be
sustainable.

MR KIRKBY: Geoffrey, how long is this going to e
MR MIELL: I'm just coming up to the last slide.
MR KIRKBY: Okay. Thank you.

MR MIELL: Humanity must leave petroleum oil bedooil leaves us. This creates
an enormous challenge for the mining and transgemtors, including the production
and transport of coal. Humanity must leave fasailral gas before gas leaves us.
The IPCC SR 1.5 degree C warns that climate chenge existential threat to
humanity. A world that is consistent with holdiwgrming to 1.5 degrees C would
see greenhouse gas emissions rapidly decline icaitmng decades, 2020. We must
leave petroleum oil, fossil natural gas and coébtee2050 to mitigate dangerous
climate change. These are humanity’s energy dg@md climate change
challenges. Why start new mines like Bylong coajert?

New South Wales needs a plan, orderly, just, feiarg exit from coal extraction and
consumption. New thinking is required that is mfied by evidence, science and
economics. The Independent Planning Commission 8Slewth Wales has a
fiduciary duty to protect New South Wales citizefoposed Bylong coal project is
highly unlikely to remain viable with this mergimgalities and challenges
highlighted here in my presentation. | stronglgeithe IPCM to stop this project
before more damage is done. Thank you for yoentitn and there are further
things to look at. Hopefully you do not put yowa in the sand.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Geoffrey. Our next speakedudy Smith from the Blue
Mountains Conservation Society.

DR J. SMITH: Thank you. | am Judy Smith. | h&HD in Terrestrial Ecology. |
have worked as an ecologist for over 30 years aaglaunmember of the Greater Blue
Mountains World Heritage Advisory Committee forydars. Today | speak as a
member of the Blue Mountains Conservation Soc&tygpmmunity organisation

with over 800 metres — members. Not meters, mesnbEne society’s area of
interest encompass the Greater Blue Mountains wamlidage area which, as
discussed today, adjoins the Bylong coal project.

The society opposes the proposed revised coal nihe.society does not agree with
the Department of Planning’s finding in their fir@sessment that the revised mine
plan is in keeping with certain relevant objectieéshe New South Wales
Environment Planning and Conservation Act, partidy| as already discussed,
1.3(b):
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To facilitate ecologically sustainable development.
And 1.3(e):

To protect the environment, including the conseovaof threatened and other
species of native animals and plants, ecologicaimuonities and their
habitats.

The Bylong Valley is an area of outstanding natuedlies. The EIS prepared on
behalf of Pepco found that the Bylong coal progte contained three threatened
plant communities, of which the critically endaregbox gum plant has been
discussed at length. For South Eastern AustiiBagstimated that 95 per cent of
this community is already cleared. The area atswains four threatened plant
species, three plants listed as endangered pamsaflhree potential new plant
species were found during the course of plant guwark for the EIS. The
department’s final assessment does not addresiiéicance of these three plants
at all. Also, the site contains 23 threatened #aspecies and an additional 17
threatened fauna species which are likely to ootthe area.

Today greenhouse gas emissions have been welsdisdu Obviously the
conversation society has great concerns about@nymine in a greenfield site. |
would just like to highlight that we talk about gkd warming and global warming is
happening and it's happening at a local level.sMaiar a paper was published in the
Australian Journal of Zoology which documenteddkeeline of one of our iconic
species, the greater glider in the Blue Mountaifisis species used to be, 10 years
ago, quite common in the lower Blue Mountains atdoelevations. It's now
extremely hard to find. The decline has beenedl#d rising temperatures already
being experienced in the Blue Mountains region.

The greater glider, it was not clear whether greesk gas emissions come from
scope 1, 2 or 3 emissions. Society is concernedtdhbe inadequacy of proposed
biodiversity offsetting. The project will resutt a substantial net loss of native
vegetation, including almost 250 hectares of aitjcendangered box gum land and
habitats for threatened and other species. Thetgdmelieves that if the project goes
ahead, it is not correct to claim, as the DepartroE€Environment — Planning, sorry,
claims regarding this project and | quote:

...that biodiversity would be enhanced of maintaioeer the medium to long
term.

There will be a net loss of biodiversity. The gsherm prospects of threatened
species and other biodiversity are not even coresitdleThe society does not believe
— does not agree with the department’s assessmémdtithe risks associated with
the proposed rehabilitation of the woodland comityusiie acceptable. This has
already been covered by previous speakers, omhetation that in 2012 the
Planning Assessment Commission for the Coalpacaotidasion project and open
cut coal mine proposal in the nearby western delld considered these same
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issues. The Planning Assessment Commission atit@iconcluded that, and again
| quote:

Rehabilitation cannot restore the existing vegeta@ssociations or ecological
balance of the area —

and:

Rehabilitation of mature woodland is unproven fpen cut mines in New
South Wales.

| would particularly like to talk about impacts tre greater Blue Mountains world
heritage area. The society believes — is concetradikely impacts of the proposal
on the biodiversity of the adjoining Blue Mountaimerld heritage area has not been
adequately considered. The world heritage listed & listed solely for its natural
values, including its biodiversity and its threadrspecies. Any actions that degrade
the biodiversity of the adjoining world heritageay that is Wollemi National Park,
threatens to degrade the outstanding universaésalfithe world heritage area. The
known and threatened fauna that were identifiethbyEIS in the coal project site
includes many of the threatened species that hese tecorded in the adjacent

world heritage area.

23 of a total of 33 threatened birds in the worditage area, that is two thirds, 14 of
the total threatened mammals, one half and twbethree threatened reptiles, that
is two thirds of the entire greater Blue Mountaww|d heritage area, an area of over
one million hectares, have been recorded or aedylio occur in the area for the
proposed mine. The EIS for the project states that

The project will remove large areas of known anteptal habitat for a suite
of threatened species.

The majority of threatened species known or witteptial to occur within the study
area are mobile and considered likely to utiliskitad resources throughout the
locality and with adjacent conservation reservBise vast majority of the species
associated with the Bylong site are species agsacwith relatively fertile soils and
landscapes. They are threatened because mok f@ntiiscapes have already been
cleared. The generally infertile landscapes cemass, such as the Wollemi National
Park within the greater Blue Mountains world heyéarea remains largely forested.

However, it is infertile land. While threatenedsies in the Bylong site would
range into the world heritage area, it is unlikiglgt they would survive in the world
heritage area without continued access to haitdita few remaining unreserved
fertile areas, such as in the Bylong Valley. Likesvmany of the threatened fauna
species of the world heritage area are mobile apewid for their survival on
resources both within and outside of the greatae Bllountains world heritage area.
It is imperative for species in the world heritagea and to maintain our
internationally recognised biodiversity and worlktitage listing that adjacent
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habitats, particularly those remaining on fertiddss such as in the Bylong Valley,
be conserved.

The fauna of the world heritage area is a mattémtefnational and national
significant. The impacts on water resources amt¢éehe fauna of the world
heritage area are another concern that has notdasguately addressed in the
department’s final assessment. These issues le@vediscussed greatly today.
However, there has been little consideration byittte or no consideration of the
department of the water resources in the adjaceritiweritage area. | understand
that a condition of the project is that should waésources be compromised on
private lands then the owners of the private lamitihave to be adequately
compensated.

However, any possible loss of water supply fronoamipg or nearby public lands is
not considered. | urge that the bioregional assessfor the northern Sydney basin
and Hunter sub-region be considered. On site \gwslity will come in our written
submission and just to conclude on a more persatal Today there has been
some talk about locals and non-locals. | thinkalNeare. | would hope that in the
next 25 years there are many, many jobs for Mudge&ler Mudgee district’s

youth. Jobs that are ecologically sustainablediean environment. The children of
the Mudgee district deserve such jobs. Theserehmlohclude my grandchildren.
Thank you.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you. And the next speaker isa@t Gjessing.

MR G. GJESSING: Good afternoon, Commissionerslatiés and gentlemen.

I'm a local. My name is Grant Gjessing. | own aekrate a crane company here in
Mudgee. I've spoken in front of PAC a couple ofi¢is previously. It's hard for a
small crane company such as mine in a town like dd¢aed We're always very
competitive with our rates and so forth. Peopiekiiim a good person.

Competitive with rates and so forth. | employ eutty eight people full-time and

two part timers. Finding work for them is not ajgaan easy task. We benefit being
the main supply of crane age to ..... coal opematat the moment.

We were there for their shut down work. When peagaly that KEPCO is only
going to have a short term work period for a lamahe company such as mine, |
find this is false for the simple fact that we imdeto supply cranes for their ongoing
maintenance and machinery breakdowns. Yes. @tmapanies around town also
benefit from investment such as KEPCO opening arhare. | know that there’s a
private industrial development about to kick offdven Mudgee.

It's going to have a spend of about $4.6 milliahwill service hopefully different
companies that come and support the coal minesimétadgee as well as other
companies. | reinvest in local people, trainingneaall amount in real estate. | have
two rental properties that I'm trying to put fohthe moment, get through council.
That's originally how | found a little bit of mondyp invest in a crane here in
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Mudgee. | moved here in 2009 after living overdeas short time — found my

wife.

We decided to come back to Mudgee. | ended upinwgn the coal build project
at Moolarben Coal and that’'s where we got involireckal estate here in Mudgee.
We sold a couple of houses and my wife managed/&rge half my investment

from that to spend $200,000 on a local compartyought into it and the — still only
worth about $200,000, unfortunately, but that's jhe way — tough ..... times have

been over the last 10 years — last eight yearsihdvieidgee. | try and sponsor

different charitable events. In the Rural Firev&s, people tell me I'm a good

bloke, so | hope to keep that image up. I'm ith $uipport of the KEPCO Bylong
project and | hope you commissioners can see thenéalges to a small company

such as mine that a project like this would brimgne. Thank you very much.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Grant. The next speakeMgihael Lipari. | understand
he has given a statement for somebody to readWwatwick.

MR PEARSE: Hello. For those of you who missedprgsentation this morning,
my name is Warwick Pearse, but I've had a request Michael Lipari who
unfortunately could not get here and only at shotice did he know that, so he has

asked me to read out a letter that he would likepidnel to hear. It's a very

interesting letter and short, you will be please#riow, so this is Michael Lipari:

| moved to Bylong when | was 11 and | remainedglier about 10 years. My
family and | lived on the property Hillview on teed of the Upper Bylong
Road. It was an idyllic upbringing. Our propemsas bordered by other farms
and the national park. We had views across grapgddocks and the
sandstone cliff faces. | spent countless houes atthool and during school
holidays exploring the surrounding bushland. Ire¢urned over the years and
the memories of mateship and my sense of beloagingo strong that I've
recently persuaded my wife after many years ofigryo buy a 50-acre bush
block at Growee on the southern end of Bylong.

| attended Bylong Public School which marked itsdredth anniversary in
2012 and the school is now closed. During my eaidyr school years, the
Bylong community held mouse races and the mouss ebrated its 25
anniversary in 2013. Over those 25 years, evaised in excess of $500,000
which went into providing for the Bylong communifyhe event was cancelled
in 2014 after KEPCO started buying up the surromgdands. My first job for
Jane Thompson at Kingston Stud thoroughbred hdtgk-sat the time
Kingston Stud was one of the three horse studwinvilley.

Each of those studs has now closed and KEPCO dwerlaind. The Bylong
Valley has had some of the largest pastoral operatin the Hunter. Those
operations consisted of enormous land sizes umtyyrthousand acres held by
single land holders. Those properties were higitductive again lands.
They had significant water holdings. They inclutdedoric cattle studs. They
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included prototype natural sequence farming. Elasds are all owned by
KEPCO. Most importantly, prior to the time whenREO started buying up
the land in this close-knit community of Bylongveekly get together on
Friday of great camaraderie and true mateship -€sithen, we've seen
friendships fracture as a result of probable nosetlhsure agreements and gag
orders and the result of those bought out, fle¢hegvalley in droves.

You might think I'm totally opposed to mining. Yoight be surprised to
discover that | worked as an open-cut mining opgatatonically a previous
employee of the mining company that sold the lieeadEPCO — a previous
employee because | lost my job as a result of PASSN rejecting an
application for an extension — | along with 500wf colleagues. Those 500
jobs were no less important than those that KEPE@pparently offering.
Now, like then, jobs and economics are not and caha the most important
consideration. I've seen the impact of mininglom land, the enormous hole
dug in the earth, the dust that floods the air, Weer that is no longer suitable
for irrigation.

Thought | would be quicker than that. Sorry. Nyeéinished:

| speak regularly to my mining colleagues, and e@ongst us, there seems to
be a general consensus that coal mining does Hohgen the Bylong Valley.
Aside from the environmental impacts, I've seerniripgact of mining on the
community. Coal mining has its place and it's imathe Bylong Valley. Thank
you.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you. Our next speaker is Sdllyyburgh.

MS S. DRYBURGH: Hi Wendy, Steve and Gordon. Myme is Sally. Thank you
for the opportunity to speak here today. | amrmhigect from Sydney. | moved up
from Sydney about 15 years ago to this area witlyoung family and we love
Mudgee and we want to stay here forever. So wihmasking is if you could please
consider approval of this mine so that my childaad my grandchildren can live in
an economically strong region. We already havangiin this area, so it's not a
new phenomenon so we are used to it and survivitigthe other mines quite well.
The economic gain from this mine is long-term fog tegion, so it's not a fly by
night project.

I’'m a committee member in the chamber of commenteKEPCO are very
supportive of our chamber. | am also a coach fgnoap called Max Potential which
trains up local youth and this is also sponsorelBRCO. The world is
transitioning away from coal so let's make the nmaighis possibly last opportunity
to allow economic benefit to our area. This igdeat a pristine area. KEPCO is
committed to keeping the farmland that way. Wateservation is crucial. KEPCO
have to adhere to strict regulations in this resp8o KEPCO are simply not
allowed to do the wrong thing environmentally. Ylmave to adhere to strict
regulations, yet the economic benefits to our areaundeniable. Thank you.
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MR KIRKBY: Thank you. Our next speaker is Shavace.

MR S. MACE: Mr Chairman, ladies and gentlemem 8haun Mace. I'm the
director of Maceco Engineerng. We're located betwihe towns of Rylstone and
Kandos. We have a large workshop which caters figint to heavy industry. |
would like to state that | am in full support oetBylong coal project proposal by
KEPCO. The Rylstone district has been in econatadine since November 2008
when the GFC hit. This was followed by the ann@ament from Cement Australia
in July 2011 that their Kandos plant would be ctbgdich it did then in September
of the same year. More recently, in 2014, the rmin€harbon operated by
Centennial Coal has closed. Sibelco, a multinatipnoducer of mine products, was
a major player in the area, however, have receftlsed their Excelsior quarry and
Tallawang magnetite mine.

Now, | stated some 18 months ago at the PAC heéhiatg had it on good authority
that Sibelco’s lime processing plan at Charbon @dikkely close within the next 12
to 18 months so that has now happened with theioamcement of closure in the
past few weeks. They’re in the process now of inmout their current stocks and
have laid off almost all of their workers. Coupledall this the decline of the wider
mining economy over the last few years and | cartisat it has been extremely
tough going for us at Maceco and every other basimethe local area. We simply
can’t survive on our agriculture and tourism aloS®me years ago we employed 15
full time tradesmen as well as part time and casmoakers and apprentices.

Today we are down to three full time employees @mg casuals as required and
haven’t put on an apprentice in the last couplgeairs. All, without exception, of
the employees we’ve had to let go have left tha swesecure work in our busier
times. In our busier times it's really difficutt find local trades as it really is non-
existent. Make no mistake, all of us in the |dmasiness community are screaming
out for big businesses such as KEPCO Bylong to dono@ir area. In my opinion
and experience we now require it to happen. Tourssgreat but only projects such
as this can provide the baseload of employmentmyppities that would allow our
area to grow and prosper.

The youth of our community need to have more emmpkayt choices to keep them
here and to give them viable options to return dheg have completed their tertiary
studies. KEPCO Bylong — they have already shosuastained commitment to the
local community. For the sake of our communityrmeast consider the serious
negative economic and social impacts on our reijitinis project does not go ahead.
Thank you for your time.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you. Our next speaker is Fiddavis — Farmers for Climate
Action. Fiona, are you — okay, we will move orkaren Macpherson.

MS K. MACPHERSON: Good afternoon everyone anddgatbernoon
Commissioners. | think it's a testament to thesleof interest in this project that so
many people are still here at the end of a verg ldsy. Through relatives in the
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Upper Hunter Valley | have been fortunate to be ablvisit this region all my life.
For most of my career I've been an educator aravedone quite of a bit of
postdoctoral research in critical thinking and demi-making over the years. About
an hour ago | cut back quite a lot of my prepa@dments because I'm delighted to
say that through the course of today’s long procesdmany of them have already
been made.

It has been very interesting to observe how so mpawple from such a wide variety
of special interests and viewpoints have, throlnglr own pathways, identified very
similar key issues in this mine development anitté, many others here, are strongly
against it. My reasons are many but | will keegnttsimple this afternoon, of
course. The firstis costs and benefits of theemithhe numbers just don’t stack up.
The second reason is one you've heard many tints/te water. No one, not even
KEPCOs own water experts are sure about the anobuveter that the mine will

use. That’'s not good when you're talking aboutlifedlood of an entire valley.

Firstly, costs and benefits, because, to be dbisrproject is all about money. So
what'’s in it for KEPCO. Its profit after costs armyalties will be about $3.6 billion
— areturn on investment of at least 12 per camiice little earner for KEPCO.
What about benefits for Australia. The Federal @ament will get in total about
300 million in company tax — not a huge amount @years. The New South
Wales Government will also get about 300 milliorrogalties but that works out to
about only 1.2 per cent of the State’s coal rogalfor last year; so, again, it's not a
lot in context. What about the Midwestern Regid@alncil, local government area.
The council is in favour of the mine. Of course thine will be good for business
overall in Mudgee but how good.

Recent local advertising by Wilpinjong coalminewitvice the employees and
double the mining output of the proposed Bylongertiad a local business spend
last year of 26 million — a lot less than the 600iom that KEPCO estimates for
their coal mine. Jobs are, of course, an impogartof the benefit of the mine and
we’re told that that will be good for local unemyteent but let’s look at the
numbers. It is important to realise that KEPCnhplto source at least 85 per cent of
its construction and operational workforce outshielocal government area. That
means only about 65 local construction jobs ingak year of construction which is
one year out of 25 and about a similar number éakpoperational year. Claims that
the mine will soak up unemployed in Kandos and ®yis, for example, are
therefore doubtful.

My second main point is about water. KEPCO byws calculations will be using
up to 1835 million litres of water per year ovee ffie of the mine, we’re told. It's
hard to comprehend how much water that is so lepmét this way — an Olympic
swimming pool contains about 2.5 million litresvediter. The mine will be using up
to two Olympic size swimming pools of water eveay®65 days per year for at
least 25 years. Will this water take be too muartilie Valley; will it interfere with
crucial water entitlements for local farmers. Udioately, no one knows for sure;
even KEPCOs own water experts don’t know.
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Scientifically it’s just not possible to say mohah because the project is a
greenfields site there is limited or, at best, rmedevidence on the likely impacts.
This coal project is, of course, all about mon@&ere is some certainties about it for
KEPCO, for Federal and State Governments but, eother hand, there are many
uncertainties and these are all risks to the Mudgg®n. And as for the beautiful
Bylong Valley, well, it will never be the same agai

The valley and its people are being thrown undetbilns, even by its local
government, for a coalmine project riddled with ernainty. What are we thinking?
The mine should not proceed. Thank you.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you. The next speaker is Mitdh@lapham from the New
South Wales Farmers Association.

MR M. CLAPHAM: Thank you. Good afternoon, ladisd gentlemen. Thank
you for the opportunity to speak today. I'm a lld@@mer born and bred. I'm a
member of the New South Wales Farmers Associatidn’an a member of the
Conservation and Resource Management Committdeabassociation and | speak
on their behalf here today. New South Wales FasriseAustralia’s largest farming
organisation with members growing food and fibretfee domestic and export
markets from beef, dairy, sheep and goat meat tw,\goains, cotton, horticulture,
poultry, oysters, eggs, pork, winegrowers as wetheroughbred breeders.

We support public policy and technical innovatiame&d and growing agriculture’s
contribution to the Australian economy; a sustai@anatural environment
reflecting the dedicated stewardship of our farnaed the world’s best production
and marketing practices joining and science angbthetical expertise of the
farmers.

We are well-placed to be a strong voice on belfaduo members when it comes to
highlighting issues that threaten to affect thacadgural industry in this state. To be
clear, New South Wales Farmers is not opposed tinmibut we insist that these
developments must occur strategically and noteae#tpense of productive
agricultural land, water resources and importargtig industries.

This said, | would also like to emphasise thatelae regions where mining
activities are completely inappropriate and incotifgba with farming activities.

New South Wales Farmers’ position on extractivaigides is clear. We are calling
for a scientific, evidence-based and transparemtogeh to approvals. That
incorporates a properly regulated industry withrappate separations of power in
approvals and compliance. We are also callingnidependent benchmarking of air
and water quality and other health and environmelatia prior to exploration and/or
mining licences being granted.

It is with this in mind that we are here today tage on record or concerns regarding
the KEPCO Bylong underground ..... coal mining ecbj Impacts on agricultural
land. We have numerous members in the area tlatriake a range of agricultural
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activities who are likely to be affected by watesues, dust and noise impacts, visual
impacts, as well as significant impacts to propedlges. The state-significant
development assessment report ..... for the prdjsptays an inherent bias towards
downplaying the agricultural significance of thel@yg Valley area throughout the
agricultural impact statement — AlS. For examiile,proponent quotes 2011 cattle
prices which are 40 per cent below the currentezalu

We consider there to be unacceptable impacts obitipdysical strategic
agricultural land ..... land, which is a finite asyecial agricultural resource unable,
in our view, to be reproduced and there are glassges with the additional impact
of the equine critical industry cluster — CIC — aatlabilitation ..... the AIS
methodology and the proponent’s response neitlyglines nor has adequately
addressed the future agricultural potential ofafea. The Bylong Valley has some
of the country’s best soils. It is close to thenkér Valley horse and wine industries
and the wine industry in Mudgee. It has good ates.... this positive agricultural
future is not considered in any way throughoutglaaning process.

This comes at a time when governments on both atatdederal level are
recognising the structural decline of the minindustry and the huge potential that
the agricultural industry plays in the future presty of this country. If we are
serious about empowering the farm section — pati@economic future — economic
growth, then we must product and safeguard spanihktrategic assets such as the
Bylong Valley. This project represented one offile of its time to undergo
scrutiny by the gateway panel. The fact that tuteway panel ..... powers to stop a
project represents a serious flaw and failing afegygpment. Why have a gateway
with no gate?

The fact that project can proceed through a flagsgédway process to a second
round of determinations is a damning criticism @racess that was intended to
provide upfront, scientific and independent adirgovernment and to provide
protection to highly sensitive, strategic agrictdluand. This process also facilitates
enormous financial ..... with the affected agriatdt sector who are required to
engage experts to assess these projects and campik that the government and
department should have done in the first instambevertheless, the experts on this
panel did identify a number of issues that ...d faled to address in assessing the
impact — agricultural land and water.

In their executive summary, the panel stated tiaptoject would have direct and
significant impacts on the agricultural productitf verified BSAL within the

project boundary area. Indirect impacts on vai8SAL within the project

boundary area have not been assessed and ardagihytasignificant and indirect
impacts on potential BSAL adjacent to the projemirdary area have not been
assessed and are potentially significant. Paselr@jected the proponent’s assertion
that the requirements associated with operatinginvtbhe equine CIC should not
apply and further concluded that the proponentfdieation to the panel was
noncompliant with respect to its assessment oéthene CIC and lacked proper
assessment of the potential impact.
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Panel’s report goes on to consider all of theagesn detail. Ultimately, the only
choice left to the panel was to issue a conditigastway certificate that identified
no less than 11 significant issues that the propodiel not adequately address. One
of the main reasons for the failure of the propdnemeet the criteria sent by the
panel was the inability to provide and describepdence and process for the
restoration BSAL. The proponent must be askedplictly and in detail address
issues that the panel raised in their gateway tepbneeds to be made clear to the
community how these issues have been addressaditigdtion and the AlS, nor

the Environmental Impact Statement, EIS, attemplotthis.

The Department of Planning and Environment desdrB®AL as land with high
quality soil and water resources capable of susiginigh levels of productivity.
DPE also point out the critical role of sustainthg state’s 12 billion agricultural
industry. In the case of the Bylong Valley, thedtion of this BSAL is also
critically important to protect a strategic statgieultural asset for near to market
fresh produce to Sydney into the future.

In addition to the BSAL identified, the AIS alsceittifies large areas of highly
productive agricultural land that may not have beehat may not have quite met the
verification requirements of BSAL, however, ardl sth important agricultural asset.
It is clear that the project represents an unaetdpiand large impact on the state’s
BSAL asset base as a result of direct impact ofrtlreng project. In addition, the
proponent proposes to tie up large areas of BSAltheir offset strategy with 486
hectares of verified BSAL to be managed in thertito primarily deliver

biodiversity conservation outcomes. It is acknalgled that 109 hectares of the
BSAL is currently cultivated.

The proponent has stated that these lands willraoto be managed as agricultural
activity; however, the main objective and requiegrnof an offset is to deliver
biodiversity outcomes. It is therefore disingensitw state that some BSAL areas
will be used for agriculture when it is well knowhat this cannot be the prior
purpose of that offset land. New South Wales Fesrbelieve that productive
agricultural land, including BSAL, should not beked up as an offset for mining
and energy companies. The proponents also conteatwithin the project
disturbance footprint, all land within areas totémporarily disturbed either
indirectly or directly will be returned to its praining capability, and in the case of
BSAL, to the extent of 100 per cent.

With the greatest of respect, when you are talkingut BSAL, we find it very hard
to believe. You cannot unscramble the egg. Tisisdlief is further expounded by
the fact that the proponent has not included inAt®any detailed description at all
of how this is to occur, the costs of undertakimg tehab and the risk associated
with these activities. There is also no alterratihabilitation strategy proposed.
Given that the merit of this project rests heawitythe credibility of the proponents’
claim to return and make this out, we strongly eadtthat much more scrutiny
should be given to this process. The proponesptsdb their rehabilitation and
decommissioning strategy of 2015; however, uperergng this document, it still

.IPC MEETING 7.11.18 P-111
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited  Transcript in Golence



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

remains very unclear as to the actual activitiaes tleed to be undertaken to reinstate
BSAL.

Furthermore, the risk management section of thesiohent is just over one page. It
is not a comprehensive description of what is touod the strategy fails. Whilst
New South Wales Farmers does not generally focispeaific mineral, coal or coal
seam gas projects, the proximity of KEPCO miningjgxt to the prime agricultural
land ..... and wineries, the scale of the projad the absolute appalling process for
approval have all commanded the association’staitenThe impacts on individual
landholders as a result of the approval of thisentannot be overstated. We have
highlighted some of these already, and no doubthawe heard many of those
concerns over the course of the hearing — plaramgpolicy concerns.

For New South Wales Farmers, the main and overagai@ason we are here today
presenting at this hearing in relation to this #jeproject is because this project
demonstrates, in the clearest possible terms,dimplete and abject failure of
government planning process when it comes to ektemmdustries development or
state significant projects. The policy settingséhareated this perverse process that
are clearly not working. The fact that this roomswacked with both sides at
loggerheads is a clear example of a continuedréafithese processes. Itis
inexcusable to think that it should ever have coonthis. Without a doubt, or state
and Federal and planning policy is failing. lfaging to provide rigorous
framework for planning decisions and failing toga#aagriculture as a priority on the
government’s agenda.

Our members have been highlighting planning palieficiencies across a number of
different areas for some time; however, we staeré today and present the
concerns around a project that has raised so nmaratem, the issue has really been
brought home. We feel it is worth taking the opgpnity to point out a number of
severe deficiencies within the current policy —emment policies, and indeed, quite
shocking examples of abuse of government powerdardo achieve favourable
outcomes for resource development. In SeptemldEs,2Be government under the
direction of the then Minister for Planning, therdarable Brad Hazzard,
unilaterally and singlehandedly changed the pdiiagnework by which decision on
approvals for state significant development areertadnake the value of coal the
principal consideration for decision-makers to take account when assessing
projects. This is the process under which thiggatavas considered.

New South Wales Farmers expressed alarm at thecanggrts contained within the
State Environmental Planning Policy (Mining, Pettoh, Production and Extractive
Industries) Amendment (Resource Significance) 28i@proposed amendments,
which were enacted and became part of the ...ergéy for a number of reasons,
with the main concern being the removal of a tripdétom line approach to
approvals. Our association as well as thousandther interested stakeholders were
shocked at these amendments. | am not overstattg Upon further questioning

by us, the government alluded to the fact thatwhs an intentional and completely
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unapologetic attempt at shoring up framework faueber of mining projects to
proceed.

In fact, a Ministerial minute obtained by the Neau$ Wales Farmers through the
GIPA process states that the majority of submissiaround 85 per cent, received in
the short exhibition time of two weeks objectedhe changes or had strong
concerns about this implementation. The same mialso, wrongly in our opinion,
concluded that the change to this regulation shoatde subject to the
government’s own self-imposed guide to better ragom. | will not spend too much
time getting into the detail, but the take home sagge is this. The government was
changing policy on the run to try and pre-empteisable outcome for mining
applications. In 2015, with a new minister ancea/premier, this policy was
changed back to what it originally was.

The government clearly identified they had madestake. Other criticisms of
planning process include the lack of real reguiator. on the supposed gateway
process and the lack of enforceable interferengelation. There are solutions that
would provide certainty to titleholders and landtesk alike. The solutions certain
on the need for proper upfront planning in ordeidamntify areas that are suitable for
mines and areas that are not. There are curr&tingxpolicies in place that can also
provide solutions, as long as the political wilthere to use them for what they were
intended for: the protection of agricultural landam talking specifically about
Rural Lands SEPP. This SEPP was introduced in #088 attempt to recognise
and safeguard the contribution of agriculture togtate. The planning circular that
was released at the time that the SEPP was intealdsjgeaks of the importance of
ongoing orderly and economic development of riaatk in New South Wales.

A key part of that SEPP was the introduction obtdan of state significant
agricultural land. The provision was included teegthe relevant Minister the
opportunity to protect important land that hasestatregional significance and that
may be under pressure ..... is not compatible thighcurrent agricultural use and
where its protection will result in a public bettefAnd at the time of its
implementation and to date, there are no land=disghder this SEPP — are state
significant. One would argue, however, that thention to protect these areas was
always there and has been greatly overshadowextémt times by the pursuit of the
mineral resources that lie under them — lie undaresof these lands at any and all
cost. These areas still need and deserve pratectio

They should be listed on the SEPP as a mattergeingy. In conclusion, | want to
make it absolutely clear, New South Wales FarmesoAiation is not an anti-

mining group. It never has been. We are, howerereasingly frustrated and very
disillusioned with government policy that failsrecognise and protect the
importance of our key agricultural land. Agriculus a sustainable industry that

will be here forever producing wealth for this r@as It is not a once only boom then
bust with a footprint that survives a millennid’s time the government started to get
real about protecting it, and in doing so, you sttt support this application for
this project and destroy our vibrant agriculturalustries within the Bylong Valley,
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the business, the people, the lives, indeed, corntiesithat rely upon them for the
potential for the future. Thank you.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Mitchell. Our final speakéoday is Ken Hopkins.

MR K. HOPKINS: Good afternoon. My name is Kengkims and my wife and |
moved to Kandos about 10 years ago and openedcugcassful business which we
both work seven days a week. We also employ casatiland have many young
people from Kandos hired doing work experience wih Kandos was built early
last century as an industrial town and had a thgdommunity with plenty of
employment and opportunities for apprentices aaidittg. Unfortunately, the
downward spiral of Kandos and its flow-on for ther local towns began with the
closure of the cement works followed closely by ¢hasure of the underground mine
at Charbon, then closure of the aboveground seofitimat mine.

A few days ago the final staff were laid off in 8io — our last major industry. This
closure also meant the end of Excelsior quarrykanttos quarry. Fortunately,
Kandos quarry was taken over by another companyptiyta couple of locals are
working there. As a result of all this, our owrsmess has now closed as is one of
the two supermarkets and many other small busisesgewn. As an industrial
town Kandos has no through traffic and, as sualrjgm is virtually non-existent so
our town’s only hope of survival is with new indysand the KEPCO Bylong
project would create the economy boost that isasthybneeded.

Until recently | ran a motor mechanics training is&uin conjunction with local
police, the PCYC, and Kandos High School. The &nfgct that some of these kids
felt that this course may give them a bit of chatectnd work in the area made that
all worthwhile. The kids felt that they would nedmove away from home just to
find work. Then, when the talk of a local mine ojmg up came, the local economy
came — opening up the local economy, they saw $wpe. When | first heard
about the KEPCO project, to form an opinion | madet of inquiries about such
matters as water supply, visual impact, traffic &cip regeneration and had all these
points answered in detail by different members BPKCO management.

| feel comfortable with my decision to support thine and, with expert
management of the site and the amount of moneilibrng to local communities,
the benefits will far outweigh the perceived inceniences. With the new style low
emission thermal power station being built | femdidcis still one of the best forms of
reliable power and will be for quite a few yearmt just a win for local communities
but also a win for the Australian economy. ThedByg Way is the most direct route
from Newcastle to Bathurst, Orange and many morts pé the central west.

My question on road upkeep to KEPCO was answerdatéiact that 3.7 million
has already been committed to Midwestern RegionahCil for road maintenance.
| ask that members of the Independent Planning &itthreviewing the project hear
the voices in support of Kandos and Rylstone amucye the Bylong project and
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give our community a prosperous industry to loakvird to. Thank you very
much.

MR KIRKBY: Thank you, Ken. That concludes thesagers for today. | would
like to thank everybody for coming along — thosa tpoke and those that came
along to listen. It has been a very valuable @gerfor the panel. A lot of issues
have been raised both for and against and we withgpugh all the written
submissions. The proceedings have been recordethare will be a transcript put
up on our website of today’s proceedings genereailllgin about a week so you can
go on there and see what was said.

We will go from here and consider everything raissthy along with all the other
information we’ve received prior to making our detéation. There may be things
that came out of today for which we might needHertinformation or clarification
so | can't give you an exact timeframe on whendraision will be. We will,
obviously, have to seriously consider a lot of ithetters raised today. Once again,
thank you for coming along.

RECORDING CONCLUDED [5.30 pm]
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