
 

8 July 2020 

 

Dear IPC 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to speak at the Independent Planning Commission Vickery Extension 

Hearing on Thursday 2 July 2020. 

 

As one of the closest landholders to the proposed project, I am not against the 4.5million ton coal 

mine, I am however totally against the 10million ton coal mine and 13million ton washery that will be 

within 1,200metres of my property boundary. Whitehaven assured us eight years ago, that the CHPP 

plant, train line and bluevale pit, would never go ahead, as the Environmental conditions would be far 

too strict for this to proceed. 

 

More importantly I am so disappointed in the overall process leading up to this decision, when I spoke 

at the public hearing last Thursday, I was unaware until the Friday 3 July, that the IPC had had another 

tour of the Vickery site on 17/06/2020, without any landholder or affected member of the community 

invited onto this tour. Can you please tell me how this is fair to my neighbourhood that I live in, but 

more importantly to my family, this is far from a fair process that we weren’t given the opportunity to 

join the tour or be able to provide our own tour of the affected areas. By going off the Site Inspection 

Photo’s 17/06/2020 on the IPC website, it appears that the site tour did not even take in the 

Kurrumbede Homestead or the area just to the North of the Homestead, where the mine 

infrastructure will be located only 450 – 500metres from, as well as a train line that will be only 

250metres from the banks of the Namoi River.  

 

The local landholders here would like to invite the IPC to a tour of the area by the local landholders, 

we welcome you and any Whitehaven representatives to join us, it is a shame that Whitehaven 

couldn’t have provided us the opportunity to join their tour with the IPC. 

 

Also, it surprised me that during the hearing, that four (4) out of the five (5) nearest landholders where 

asked by the IPC panel ‘what was their property number’ and ‘how close were they to the proposed 

mine’, because the panel didn’t have a map in front of them. I thought it would have been a basic 

requirement for the panel to know who the affected landholders are and what their proximity is to 

the mine site, given that these landholders will be the ones affected the most. 

 

The statement below (highlighted) was made after a ABC 7.30Report on 5 November 2019, this 

question was asked of Whitehaven “That October 2018 assessment also noted that the 2017 Annual 

Review for the Maules Creek Coal mine showed a generally poor correlation between modelled and 

observed data and warned of significant implications for the mine’s licensing requirements and the 

water balance. What is Whitehaven Coal’s response to this? “This is not out of the ordinary for new 

mines where the accuracy of data and models improves as the mine develops” 

https://www.abc.net.au/7.30/there-are-growing-tensions-over-the-mining/11675074 .       This is exactly what 

we have been arguing for years, that their modelling is poor at best and that Whitehaven since March 

2012 have repeatedly said that we (the local landholders) will not be affected. 

 

Attached is Map 1 which shows where our residence is (No. 133) in comparison to where the mine 

and infrastructure site will be located (In the red outlined area).  

https://www.abc.net.au/7.30/there-are-growing-tensions-over-the-mining/11675074T


 

Attached also, is the BOM Daily Weather Observations (July 2019 to June 2020) to show where the 

wind direction (highlighted in pink) has blown over the last 12months, these BOM observations 

indicate that we will be affected by noise and dust from the proposed mine, given the direction of the 

wind has blown from the North around to the East South East direction on 171 occasions during this 

last 12 month period.  

 

I ask again, as I did last Thursday at the hearing, that before the IPC make their final decision and if 

mining consent is given, that  the IPC have in place conditions that enables every landholder in the 

affected area (the green shaded area on Map 1) have a negotiated agreement in place, as we do not 

wish to go through what the landholders at Maules Creek Mine had to go through for 7 – 8 years. If 

the Vickery mine is going to be as quiet, and as little dust, and as little visual impacts that Whitehaven 

and the Planning Department are forecasting, then the IPC should have no issues in granting a 

condition that there are negotiated agreements in place for the affected landholders, if the mining 

consent is given. 

 

In finishing, what we have gone through in the last 6 years, I don’t wish upon anyone. If this mine was 

planned for the Nepean or Hawkesbury Rivers, this mine would never get the go ahead, so why are 

we putting a Washery and Trainline on the Namoi River. 

 

As a member of the Boggabri Farming and Community Group, our group has submitted a submission 

that is far more detailed then I have provided you today and I please request that the IPC read it 

through thoroughly. 

 

Thank you for your time 

 

 

 

Grant McIlveen 

Property No. 133A 
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