
Submission re Vickery Extension Project

I object to the proposed project.

1. I’ll start with a question about process:

I understand that the proponent has not yet prepared its Water Management Plan. Shouldn’t 
that be required before a determination is made – for how can you make a decision without 
knowing what the proposal is?

It seems there are several (!) other Plans which Vickery Coal have not yet prepared.

2. One of the claimed benefits of the proposal is $121 million of (the NSW share of) company 
income taxes. (EIS Appendix J, summary & section 3.4)

And yet, Whitehaven’s history of company income tax payments, as revealed by the ATO’s 
corporate tax transparency reports at <https://data.gov.au/dataset/corporate-transparency>, 
bring into question the accuracy of that estimate. (TLDR: Whitehaven paid no tax in any of 
the reported years.)

3. I have the impression that DPIE considers the Gunnedah Shire Council LGA to be more 
impacted by the proposed development than the Narrabri Shire Council LGA. I suspect that 
this is because the actual mine site would be mostly in the Gunnedah LGA (DPIE Assessment,
Figure 2). Apart from the adjacent farmers, who will obviously be most impacted, I can well 
imagine the effects being roughly equal between Gunnedah and Narrabri, with quite a lot of 
impact in Boggabri (which is in the Narrabri LGA). (Exception: The closure of the extant 
CHPP 7km north of Gunnedah will obviously affect Gunnedah LGA much more.)

I’d like you to give more weight to Narrabri Council’s views than DPIE seems to.

4. Shouldn’t Vickery Coal be required to purchase more of the private land to the immediate 
west of the railway spur loop?

5. DPIE recommended condition B17 says that the ground vibration caused by mine blasts 
should not exceed 5, 10, or 50 mm/s in various places. I have no experience of the ground 
under my feet vibrating by centimetres per second, but at face value, these figures seem far 
too high.

6. Particulate matter emissions are a very concerning health problem.

DPIE recommended condition B32 seems rather too loosely worded to protect the community.
In particular, there is no requirement that Vickery Coal’s avoidance and mitigation measures 
are successful in keeping PM2.5 emissions to the figures given in that condition.



7. It’s interesting that the DPIE

‘acknowledges that the Scope 3 emissions from the combustion of product coal is 
a significant contributor to anthropological climate change and the contribution of
the Project to the potential impacts of climate change in NSW must be considered 
in assessing the overall merits of the development application’,

but then goes on to not consider them in assessing the development application.

Changing coal transport from road to rail transport is an improvement, which I welcome.

I love our blackened country,

A land of gaping holes,

Of overburden mountains,

Of droughts and scorching days.

— My (Adapted) Country
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