


Proposed modification 5 should 
be considered with Exploration 

Licences 8618 and 8619  

Both exploration licences are held by 
Shoalhaven Coal Pty Limited, the 
legal entity which also owns 
Invincible mine and the adjoining 
Cullen Valley operation. 
 
A staged, expanded and ongoing 
proposal covering 1360 + 50 
hectares is in contention, and all the 
factors regarding the Coalpac 
findings and recommendations by 
PACs and DP&E in regard by this 
larger area should be considered by 
this PAC. 



This evidence confirms that the 
area proposed for mining is a  

very high priority for biodiversity 
conservation (OEH May, 2014). 





The Ben Bullen Pagoda Land System of ‘Special Significance’ consists of all three land units  
and there is little of the Grassy Tablelands Woodland left associated with these other units. 



Cumberland Ecology Land Unit mapping was based on the  
National Herbarium Wallerawang 1990 report 











A balancing rock less than 300 metres from the 
proposed southern project open-cut. 



Proposed modification 5 will mine Tableland Grassy Woodlands close to pagoda 
rock formations, in the Ben Bullen pagoda landscape complex – (closer than this!) 

Pagodas cannot be considered in isolation (DPI, June 2013).  



Open-cut mining would commence on the left of the rock face behind the mine plant  
 and the final face cuts obliquely upslope from that point. 



Ben Bullen Pagoda Land System 

The sensitivity for this project is heightened because it is located in an 
accessible and popular recreational area (PAC, 2012). 





Coalpac project area 
Ben Bullen Pagoda Land System 

The biodiversity in the rehabilitated areas cannot replicate the pre‐mining 
biodiversity in the forest and woodland areas (PAC, 2012). 





Environment groups oppose offsets 



Pagoda forming type Triassic Narrabeen sandstone relatively and high nutrient status 
soils derived from Permian coal measures are absent from the proposed offset area. 





There is little of the Grassy Tablelands Woodland left associated with 
the two other units of the Pagoda landscape of ‘Special Significance’ . 



Coal yield to impacted area - 
 an environmental comparison 

• THREE TIMES the area of high conservation value 
woodlands destroyed for each unit of coal produced 
due to re-mining a depleted resource, as well as 

 

• ONE TENTH of each coal unit mined is “nut coal”, the 
primary justification of the project, so that  

  

• Mod 5 must be very much more damaging in terms of 
vegetation damage than say producing “nut coal” from 
the Katoomba seam (~100% nut coal) at Clarence Mine 
by underground methods. 

 



Limited energy security 

• 2.4 Mt of coal over eight years is negligible 
security to Mt Piper Power Plant relative to 
stockpiles; 

• 300 kilotonnes over eight years offers 
marginal security to Manildra’s boiler for a 
short period; 

• 3.5 years supply at 85 kilotonnes/year in fact; 

• Security is better achieved with a  
20 kilotonne “nut coal” stockpile = 3 months. 



Cost comparisons 

• A marginal savings for Manildra’s input costs is 
not worth an unreasonably rapid depletion of  
very high conservation value grassy woodlands of 
‘special significance’. 

• If a mining precedent is established, Manildra will 
seek further rapid demolition of more tracts in 
these very important woodlands. 

• Manildra has received a high ethanol rebate for 
years and so should not now be granted a right to 
rapidly destroy very highly valuable public 
woodlands for a low “nut coal” yield/hectare. 




