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Chair - Independent Planning Commission
23 February 2021

Independent Planning Commission NSW
Re: Tahmoor South Coal Project (SSD 8445)
Dear Professor O’Kane
I thank you for this opportunity to present to the Independent Planning Commission,
I wish to lodge my strong objection to the abovementioned mine expansion from going ahead.
I am a retired veteran having served for over 30 years in the RAAF and have deployed on several
campaign’s including East Timor and the Middle East. Now in our 70s we have settled in Bargo,
my wife has just had a knee replacement and now more stress with a mine under the house,
although a mine subsidence area we were under the impression that the mine was closing, we
had a mail drop from the mine stating that they were mining in the area but not expecting to
affect property’s, so we nether gave it a second thought. Never in our wildest dreams did we
think that Long Wall Mining would happen under a township. I am well aware of constant
moving and the stress it brings. We have spent many months apart and looking forward to finally
settling down. The thought of large cracks and a leaning house bewilders me, how could this be
approved. We were totally unaware of this impending disaster until we received a note in the
litterbox. If not for this we would be oblivious until the ground went from under us. In my
apposing submission I have attached several documents in support and below is the submission
from a Mine representative, that infers a developer is inciting locals for personal gain. I believe
that this is the way forward and future growth for Bargo, It is far better to billed than destroy.
Bargo is only 90 minutes from the CBD and was destined to grow, with new developments
comes more people and infrastructure. I feel sorry for the 400 jobs but over 500 homes risk
subsidence. All I hear is that the town will die if the mine closes, this is total rubbish. If this mine
was to close the town wound grow and flourish with market gardens and new houses. This a tiny
group wanting to profit from the destruction of the township of Bargo. I believe the mine has
run a brilliantly organised and executed clandestine operation. Bargo residents were unaware
of this proposal until this intervention.

I would bring to your attention the Applicant submission, “200401IN Applicant Letter Regarding
Submissions Related”

I have copied and highlighted the planning report below with some comments. I hope this is
acceptable.

Please note attachment “Planning Industry & Environment” Witch I have copied below in
segments and maid cement as part of my oppression to this mining activity.

Tahmoor South Coal Project (SSD 8445)
The Department has completed its assessment of the merits of the Tahmoor South Coal Project
(SSD 8445).
The application is referred to the Independent Planning Commission (the Commission) for
determination as the Minister has requested the Commission hold a public hearing into the
carrying out of the project and determine the development application. The Commission is
therefore the delegated consent authority under the Environmental Planning and Assessment
Act 1979.
The project involves new long wall mining domains to the south of the existing Tahmoor Mine to
extract an additional 33 million tonnes of run of mine coal over a 10-year period. The existing
mining pit top area would continue to be used with upgrades to existing facilities. The new
mining area is located within the Bargo Mine Subsidence District which was declared in 1975.
The Department publicly exhibited the application from 23 January to 5 March 2019 (42 days)
and received 83 submissions from the community and special interest groups. Most of these
(87%) supported the project because of the ongoing and additional employment and business
opportunities.
This appears to have been a sum what of a privet exhibition, for the Citizens that work for or
profit from the mine. As the general public ( the residents )living in Bargo were not invited,
totally unaware of this proposal to damage or destroy their Holmes. Apparently it was advertised
in the local paper, you think the Council would have sent a notice to all the residents to be
affected.

Following the exhibition period, the Department received an additional 134 representations on
the project, mostly from members of the general public. The majority of the representations
(84%) objected to the project.

Calling the miners that support, citizens of Bargo and the residents that object, the general
public is misleading at best. But that seems to be a theme regarding information. They had good
cause to be concerned as the real citizens of Bargo are disappointed at this lack transparency. If
they received 83 submissions with 87% in favour, then how dos 134 more apposing take it to
84% apposing? Seems like creative accounting,

The main issues raised in submissions relate to the potential subsidence impacts of the project
on built and natural features in and around Bargo, along with concerns about impacts on water
resources, biodiversity and greenhouse gas emissions.

This is not subsidence as we know, but subsidence around a meter deep. This is far more than
any home could survive. They intend to dig a hole over 10mtrs deep the size of Sydney harbour.
There track record regarding house repairs are questionable or hidden in confidence agreements
and as for the rivers and creeks are concerned there is a lot to be desired, thy will propose
rehabilitation action to get the approval, if the dust from there conveyer is anything to go by.
This dust blows across the road strait in to the school, showing total disregard for the children or
the environment. All they have to abide by is best mining practice. If approved they will follow
best mine practice as it is more profitable.

In February 2020, the Applicant, Tahmoor Coal Pty Ltd (Tahmoor Coal) amended the mine plan
to reduce subsidence impacts, with the removal of one longwall panel, and the Rv footprint of
the reject emplacement area to minimise biodiversity and noise impacts.
Just a diversion to gain approval after the backlash from the residents of Bargo.

In August 2020, Tahmoor Coal lodged made a second amendment to the project removing a
further two longwall panels from the mine plan to significantly reduce the extent and scale of
subsidence impacts on built features (particularly within the township of Bargo).
More changes to gain approval, If you approve this application, I believe once they start, their
intent is to revert to the original plan and undermine the township and beyond. Please see
attachment of minuets from a meeting which infers future plan is to recover as much coal as
possible.

While the amendments to the project have resulted in the significant reduction of potential
impacts to both built and natural features, the Department has also recommended another
longwall be shortened to reduce impacts on Aboriginal cultural heritage sites and a local creek.
This paragraph seems to line up with the deputy mares statement, lets reduce the footprint and
all will be good to approve. My opinion is if approved they will revert to the original plan.
Because once the 2 new ventilation shafts are complete, who would ever know we're that are
digging? Won eight thy collapse the tunnel all the evidence is be rid and total deniability.

The Department’s detailed assessment of the project has been informed by expert advice from
Government agencies, independent experts and the Commonwealth Independent Expert
Scientific Committee. Based on this assessment, the Department considers that with these
changes to the mine plan, the project now achieves a reasonable balance between maximising
the recovery of a coal resource of State significance and minimising the potential environmental
and amenity impacts.
The expert advice is subject to your preference of scientist and is questionable at best, please
see attachment with a different opinion. In order to justify and squeas it through the approval
process, they have reduced the impact, and a resizable balance "really". Have the fox look after
the chiackings, they will still be there in the morning. Not.

The Department has recommended conditions to ensure that the project complies with
contemporary criteria and standards, that the impacts are consistent with those predicted, and
that residual impacts are effectively minimised, managed and compensated for.
What is Contemporary Criteria? This mine according to expert reports has polluted and damaged
waterways, its arsenic levels are above wild standards for rivers but within permitted levels for
mines. they will agree to anything to have the approval but as there track record stands, can you
really trust this proposal.

On balance, the Department considers that the significant economic and social benefits of the
project outweigh its potential impacts, and that the project is approvable subject to the
recommended conditions.
I have attached a copy of the Department’s assessment report and recommended conditions of
consent for the Commission’s consideration.
On balance? There is no way you could call this a balance there are no enforceable conditions
just proposals and requests. Once the mine clams a loss they will cry Wolf and do as they won’t.
Just follow best mine practice.
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No mine at Bargo
No mine at Bargo
Last night on ABC 7pm News - Contamination fears from Tahmoor mine run-off
Friday, 5 June 2020 9:49:58 AM

Last night ABC News reported fears that run-off from the Tahmoor coal mine could be
contaminating a major Sydney river system.
Bargo River intersects the Nepean River which forms part of the Hawkesbury-Nepean
catchment, a major source of Sydney’s drinking water.
It was revealed that researchers from Western Sydney University have been closely
monitoring the water quality and have found an alarming "cocktail of metals" in the
Tahmoor coal mine's run-off.
You can access the news segment here (available until 7:30pm, 11 June 2020):
ABC News: https://iview.abc.net.au/show/abc-news-nsw (20:58 - 22:52)
As you may be aware, SIMEC is seeking to extend its mine under Bargo, and to continue
mining until at least 2035. We must all work together in order to hold SIMEC accountable
and save our local waterways.
The NSW Department of Planning is currently assessing the application and they need to
know that the community does not support this project, the damage it has already done and
will do into the future.
To make sure your concerns are heard, it is vital that you submit an official objection to
Mike Young (Director of Resource Assessments, NSW Department of Planning and
Environment) at mike.young@planning.nsw.gov.au and tell him you oppose the Tahmoor
South Coal Project.
Be sure to copy in your local State MP, Nathaniel Smith - Member for Wollondilly at
wollondilly@parliament.nsw.gov.au and Wollondilly Council at
council@wollondilly.nsw.gov.au and let them know what you think about this plan.
If you oppose inappropriate mining activity, join us and stand up for Bargo.
No Mine at Bargo
https://bargo.net.au/

Professor Mary O’Kane AC
Chair - Independent Planning Commission
Via email:
17 December 2020

Dear Professor O’Kane
Tahmoor South Coal Project (SSD 8445)
The Department has completed its assessment of the merits of the Tahmoor South Coal Project
(SSD 8445).
The application is referred to the Independent Planning Commission (the Commission) for
determination as the Minister has requested the Commission hold a public hearing into the carrying
out of the project and determine the development application. The Commission is therefore the
delegated consent authority under the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979.
The project involves new longwall mining domains to the south of the existing Tahmoor Mine to
extract an additional 33 million tonnes of run of mine coal over a 10-year period. The existing
mining pit top area would continue to be used with upgrades to existing facilities. The new mining
area is located within the Bargo Mine Subsidence District which was declared in 1975.
The Department publicly exhibited the application from 23 January to 5 March 2019 (42 days) and
received 83 submissions from the community and special interest groups. Most of these (87%)
supported the project because of the ongoing and additional employment and business
opportunities.
Following the exhibition period, the Department received an additional 134 representations on the
project, mostly from members of the general public. The majority of the representations (84%)
objected to the project.
The main issues raised in submissions relate to the potential subsidence impacts of the project on
built and natural features in and around Bargo, along with concerns about impacts on water
resources, biodiversity and greenhouse gas emissions.
In February 2020, the Applicant, Tahmoor Coal Pty Ltd (Tahmoor Coal) amended the mine plan to
reduce subsidence impacts, with the removal of one longwall panel, and the footprint of the reject
emplacement area to minimise biodiversity and noise impacts.
In August 2020, Tahmoor Coal lodged made a second amendment to the project removing a
further two longwall panels from the mine plan to significantly reduce the extent and scale of
subsidence impacts on built features (particularly within the township of Bargo).
While the amendments to the project have resulted in the significant reduction of potential impacts
to both built and natural features, the Department has also recommended another longwall be
shortened to reduce impacts on Aboriginal cultural heritage sites and a local creek.
The Department’s detailed assessment of the project has been informed by expert advice from
Government agencies, independent experts and the Commonwealth Independent Expert Scientific
Committee.
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Based on this assessment, the Department considers that with these changes to the mine plan, the
project now achieves a reasonable balance between maximising the recovery of a coal resource of
State significance and minimising the potential environmental and amenity impacts.
The Department has recommended conditions to ensure that the project complies with
contemporary criteria and standards, that the impacts are consistent with those predicted, and that
residual impacts are effectively minimised, managed and compensated for.
On balance, the Department considers that the significant economic and social benefits of the
project outweigh its potential impacts, and that the project is approvable subject to the
recommended conditions.
I have attached a copy of the Department’s assessment report and recommended conditions of
consent for the Commission’s consideration.
If you have any questions or wish to arrange a briefing, please contact Mike Young on 8217 2091
or by email at mike.young@planning.nsw.gov.au.
Yours sincerely

17/12/2020
Marcus Ray
Group Deputy Secretary
Planning and Assessment
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Professor Mary O’Kane AC
Chair - Independent Planning Commission
Via email:
23 February 2021

Dear Professor O’Kane
I thank you for this opportunity to present to the Independent Planning Commission,

Thank you so much for your time, but we are in a fight to protect our homes, the township of Bargo
and the water supply to people of Sydney, from the Tahmoor South Coal Project (SSD 8445). I am led
to believe that this long wall mining project will dig a 10 meter hole the size of Sydney harbour under
the township. As I listen to the presentations to the independent mining committee, I have a
concern regarding support for residents as their homes are destroyed. There are many cases on the
internet, which states that this claim system will refute any and all claims. It has expensive lawyers
and engineers. Please do not abandon us, as my pension will not cover challenging them in court.
The mine stated a reduction of 80% in mining so fewer houses will be affected. However at a recent
meeting it was stated in the minuets, that the intent is to mine the whole of Bargo and beyond. If
this mine then closed there would be no recourse for property owners, as the company may cut and
run.
I have attached email reference,
How many times d o you th ink they will mod ify the tah moor south proposal?

It was disappointing when a union rep inferred that Mr Taylor Federal Member for Hume was in
support of this mine and found the time to meet with them but nether asked or met with residents
or his constituency, that live here, what their thoughts ore concerns were.
There is no doubt that this is a very generous mine, they donate to local schools, the men’s shed, the
rural fire brigade and make political donations, like the Mayor’s personal fund. But there is no such
thing as a free lunch and it appears many of the people benefiting from the mining have answered
the call with submissions of support. There are far more supporting than opposing.
During the 2020 fires we watched the flames from the back paddock. To close so we evacuated but
was stopped at the mine by the RFS who closed the road. So we turned back and took different
route.
They were setup in wait to defend the mine from the fires. They had good reason as there was a
grave concern, that if the coal caught fire they would never control it and god forbid if it got
underground it would burn for years. (We won’t consider the gas risk).
Vital resources were tied up at the mine. Should we have such a risk in town?
During the debate there was a statement on how they monitored the subsidence so they knew first;
one statement was that there were calls in the middle of the night regarding the railway. I assume so
repairs could be made before a derailment. (What if they missed, and who monitors when the mine
closes). The vibration from these heavy trains shake the ground increasing the risk as the ground
subsides under the rails.

They intend to build more exhaust stacks to draw the poisonous dust, chemicals and gasses from the
mine. This will be detrimental health and a hazard to livestock, crops and people down wind, I have
no confidence in believing they will have an effective filter systems or any compulsion to,
considering the costs. I make this statement after observing the coal dropping from the large
conveyer, you watch the dust drift in to the school about 150 metres across the road from the
mine. When I asked the council in regard the dust I was informed that they had no control or
responsibility over the mine. All the mine has to do is best practice. I suppose this covers all their
contamination responsibilities. It is inconceivable that a term called best mining practice is a get out
of jail free card.
I had a look at the field trip by the committee, there were plenty attending but not a local who lives
in the area. I would assume you were informed of all the good points. Was there any dust or gases
coming from the vent stack, was there any coal failing from the conveyer, did you have a look at the
dust on the cars or breath in the dust. Were there any large trucks in and out of the site, as around
half is to go by rail the rest by road?
Bargo is part of the Sydney basin water catchment area and sits between the Avon Dam and
Warragamba Dam, if this mine is approved many moor streams and rivers could surfer irreversible
damage and pollution and could contaminate the drinking water. There are many reports on line
from highly qualified scientists, stating that this type of mining will cause significant and irreversible
damage and pollution to the waterways and drinking water for the Sydney basin.
We also have the Hume motorway, the southern rail, the main gas and water pipes running through
this area of which all would be at risk. The Southern Highlands Rail Line passes through Bargo.
There will be significant damage done to the rail line from subsidence. This line carries passengers
and cargo from Melbourne and Canberra travel to Sydney. The large freight trains that create their
own resonance due to the extra carriages, like troops marching over a bridge.
By mining under this rail line, there is the risk to the tracks that could cause a passenger train or a
freight train to derail. This could result in serious injuries.
I implore you to reject the Long Wall mining application under the township of Bargo. Having read
the report regarding the first public viewing, I was somewhat surprised.
The report stated that it had been advertised in the local papers with only one objection and over a
dozen in support of the mine. Perhaps the 12+ had prior notice and all the local papers were
suddenly in short supply for Bargo residents.
My understanding is that, if I was to have a planning application, the Council would send a letter to
the affected properties either side. Not just advertise in a local paper. Where was the notification
regarding the massive 10 metre hole the size of Sydney harbour under our homes?
Why was the legislation changed to permit mining under the township of Bargo? The only
information arrives as a door drop from the mining corporation or the mining opponents, nothing
from the government.
There are many reports but I assume you already know how destructive this is. We can forget about
requesting approval to build, because there are no construction methods that can survive this type
of mining which make property in Bargo worthless.

I understand the miners fighting for their jobs, but there is only 5 to 10 years at best and the mine
owner had no problem in sacking 160 workers a short time ago with a phone call.
You consider this a company that cares?
I was intrigued with the green steel v black steel surely this is not the last coal in the country?
I suggest they go where there are no towns or infrastructure they can destroy.
The meeting transcript with Wingecarribee Shire Council was interesting as they completely oppose
mining; they also referred to train and road movement of coal. Just for the record it is proposed that
3/5th will go by train if available the rest will go by road along with equipment, so a lot of extra large
trucks on the road.
James Chapman

