Comment following the revised Heritage report by GML
Dear Commissioners,

My name is John Van Der Kallen and | am a physician and Chair of NSW Doctors for the
Environment Australia.

| note the further assessment that has been provided by GML on 12 June 2019 regarding the
proposed Bylong Coal Project by KEPCO, and have the following further comments in
addition to the original Doctors for the Environment Australia’s (DEA) original statement to
the IPC of November 2018 regarding this project.

The heritage value of the Bylong Valley has been assessed by GML in relation to the effect
the physical construction of the mine will directly have on the nature of the valley and the
local agriculture. GML’s view that the proposal “will permanently change the natural and
historic cultural landscape, its agricultural uses and its significant scenic qualities and
character that has been shaped by the natural and cultural over millennia” is noted. | agree,
however, | also note that the assessment does not take fully into account the effect the
mine will have on the heritage value of the valley over the full life cycle of the operation.

The natural environment of the Bylong Valley and local agricultural industries is to be
irrevocably affected by global heating. This is a climate shift that will be accelerated by the
planned combustion of the coal extracted from the Bylong Valley. As DEA highlighted in the
initial submission to the IPC in November 2018, the Special Report on the impact that 1.5°C
of warming would have on the globe by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
advises that “Pathways that limit global warming to 1.5°C with no or limited overshoot show
clear emission reductions by 2030”?.

An increase in global warming beyond the 1.5°C target would make ongoing agriculture in
the Bylong Valley increasingly unviable due to rising temperatures, increased risk of
drought, and increased likelihood of extreme weather events. This would result in a loss of
the heritage qualities of the valley related to its history of both agricultural practice since
European colonisation including equiculture and the long history of Aboriginal settlement
[further heritage report on this subject noted to be pending].

The impact of global heating due to greenhouse gas emissions on the natural environment
in the Bylong Valley will also be significant. Although the current scope of the environmental
assessment in the Bylong Valley is noted to be inadequate in that it does not take global
heating into account, an Australian assessment in 2015 suggested that “nearly half of
Australia’s threatened species considered are moderately to highly vulnerable to climate
change “2. DEA notes the significant evidence linking the importance of biodiversity for
human health, and this has been detailed extensively in DEA’s Biodiversity policy3.

DEA’s prior concerns regarding the impact of the coal project on global heating and their
implications for human health remain following the submission of the mining plan revision
by KEPCO. With reference to the concept of the “carbon budget”, it remains my view that



the Bylong Valley contains “unburnable carbon”?. This a fossil fuel reserve that can not be
combusted if we are to keep greenhouse gas emissions to a level that maintains a level of
global heating increase compatible with the most positive outcome for future generations.
Expansion of coal mining into the Bylong Valley will have negative impacts for health, social
wellbeing, and the cultural and natural heritage value of the region and New South Wales
over the coming decades due to the acceleration of climate change.

The GML report notes, “The fact remains that the proposed changes, notwithstanding the
amendments, will distort and irrecoverably alter the natural and historical cultural
landscape, its agricultural uses and its significant scenic qualities and character.” These are
similar reason for the refusal of the Rocky Hill proposed coalmine near Gloucester. The final
Judgement stated, “I have determined that GRL’s development application for the Rocky Hill
Coal Project should be refused. The mine will have significant adverse impacts on the visual
amenity and rural and scenic character of the valley, significant adverse social impacts on
the community and particular demographic groups in the area, and significant impacts on
the existing, approved and likely preferred uses of land in the vicinity of the mine.”>

DEA has already made submissions rejecting this mine proposal. With the recent GML
report, there is now further evidence why this mine should be rejected — the heritage
values. The GML report notes that despite modifications to the original KEPCO proposal, the
Bylong valley will still be irreversibly changed. The impact of a coalmine on rural and scenic
characteristics which will affect heritage values have already been grounds for rejection of a
coalmine. If these were not reasons enough then the impact of carbon emissions from the
development and operation of the coalmine as well as the subsequent burning of the coal
will cause worsening climate heating which will further impact on the heritage values of the
Bylong coalmine proposal.
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