


yet no mention is made of the fact that food production animals are going to be living within this 

radius and will not only drink the dust as it falls on its water sources, but they will eat it as well when 

it settles on pastures? 

Indeed, the risk of contamination for grazing animals (passing to meat or milk) within the coal dust 

radius of the mine is an order of magnitude greater as they not only breathe the dust they eat it 

when it settles on their pasture and they drink it when it drops on their water sources, dams and 

troughs. 

GRL further asserts that there is no risk of heavy metal contamination because of the quality of our 

traceback system to the farm of origin. Is GRL pretending that a contamination can be undone 

because its detected? That is called ‘shutting the gate after the horse has bolted’.  The costs of 

remediating chemically contaminated land are huge, and would be borne by the landholder not GRL 

because of these traceback systems. 

It seems remarkable that a large mining company can pass the responsibility of producing chemical 

residues to its neighbouring farms and land holders, rather than take responsibility as the producer 

of the chemicals. Neighbours will take all the financial losses whilst their properties may be lost to 

production for 50 and more yrs. Their farms could become unsaleable. Small landholders will carry 

all the costs and losses, whilst an international company defends itself in court. Meanwhile GRL are 

free to continue to emit and discharge contaminating waste.  

Random residue testing occurs in our meat and dairy export markets. If a foreign country detects a 

persistent chemical residue in an import from Australia, the entire export industry will be halted 

whilst an investigation occurs. This could take many months and cost the export meat or dairy 

industry millions if not billions of dollars. A recent labelling problem closed 6 export abattoirs in NSW 

and Qld for only 3 months but cost many millions, and that was merely a label issue. One can hardly 

imagine the brand reputational costs of a food safety issue from persistent chemical residues to the 

good name of Australian agriculture.  

The reason these chemicals are so worrisome for humans in our food chain, is their long term 

multisystem health consequences. The entire world is on heightened alert regarding food safety and 

chemical residues. No foreign market is going to feel sorry for Australia if we create a failure within 

in our own production systems. Our competitors will make the most of any failure on our part to 

provide the market with safe food products. 

The reputational costs of a chemical contamination in our meat or dairy products could last for years 

and will hugely impact all Australian export agriculture and our entire economy. For GRL to assert 

that the cost to agriculture is 1.2 full time jobs is a dishonest assessment of the risks of mining in a 

food production space. 

Pertaining to rehabilitation best practise (see sections 6.7.4. and 6.15.3.) to return the site to 

grazing pastures. 

Currently proponents are quoting reports of research done by the NSW DPI in the upper Hunter. It 

has been reviewed and seen to be largely lacking in scientific rigour and veracity, by independent 

scientists and the beef industry. Myself and 3 other agricultural scientists and vets have reviewed 

the reporting of grazing trials on rehabilitated coal mine land in the Hunter valley.  

We were so concerned at their failures regarding heavy metal contamination of the grazed animals 

in the trials, that we have brought it to the attention of the Cattle Council of Australia (CCA). Please 



see the attached letter from the president of the CCA, the peak body representing beef production 

and farming.  

Our concerns have been confirmed, and he has written to the NSW DPI regarding the research 

failures. They are serious and numerous. Our conclusion is that any assertion by the coal mining 

industry regarding a best practise is so flawed as to be meaningless. They have completely 

disregarded the LPA requirements and the entire Australian export meat industry. Their negligence 

could be deemed as culpable as the LPA factsheet is nearly 10 years old and is a requirement of 

animals entering the food market for meat and dairy under LPA system. 

The independent reviews of the Hunter Rehab. Grazing trial is attached. 

The assertions made by GRL regarding the coexistence of coal mining and agriculture are not based 

on the best scientific knowledge nor food safety requirements, so should be dismissed in their 

entirety. They have the potential to permanently damage the reputation of the Australian export 

meat and dairy industries. 

I urge the PAC to reject this mining proposal in its entirety and extinguish all coal mining leases 

within the Gloucester valley area. 

 




