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Commissioners, Ladies and Gentlemen

I wish to respond as invited -“by commenting on the Department’s assessment and recommended conditions of approval, before a decision is made”. 

1. There are many aspects of this project and the Proponents and Departments response to the PAC recommendations that are flawed and deficient in construct and apart from having relevant heading’s, many lack factual and credible content in their treatment of the issues. – I will confine my comments to just a few aspects.
2. Qualitative rather than quantitative wording abounds – on review, publicly available Shenhua coal information is characterised by data-rich expression eg -quantifying their coal production offer, product catalogue, asset distribution, among a vast array of similarly constructed material. 
3. But when it comes to their work with DP&E and Hansen Bailey their language all of a sudden loses that quantitative characteristic and is heavily populated with qualitative language. Info analysis technology indicates a high likelihood of coaching?  I hope the PAC has the resources to do forensic interrogation of the similarities of DP&E/Shenhua and Hansen Bailey work.
4. One of the best of many examples of the qualitative language is in both Shenhua and DP&E responses to PACs Rec3 the former at 2.1.3 and latter in the addendum at 2.2.3 
5. They both respond to PAC recommendations relating to the use of the term “best endeavours” and attempt to justify that rubbery terms use, despite acknowledging the obvious in this case– that mining related lands and their improvements, almost without exception become derelict and a danger to society, the environment and the economy of the area –and the vast majority here are concerned for many reasons, but in my example, I will focus on bushfire.
6. The few supporters of Shenhua at this hearing, including the Company Australian Chairman, have submitted that Shenhua is a “good resident”, “good citizen” and spoken variously about the mandated expenditure fund and the favours that have been allocated around the community. The latter for centuries has been called “20 pieces of silver”!
7. Now if you as Commissioners are to consider an independent decision on this critically sensitive project then it is likewise critical that you understand exactly what the culture and contemporary practice at Shenhua dictates when implementing and acting consistent with the words “best endeavours. Can we as a community and nation trust Shenhuas word?
8. What can Commissioners  expect from Shenhua in its discharge of “best endeavours” and other qualitative terms that abound through relevant documents, that repeat “near enough is good enough” type responses and regularly adopt  a “let’s wait and see” approach.
9. Let me give you a current local example of what we can expect of Shenhuas “best endeavours” without us all taking one of their flight junkets over Mongolia.
10. I am the chair of our local Rural Fire Service and part of the lands referred to in PAC Rec 3 as biodiversity offset land and the productive agricultural land described as non-operational project-related land are within our brigade firezone.
11. Each year our landholders update their fireplans, review their fire equipment status and attend our AGM to implement good stewardship across our firezone.
12. We are a volunteer organisation, much like surf lifesavers are on the coast. That is all working together to prepare, plan and respond together to the fire risk and event.
13. Our Brigade Secretary directly approached Shenhua Head Office before this fire season as they had not responded to previous Brigade to landholder communications and invitations.
14. Our Brigade secretary was informed by the Shenhua Asset Manager that they would not be participating in our RFS and their fireplan was to call 000.   Is that the hallmark of a good citizen –transferring their basic obligations onto volunteers? 
15. Is that the best that “best endeavours” can bring to this critically sensitive project”? 
16. This action, or lack of it, speaks volumes of Shenhuas character, culture and their default position on a matter that we the community rightly trust and expect in a good steward of our environment. 
17. Shenhua can’t be trusted by our community and neither should the Commissioners trust Shenhuas “best endeavours” among multiple qualitative responses they now provide.
18. In the short time that Shenhua has owned these productive agricultural lands described as non-operational project-related land, the dereliction is manifest – feral goats, wild pigs, ongoing trespassers and burgeoning vegetation mass resulting in unmanageable fire risk. 
19. “Best endeavours” is likely to mean Shenhua will be incinerating Koala’s on their land in the near future.
20. Many Australians used to think that public land management was consistently the lowest common denominator of land dereliction, but energy companies have almost without exception now lowered the bar so far that it almost makes National Parks and Local Land Services look good!
21. The ability to manage these lands appropriately depends on the ability to apply quantitative measures to the inputs and outputs resulting in good stewardship. 
22. The whole consideration of PAC recommendation 3 and response by the Proponent to the term “best endeavours’ highlights that this exploration license is in the wrong hands.





Watermark does not make economic sense to the State or Australia, especially when the risks are so high and the returns so low. It’s a lousy 30 year investment and the coal resources in the state that are more suitable and more economical should be considered. These are the wrong mines, with the wrong type of coal in the wrong place. 

In my view it is reasonable to expect the land, water and air at and surrounding the Watermark site to feed and clothe people for thousands of years and any decision to approve the detrimental impacts of this mine will jeopardise this future bounty!
Once an extractive process starts [the mine], nobody can reverse the social, economic and environmental impacts, in particular to the water resources as the system enters a new state and is permanently corrupted. 
Please stop and think!
Xavier Martin

