Springvale Mine Extension MOD 1 - D459/1
BMCS’s supplementary presentation
to
Planning Assessment Commission




Springvale Mine Extension MOD 1 - D459/1
Summary statements

» BMCS 1s opposed to the Mod at this time.

» The DPE’s assessment 1s superficial (even sloppy) and
consequences of approval.

» The DPE fails to appreciate the relationships to other




Springvale Mine Extension MOD 1 - D459/1
Why superficial ?

» Nawvety (an increase m production and 140 jobs 1s surely a ‘no brainer’)
a swift move by Springvale, or perhaps too much happening (for al
isufficiently thought through and organized; the latter 1s believa

» The DPE’s belief that the Mod should be treated as a stand-alo
direct additional impacts should be assessed - this enabled such




Springvale Mine Extension MOD 1 - D459/1
What are the other proposals?

» Springvale Water Transfer and Treatment Project - mine water to be tran
LDP009 (T 19 ML/day) to the Mt Piper Power Station - this results fr
comply with Sv Extension consent conditions - this (now modified) ;
assessed by the DPE.

» Springvale Extension Mod 2 - Sv 1s asking to have certain consent




Springvale Mine Extension MOD 1 - D459/1
What are the other 1ssues? - 1

» The toxic discharges from the Western Coal Services site vi
are a major source of pollution in the Upper Coxs River
BMCS wanted it resolved as part of the Transfer and Tr
1t 1s now to be dealt with as a separate 1ssue by the EPA




Springvale Mine Extension MOD 1 - D459/1
What are the other 1ssues? -2

» The DPL, Sv and Independent Monitoring Panel,
there are substantial impacts on swamps, but the
satisfied that these 1impacts “...are consistent with



Springvale Mine Extension MOD 1 - D459/1
A few conclusions

» Contrary to what 1s stated by the DPE, approval of Mod 1 - D459/

adverse environmental outcomes.

» Increasing the production-rate by ~ 229 before resolving and 1
other proposals would ensure ongoing pollution of the Upper



