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NSW Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415
SYDNEY NSW 2001

Attention: Johanna Lee

Re: Letter of Support for Airly Mine Extension Project

Dear Johanna,

As a business we have been an interested party to the application by
Centennial Coal for the Airly Mine Extension. Obviously there is a clear
balance between meeting the broad needs of the community and the ability to
take longer term views on the sustainability of our environment and those that
provide positive economic benefits. We appreciate and understand the
complexity of the decision making process but we would like to provide some
input into the decision making process.

-has a firm belief that Centennial Coal has designed the Project to contain
best practices around a sustainable model to manage the environmental risks
and impacts and as a result will remain within Government guidelines for
health and amenity. We have a great deal of confidence and trust in
Centennial Coal, as they have proven to be a responsible developer, operator
and active member of the community in both the Lithgow and Hunter Regions
as history shows.

Centennial Coal has been operating and expanding their business in the local
area for many years contributing greatly to the local economy. The
opportunity they provide as a large employer for training and jobs for young
people and security for families cannot be understated.

The express intent of this written submission is not to take away from the
important focus on ensuring we have a sustainable and protected
environment, which future generations will take advantage of, but to more
point out that the balance of the discussion should also be on those elements
that sustain communities, which is economic success of businesses.





We believe Centennial has that balance of ensuring environment focus and
compliance, whilst also providing significant economic benefit to both its
employees, contractors and their sub-contractors/suppliers and the
communities.

I - ploys over 200 people and a

significant portion of our business is in direct support of the Centennial Group
and importantly Springvale and Airly. The current position of stand downs has
had a direct effect on the turnover of our business, which we suspect is
replicated by numerous other companies who have a direct link to the Mining
and Resource sector.

Obviously we have suppliers to [l who equally are seeing reductions in
demand on products and services, it has a knock on effect. Further delays
and potential rejection of the application are and will have a direct impact on
employment levels within our business and as such effect the health of local
communities both locally within Lithgow and through the ripple effect, other
communities.

The coal industry has historically made a significant contribution to the
economic development of Lithgow, Hunter, NSW and Australia. Approval of
the Airly Mine Extension continues that history and allows us to accommodate
future growth in coals resource demand.

We request that a balance be applied to the social and economic impacts on
the communities within the Lithgow region and even those further away such
as Newcastle, when balancing and considering the overall merits of the
proposal.

Yours faithfully

Derek Hird











Donna Upton

Airly Extension PAC 23 September 2015

Submission as an objection to proposal RO33/15: Airly Mine
Extension Project

Thank you for the opportunity to speak to this Planning Assessment
Commission Public Hearing.

Commissioners and participants — My Personal Story as a landowner and
community member in regard to Centennial Airly Mine.

Background

Before moving permanently to the Capertee Valley in September 2004. |
worked as a CEO of a Public Company NFP in Sydney. My husband in IT
with Sydney Water. 40 years retiring in 1998.

We travelled every second weekend to our 100 acres camping in the
shed.

The pressure of work and city life would disappear after spending a
weekends planting trees and shrubs, our prime focus has been extending
the habitat of the highly endangered Regent Honeyeater.

On our Conservation Block we have planted over 10,000 trees as part of
the Regent Honeyeater Recovery Program.

The salinity and erosion apparent at the rear of our 100 acres, we
embarked on a program to repair with assistance through HNCMA and
attended a Training Day for Capertee Valley Landholders; Hydrogeological
Landscapes and Salinity. Our property is in the Glencoe Hydrogeological
Landscape within the Capertee Valley east of the Glen Davis/Capertee
Road, in an area of moderate rainfall (-600mm). The HGL is located in the
centre of the Capertee Valley HGL map area and comprises a significant
component of the Capertee Valley floor.

Soil landscapes for this HGL include parts of the Wollangambe, Mount
Sinai, Newnes Plateau, Hassans Walls, Glen Alice and Umbiella Soil
Landscapes (King 1992).





Woodlands in SE Australia have been extensively cleared for agriculture
and settlements. Woodlands are highly valued, supporting a diverse array
of birds, mammals, reptiles and native plants. On farms woodlands
provide shelter for stock, pasture and crops and habitat for birds and
other animals that eat insect pests. Woodland store carbon and reduce
the threat of salinity.

Woodland remnants, with appropriate planting and management to
improve their condition and secure their protection, can make a
significant contribution to landscape scale conservation of biodiversity at
the local and sub-catchment scale.

HNCMA made funds available through the Australian Government’s
“Caring for our Country” program for individuals and groups to prepare
landscape scale biodiversity conservation plans that address the
protection of woodlands and derived native grasslands.

Whilst we and other landowners participated in this program over many
years Planning agreed to Centennial Airly Mine to clear an area.

So all this funding made available by State and Federal for this program is
laughable when Centennial is given permission to clear Woodlands.

I wonder if we seek permission to clear our woodlands whether we will be
granted the same approval.

We built our house as a purpose built B&B and our market was Birders
National and International. WE have made friends all around the world.

The house is big enough to accommodate our family of 4 adult children,
their partners and our 9 grandchildren.

I enjoyed being involved in the community holding Tourism workshops
and Capertee Valley Catchment Group; participating and organising many
projects.

Capertee Valley is considered a ‘Hotspot’ environmentally.

When the boundaries changed in 2005 and our property transferred to
Lithgow our Business Plan for Tourism had a setback.

I joined Lithgow Tourism but soon learned that Capertee Valley, the most
northern boundary of Lithgow City Council was not recognised as a Tourist
Destination.

That’s when the community came to me to set up a community group
‘Capertee Valley Alliance Inc'.

We achieved a great deal including developing our own logo with the help
of UTS student’s community program.





Then suddenly we were faced with water sharing plans, LUS /LEP’s, and
Mining.

My priorities changed and suddenly my office grew paper, | was time poor
and it changed our life.

The Process — My Experience

>

In early 2009 when we learned that Centennial had purchased from
Novacoal some years back, Airly Mine had signed a contract for the
construction of the rail loop and permanent infrastructure to support
the Mine beyond the Trial Mine Phase and into its permanent
operational phase, | was flawed, new residents during 1997/98 did
not know that a mine existed. Absolute no mention by any of the
previous owners, neighbours, Real Estate Agents or in any legal
searches. | notice in the section 149 certificates today it now
mentions mining activity.

| read the 162/91 Development Consent and the EIS, myself and 3
other landowners visited Centennial’s Office at Capertee. | didn’t
have a personal view on the merits or otherwise of Airly Coal Mine,
I went with an open view and a conciliatory approach.

Centennial in their documentation since 2008 gave the impression
that there are few residents affected by mining at Airly, .their
preference was to meet with Capertee Progress Assn, which at the
time had few members to operate efficiently.

Airly mine was in the Capertee Valley and the people MOST affected
lived in the Capertee Valley.

Right from the start ignored the 1000 rate payers (population in
excess of) in the Capertee Valley, even though the impacts of Water
Quality and Quantity, the aquifers would be most at risk to the
existing enterprises of farming and Tourism, and as we found
further down the track other major issues were born to light.

The Conditions of Consent refer to a “Special Monitoring
Committee” and Capertee Valley had a representative. | mentioned
we would like copies of the Special Monitoring Committee Minutes
and the name of our representative. We discussed whether a
washery would be built as it was mentioned in the DA, they replied
NO there wasn’t going to be a washery. Then they couldn’t find the
name of our representative nor provide any Minutes of the Airly
Mine Special Monitoring Committee meetings. A brick wall was
emerging.

CVA Inc. applied to become members of the Special Monitoring
Committee of which | was President of CVA Inc. so we could inform
the community of the process and address concerns.





The best way we could inform the community was start a blog,
more process to deal with. Not just about Airly Mine Extension but
other matters of interest to the residents, to date we have had
250,300 page views’. The Capertee Valley photo blog page views
26,300.

A Legal opinion was sort through Lithgow City Council who chaired
the Special Monitoring Committee and CVA Inc. was denied
membership, however we were invited to attend and recording of
our concerns/complaints was selective, not all we said and enquired
about was recorded.

CVA Inc. was treated poorly and | personally found the experience
very superficial, all decisions were made prior to meetings, no
upfront discussion, tell you the bullet points after the process had
been approved by Planning ,EPA

It has been documented of the treatment by Centennial.

A particular question was raised at a meeting in relation to Bores
and requested to see the REFS. Centennial would not respond at the
meeting, instead called myself and CVEG into the Mine Mangers
office, and said it was not usual practise to respond to our question.
There were many incidents like this, stressful and time consuming.

Impact Personally

>

I have experienced ugliness between miners, community stresses, a
reluctance for the community to air their beliefs or concerns in
regard to the mine for fear of retribution or their health may be
affected if they do. | have personally been the brunt of people fears
and their anxieties.

Lack of support from Local Government on communities concerns in
regard to mining impacts on communities like the Capertee Valley,
not recognising that there are thriving businesses that already exist
in the Capertee Valley in Farming and Tourism and other small
businesses.

The workload and issues that | had to deal with in unbelievable time
frames with submissions to MOD3, September 2014 and then PAC
for the same having to attend in the Commissions Office in Sydney,
always during school holidays, then immediately The EIS for the
Extension was released In October 14, getting the message out,
speaking to experts, trying to get money to pay for these experts
opinions, for their time. Dealing with the Dept. of Planning. And
insuring the issues raised by residents were covered, time frames





for the community to respond was ridiculous, then a MOD4 recently
including this PAC public hearing, today. I could go on forever.

» The process has to change, it’'s not sustainable. But then | suspect
that’s a given.

» The personal time has been great.

» The commitment is not sustainable for community members to run
their business and deal with the mounds of paperwork Airly Mine
produced at all of these Modifications, EIS is confusing and often
repetitive to deliberately confuse the situation or make it difficult to
get to the ‘chase’.

» Since 2009 dealing with the Community and Centennial Airly Mine it
has been at a great personal cost to my family, business and my
well- being.

» | couldn’t describe the process other than to say there were
obstacles at Local Government, State and Federal levels.

» Political agendas has go in the way of what is right or wrong, all the
evidence is there.

» Centennial Airly Mine originally owned by Novacoal in 1991 should
never have been approved, it's so blatantly obvious.

Changes in the Area

Since 2009 there isn’t a time since, when 1 visit friends’ homes or go out
to an event in the Capertee Valley and surrounds that mining is not
mentioned in conversation. It will start “Ok let’s have a good time” we
won’t mention the impacts of Airly Mine on our lives”, but then an anxious
comment will slip in and | would give them information and where to look,
often too, a wall of anxiousness came over them..

There is a shortage of volunteers now both for the two RFS Fire Brigades
and community groups, Glen Alice and Glen Davis, the Garden Club etc.
Everyone is tired and want a peaceful calm life.

This does not happen in communities where mining exists.

All the promises of mining improving the economics of the area, providing
jobs. Justifications and Conclusion supposed to have regard to
environmental, economic and social considerations. The truth wasn’t spelt
out here it was skirted around. The recycling of Centennial employees
from Charbon to Airly Mine reopening it when it was in Care and
Maintenance. Probably because they didn’t want to pay out redundancies
as the mine reached is closure time. Centennial should have allowed for
this in their Business Plan like any other industry.

Centennial mentions “without development consent, Airly Mine will not be
able to operate, resulting in the loss of 135 job opportunities.





There is no loss as their not employed in the first place.

In one breath they talk about 20 contractors in the same way but not
secured yet, so how is that a loss?

I agree with the statement of “access to 20 years of coal production at
1.8million tonnes per annum” how can a mine of this size be profitable,
particularly in a sinking market?

The coal from fist workings is delivered by rail to Eraring (apparently)
Central Coast all the way by train, it would be quicker and cheaper from
Newcastle and some overseas but that is questionable. It’s not profitable
and none of it makes sense. | suspect Centennial is getting ready to sell.
Airly mine has a history of ‘Sell’

In the Socio-Economic Analysis Golder and Associates it mentions
“Population and demographic data for Capertee and Glen Dauvis, it fails to
recognize the demographics of Glen Alice, Bogee and Mt Marsden which
are located in the Capertee Valley HNCM catchment and will be affected
If this mine is given approval.

It’s a deliberate failure on Centennial’s part to not include these
demographics.

Residents were interviewed by Centennial’s consultant and the issues
were Surface and Ground Water impacts, Quality and quantity Visual,
Biodiversity, Tourism, Bird Trail farming all relates to current employment
in the Capertee Valley.

To dismiss these jobs as not being of value is of a grouse oversight
weighted toward the proponent. It would be of value to get the detail of
all the interviews.

The community couldn’t afford to do a similar Socio-Economic Analysis,
the financial burden to the community was great as it was, we had to
work out the priorities with the funds we had.

This is where the community is at the mercy of the mine as they can say
as much as or as little as and the real story in this area never gets stated.
This is a huge burden on the residents.

I and my family have a right to live and work and enjoy what the area
has to offer just as much as any employee of a mining company.

Outcome
Economic

It is hard to understand why the Department of Planning and Environment
(the Department) continues to rely on analysis from a consultant that
refuses to comply with government guidelines and is incapable of
submitting replicable analysis — see Secretary’s Environmental
Assessment Report, p50, section 6.5 Socio-economic Assessment.





The economic assessment by AIGIS group is highly unreliable and its
conclusion that the project would provide economic net benefit to the
state should be considered as speculation with no robust analysis to
support it. Given the project’s environmental and social impacts are likely
to be negative, it is likely the project represents a net loss of economic
welfare to the NSW.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Donna Upton

23/9/72015










From: —

To: pac pac

Subject: Support for Airly mine

Date: Wednesday, 16 September 2015 2:16:01 PM
Dear PAC,

I would like to express my support for the Airly mine extension. | believe that any employment in the area is
great for the Lithgow LGA.










The voice for nature in NSW

Robyn Kruk AM

Chair

Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415

Sydney NSW 2001

Via email: pac@pac.nsw.gov.au

September 22, 2015

Dear Robyn Kruk AM,
RE: Submission regarding the Airly Mine Extension (R033/15)

The Nature Conservation Council of NSW (NCC) is the peak environment organisation for
New South Wales, representing over 150 community environmental organisations across
the state. Together we are committed to protecting and conserving the wildlife, landscapes
and natural resources of NSW.

We ask that the Planning Assessment Commission (PAC) reject the Airly Mine Extension
due to the impacts on outstanding natural values and the inadequate management
measures further outlined below. If the PAC does approve the project we request that strict
conditions be placed on the mine to ensure damage to the natural environment is
minimised.

Impact on the natural environment

If the project is approved, we request that the Planning Assessment Commission place
conditions on the project that will greatly reduce the risk that this mine will pose to features
such as high cliffs and pagodas. We refer the PAC to submissions by the Colong
Foundation for Wilderness and the Colo Committee for further detail regarding proposed
conditions that will reduce the risk to these outstanding natural features.

For many years we supported the efforts of local conservation organisations to seek
protection for the area now included in the Mugii Murum-ban state conservation area (SCA)
in recognition of its natural values and outstanding beauty. It is highly concerning that a
place with such natural values is proposed to be undermined, particularly in light of the
pagodas and cliffs in the area.

We would particularly like to draw the PAC’s attention to the history of the mine as it is
relevant to the current project application. It is our understanding that Centennial Coal
supported the creation of the Mugii Murum-ban SCA and committed to only ever undermine
50% of the available coal under the mesas in the SCA. This figure is substantial in its own
right, however the current proposal would see a much greater proportion of the coal mined.
This is not only a breach of trust by Centennial Coal but also of significant concern for the
natural values of the area, particularly the cliffs and pagodas.





Inadequate waste management arrangements

Further to anticipated damage to natural features, we are concerned that Centennial Coal’s
plans outlined in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to manage the waste products
from the mine are inadequate. We draw particular attention to the proposal for the reject
emplacement area intended to store both course and fine waste from the project. Currently
there is no proposal to enclose this waste, which is unacceptable. We are concerned about
the integrity of the waste heap and the potential for environmental disaster if not managed
correctly.

The EIS also makes passing reference to the prospect of acid metalliferous leachate. It is
simply unacceptable for the PAC to approve a project which is so clearly failing to manage
the waste products from its operations. We recommend the PAC place strict conditions on
the project regarding waste management, specifically to ensure that a sound, engineered
structure is in place to store the solid waste, and that materials that may result in acid mine
drainage are properly managed to protect the surrounding natural environment.

Thank you for considering our submission regarding the Airly Mine Extension proposal. We
seek your support to protect the natural values of this area by rejecting this mine proposal.
However if it is to be approved we request the PAC place strict conditions on the mine as

referenced above. Please do not hesitate to contact_ on _ or
_ to discuss this issue further.

Yours sincerely,

Kate Smolski

_










From: ]

To: pac pac
Subject: Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension Project
Date: Saturday, 12 September 2015 9:05:06 AM

Ms Robyn Kruk AM

Chair

Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Ms Kruk,

Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension
Project

I request that the Planning Assessment Commission (the PAC) recommend refusal
of consent, as Centennial Coal has not kept its promise to retain half the

coal under all areas mined. If the alternative proposal to limit the damage

to the 40 kilometres of cliff line to two per cent in this reserve were

adopted, it would permit up to 800 metres of unacceptable cliff falls.

All the high cliffs, as well as pagodas, the Grotto, the Valley of the Kings

and the historical New Hartley Oil Shale Mine of the Mugii Murum-ban State
Conservation Area must be defined as sensitive heritage of special
significance and fully protected from subsidence impacts. In addition, cliffs
over 50 metres in height, such as those of Genowlan Point and Point Hatteras,
should not be undermined, even for “first workings’.

Commissioner, the 2013 mining policy required resource economics to be the
primary consideration in decision making processes. Under this policy, the
Department of Planning and Environment’s project assessment report
discounted natural and cultural heritage protection. For example, the
Department has recommended ‘efficient recovery of the coal resource’ in

the New Hartley mine interaction area, putting pagodas, cliffs and cultural
heritage at risk of damage. Under the September 2015 policy, mining under the
interaction area, high cliffs and talus slopes should be restricted to first
workings. Such coal conservation thinking should not be a consideration in
our climate changing world.

The Department also failed to recommend conditions which ensure the health of
streams. The pit top must be placed in a ‘restricted release zone’. The
Environment Protection Licence must specify and limit all pollutants
discharged from this zone to ensure a neutral or beneficial effect on water
chemistry and aquatic life in the downstream national parks and the World
Heritage Area.

Toxic mine effluent must be minimised by separating clean runoff from the
toxic cocktail of mine water make, bore process water and runoff in the pit
top area. The proposed coal preparation plant must be required to use
chemically polluted water stored on site in the restricted release zone until
exhausted before using other water sources.

Centennial must provide alternative water resources to replace those lost due
to mining, such as at the Village Spring in the oil shale ruins precinct. A
small roofed area, with storage tank should be provided at suitable sites to
provide park visitors with replacement water sources. Without water, the
ability to visit the area becomes restricted.





The proposed coal reject emplacement area must be adequately screened from
Glen Davis Road, so that tourists to the largest canyon in the world, the
scenic Capertee Valley, are not welcomed by the blight of Centennial's 50Mt
megadump.

Today's mining industry must also clean up the bight of past mining
operations. The exposed toxic mine waste dumps associated with historical oil
shale works in the head catchment of Torbane Creek must be rehabilitated by
Centennial to reduce pollution runoff to acceptable levels.

Thank you for considering this submission as an objection to the Airly Mine
Extension Project.
Yours sincerely,

Dan Webb

Saturday, September 12, 2015 - 09:05










From: I

To: pac pac
Subject: Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension Project
Date: Sunday, 13 September 2015 9:50:39 PM

Ms Robyn Kruk AM

Chair

Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Ms Kruk,

Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension
Project

I request that the Planning Assessment Commission (the PAC) recommend refusal
of consent, as Centennial Coal has not kept its promise to retain half the

coal under all areas mined. If the alternative proposal to limit the damage

to the 40 kilometres of cliff line to two per cent in this reserve were

adopted, it would permit up to 800 metres of unacceptable cliff falls.

Community elders use to make sacrifices to the rivers, oceans and forests now
many elders are willing to sacrifice those very things once held in high

regard. Even the Pope would be appalled at the idea of this destruction. I am
very concerned and understandably so, the amount of harm if left to go to
want they would want is substantial. My grandchildren as yours deserve a
healthy environment to flourish in.

All the high cliffs, as well as pagodas, the Grotto, the Valley of the Kings

and the historical New Hartley Oil Shale Mine of the Mugii Murum-ban State
Conservation Area must be defined as sensitive heritage of special
significance and fully protected from subsidence impacts. In addition, cliffs
over 50 metres in height, such as those of Genowlan Point and Point Hatteras,
should not be undermined, even for “first workings’.

Commissioner, the 2013 mining policy required resource economics to be the
primary consideration in decision making processes. Under this policy, the
Department of Planning and Environment’s project assessment report
discounted natural and cultural heritage protection. For example, the
Department has recommended ‘efficient recovery of the coal resource’ in

the New Hartley mine interaction area, putting pagodas, cliffs and cultural
heritage at risk of damage. Under the September 2015 policy, mining under the
interaction area, high cliffs and talus slopes should be restricted to first
workings. Such coal conservation thinking should not be a consideration in
our climate changing world.

The Department also failed to recommend conditions which ensure the health of
streams. The pit top must be placed in a ‘restricted release zone’. The
Environment Protection Licence must specify and limit all pollutants
discharged from this zone to ensure a neutral or beneficial effect on water
chemistry and aquatic life in the downstream national parks and the World
Heritage Area.

Toxic mine effluent must be minimised by separating clean runoff from the
toxic cocktail of mine water make, bore process water and runoff in the pit
top area. The proposed coal preparation plant must be required to use
chemically polluted water stored on site in the restricted release zone until





exhausted before using other water sources.

Centennial must provide alternative water resources to replace those lost due
to mining, such as at the Village Spring in the oil shale ruins precinct. A
small roofed area, with storage tank should be provided at suitable sites to
provide park visitors with replacement water sources. Without water, the
ability to visit the area becomes restricted.

The proposed coal reject emplacement area must be adequately screened from
Glen Davis Road, so that tourists to the largest canyon in the world, the
scenic Capertee Valley, are not welcomed by the blight of Centennial's 50Mt
megadump.

Today's mining industry must also clean up the bight of past mining
operations. The exposed toxic mine waste dumps associated with historical oil
shale works in the head catchment of Torbane Creek must be rehabilitated by
Centennial to reduce pollution runoff to acceptable levels.

Thank you for considering this submission as an objection to the Airly Mine
Extension Project.
Yours sincerely,

daryl morris

Sunday, September 13, 2015 - 21:50










From: [ ]

To: pac pac
Subject: Support for the Airly Mine Extension
Date: Monday, 21 September 2015 10:02:42 PM

Dear Johanna Lee,
I would like to lodge my support for the Airly Mine Extension

Working for Centennial Coal for the past 12 yrs, my wife and | have lived in the Lithgow
region our whole lives along with our 4 children.

| fully support the approach that Centennial Coal has in regard to proposed mine plans
and their approach to sustainability and limiting any effect on the Environment. This is
demonstrated through the mine design developed through expertise ,specialist utilised and
consultative process.

I am concerned for the future of the town, as it has been built on the Coal Industry, but
feel the affect of not approving projects such as Airly will lead to the demise of these
small communities. The loss of the Airly Extension will impact the Lithgow and
surrounding communities ranging from closing local businesses , limiting local jobs ,
reducing local school size leading to less opportunity for subject choices, along with
closing sporting clubs. My children's future for employment choices will be affected
which will most likely force my family to relocate to another town.

Along with my family and friends we enjoy the surrounding landscapes and National
parks that are to offer within the Lithgow district and Capertee Valley. Unfortunately if
industry is driven away, so will many people who would like to share in the enjoyment of
the Valley.

Sent from my iPad










From: I

To: pac pac
Subject: Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension Project
Date: Wednesday, 16 September 2015 4:17:30 PM

Ms Robyn Kruk AM

Chair

Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Ms Kruk,

Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension
Project

I request that the Planning Assessment Commission (the PAC) recommend refusal
of consent, as Centennial Coal has not kept its promise to retain half the

coal under all areas mined. If the alternative proposal to limit the damage

to the 40 kilometres of cliff line to two per cent in this reserve were

adopted, it would permit up to 800 metres of unacceptable cliff falls.

All the high cliffs, as well as pagodas, the Grotto, the Valley of the Kings

and the historical New Hartley Oil Shale Mine of the Mugii Murum-ban State
Conservation Area must be defined as sensitive heritage of special
significance and fully protected from subsidence impacts. In addition, cliffs
over 50 metres in height, such as those of Genowlan Point and Point Hatteras,
should not be undermined, even for “first workings’.

Commissioner, the 2013 mining policy required resource economics to be the
primary consideration in decision making processes. Under this policy, the
Department of Planning and Environment’s project assessment report
discounted natural and cultural heritage protection. For example, the
Department has recommended ‘efficient recovery of the coal resource’ in

the New Hartley mine interaction area, putting pagodas, cliffs and cultural
heritage at risk of damage. Under the September 2015 policy, mining under the
interaction area, high cliffs and talus slopes should be restricted to first
workings. Such coal conservation thinking should not be a consideration in
our climate changing world.

The Department also failed to recommend conditions which ensure the health of
streams. The pit top must be placed in a ‘restricted release zone’. The
Environment Protection Licence must specify and limit all pollutants
discharged from this zone to ensure a neutral or beneficial effect on water
chemistry and aquatic life in the downstream national parks and the World
Heritage Area.

Toxic mine effluent must be minimised by separating clean runoff from the
toxic cocktail of mine water make, bore process water and runoff in the pit
top area. The proposed coal preparation plant must be required to use
chemically polluted water stored on site in the restricted release zone until
exhausted before using other water sources.

Centennial must provide alternative water resources to replace those lost due
to mining, such as at the Village Spring in the oil shale ruins precinct. A
small roofed area, with storage tank should be provided at suitable sites to
provide park visitors with replacement water sources. Without water, the
ability to visit the area becomes restricted.





The proposed coal reject emplacement area must be adequately screened from
Glen Davis Road, so that tourists to the largest canyon in the world, the
scenic Capertee Valley, are not welcomed by the blight of Centennial's 50Mt
megadump.

Today's mining industry must also clean up the bight of past mining
operations. The exposed toxic mine waste dumps associated with historical oil
shale works in the head catchment of Torbane Creek must be rehabilitated by
Centennial to reduce pollution runoff to acceptable levels.

Thank you for considering this submission as an objection to the Airly Mine
Extension Project.

Yours sincerely,

David Ballard

David Ballard

Wednesday, September 16, 2015 - 16:17










From: ]

To: pac pac
Subject: Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension Project
Date: Sunday, 20 September 2015 3:59:16 PM

Ms Robyn Kruk AM

Chair

Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Ms Kruk,

Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension
Project

I request that the Planning Assessment Commission (the PAC) recommend refusal
of consent, as Centennial Coal has not kept its promise to retain half the

coal under all areas mined. If the alternative proposal to limit the damage

to the 40 kilometres of cliff line to two per cent in this reserve were

adopted, it would permit up to 800 metres of unacceptable cliff falls.

All the high cliffs, as well as pagodas, the Grotto, the Valley of the Kings

and the historical New Hartley Oil Shale Mine of the Mugii Murum-ban State
Conservation Area must be defined as sensitive heritage of special
significance and fully protected from subsidence impacts. In addition, cliffs
over 50 metres in height, such as those of Genowlan Point and Point Hatteras,
should not be undermined, even for “first workings’.

Commissioner, the 2013 mining policy required resource economics to be the
primary consideration in decision making processes. Under this policy, the
Department of Planning and Environment’s project assessment report
discounted natural and cultural heritage protection. For example, the
Department has recommended ‘efficient recovery of the coal resource’ in

the New Hartley mine interaction area, putting pagodas, cliffs and cultural
heritage at risk of damage. Under the September 2015 policy, mining under the
interaction area, high cliffs and talus slopes should be restricted to first
workings. Such coal conservation thinking should not be a consideration in
our climate changing world.

The Department also failed to recommend conditions which ensure the health of
streams. The pit top must be placed in a ‘restricted release zone’. The
Environment Protection Licence must specify and limit all pollutants
discharged from this zone to ensure a neutral or beneficial effect on water
chemistry and aquatic life in the downstream national parks and the World
Heritage Area.

Toxic mine effluent must be minimised by separating clean runoff from the
toxic cocktail of mine water make, bore process water and runoff in the pit
top area. The proposed coal preparation plant must be required to use
chemically polluted water stored on site in the restricted release zone until
exhausted before using other water sources.

Centennial must provide alternative water resources to replace those lost due
to mining, such as at the Village Spring in the oil shale ruins precinct. A
small roofed area, with storage tank should be provided at suitable sites to
provide park visitors with replacement water sources. Without water, the
ability to visit the area becomes restricted.





The proposed coal reject emplacement area must be adequately screened from
Glen Davis Road, so that tourists to the largest canyon in the world, the
scenic Capertee Valley, are not welcomed by the blight of Centennial's 50Mt
megadump.

Today's mining industry must also clean up the bight of past mining
operations. The exposed toxic mine waste dumps associated with historical oil
shale works in the head catchment of Torbane Creek must be rehabilitated by
Centennial to reduce pollution runoff to acceptable levels.

Thank you for considering this submission as an objection to the Airly Mine
Extension Project.

Yours sincerely,

David Berg

Sunday, September 20, 2015 - 15:59










From: |
To: pac pac
Subject: Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension Project

Date: Sunday, 20 September 2015 5:27:27 PM

Ms Robyn Kruk AM

Chair

Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Ms Kruk,

Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension
Project

I request that the Planning Assessment Commission (the PAC) recommend refusal
of consent, as Centennial Coal has not kept its promise to retain half the

coal under all areas mined. If the alternative proposal to limit the damage

to the 40 kilometres of cliff line to two per cent in this reserve were

adopted, it would permit up to 800 metres of unacceptable cliff falls.

All the high cliffs, as well as pagodas, the Grotto, the Valley of the Kings

and the historical New Hartley Oil Shale Mine of the Mugii Murum-ban State
Conservation Area must be defined as sensitive heritage of special
significance and fully protected from subsidence impacts. In addition, cliffs
over 50 metres in height, such as those of Genowlan Point and Point Hatteras,
should not be undermined, even for “first workings’.

Commissioner, the 2013 mining policy required resource economics to be the
primary consideration in decision making processes. Under this policy, the
Department of Planning and Environment’s project assessment report
discounted natural and cultural heritage protection. For example, the
Department has recommended ‘efficient recovery of the coal resource’ in

the New Hartley mine interaction area, putting pagodas, cliffs and cultural
heritage at risk of damage. Under the September 2015 policy, mining under the
interaction area, high cliffs and talus slopes should be restricted to first
workings. Such coal conservation thinking should not be a consideration in
our climate changing world.

The Department also failed to recommend conditions which ensure the health of
streams. The pit top must be placed in a ‘restricted release zone’. The
Environment Protection Licence must specify and limit all pollutants
discharged from this zone to ensure a neutral or beneficial effect on water
chemistry and aquatic life in the downstream national parks and the World
Heritage Area.

Toxic mine effluent must be minimised by separating clean runoff from the
toxic cocktail of mine water make, bore process water and runoff in the pit
top area. The proposed coal preparation plant must be required to use
chemically polluted water stored on site in the restricted release zone until
exhausted before using other water sources.

Centennial must provide alternative water resources to replace those lost due
to mining, such as at the Village Spring in the oil shale ruins precinct. A
small roofed area, with storage tank should be provided at suitable sites to
provide park visitors with replacement water sources. Without water, the
ability to visit the area becomes restricted.





The proposed coal reject emplacement area must be adequately screened from
Glen Davis Road, so that tourists to the largest canyon in the world, the
scenic Capertee Valley, are not welcomed by the blight of Centennial's 50Mt
megadump.

Today's mining industry must also clean up the bight of past mining
operations. The exposed toxic mine waste dumps associated with historical oil
shale works in the head catchment of Torbane Creek must be rehabilitated by

Centennial to reduce pollution runoff to acceptable levels.

Thank you for considering this submission as an objection to the Airly Mine
Extension Project.

Yours sincerely,

David Blackadder

Sunday. September 20, 2015 - 17:27










From: I

To: pac pac
Subject: Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension Project
Date: Monday, 21 September 2015 9:25:35 PM

Ms Robyn Kruk AM

Chair

Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Ms Kruk,

Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension
Project

I request that the Planning Assessment Commission (the PAC) recommend refusal
of consent, as Centennial Coal has not kept its promise to retain half the

coal under all areas mined. If the alternative proposal to limit the damage

to the 40 kilometres of cliff line to two per cent in this reserve were

adopted, it would permit up to 800 metres of unacceptable cliff falls.

All the high cliffs, as well as pagodas, the Grotto, the Valley of the Kings

and the historical New Hartley Oil Shale Mine of the Mugii Murum-ban State
Conservation Area must be defined as sensitive heritage of special
significance and fully protected from subsidence impacts. In addition, cliffs
over 50 metres in height, such as those of Genowlan Point and Point Hatteras,
should not be undermined, even for “first workings’.

Commissioner, the 2013 mining policy required resource economics to be the
primary consideration in decision making processes. Under this policy, the
Department of Planning and Environment’s project assessment report
discounted natural and cultural heritage protection. For example, the
Department has recommended ‘efficient recovery of the coal resource’ in

the New Hartley mine interaction area, putting pagodas, cliffs and cultural
heritage at risk of damage. Under the September 2015 policy, mining under the
interaction area, high cliffs and talus slopes should be restricted to first
workings. Such coal conservation thinking should not be a consideration in
our climate changing world.

The Department also failed to recommend conditions which ensure the health of
streams. The pit top must be placed in a ‘restricted release zone’. The
Environment Protection Licence must specify and limit all pollutants
discharged from this zone to ensure a neutral or beneficial effect on water
chemistry and aquatic life in the downstream national parks and the World
Heritage Area.

Toxic mine effluent must be minimised by separating clean runoff from the
toxic cocktail of mine water make, bore process water and runoff in the pit
top area. The proposed coal preparation plant must be required to use
chemically polluted water stored on site in the restricted release zone until
exhausted before using other water sources.

Centennial must provide alternative water resources to replace those lost due
to mining, such as at the Village Spring in the oil shale ruins precinct. A
small roofed area, with storage tank should be provided at suitable sites to
provide park visitors with replacement water sources. Without water, the
ability to visit the area becomes restricted.





The proposed coal reject emplacement area must be adequately screened from
Glen Davis Road, so that tourists to the largest canyon in the world, the
scenic Capertee Valley, are not welcomed by the blight of Centennial's 50Mt
megadump and ensure noise levels emitted from the mine be kept to below
background noise levels at the Airly Gap area and other important
destinations of quiet recreation.

Today's mining industry must also clean up the blight of past mining
operations. The exposed toxic mine waste dumps associated with historical oil
shale works in the head catchment of Torbane Creek must be rehabilitated by
Centennial to reduce pollution runoff to acceptable levels.

Centennial Coal should, as a responsible corporate citizen, transfer all
suitable bushland it owns to the NPWS for addition to the Mugii Murum-ban
State Conservation Area.

Yours sincerely,

David Fogg

David Fogg

Monday, September 21, 2015 - 21:25










From: E—

To: pac pac
Subject: Airlie mine extension project submission
Date: Wednesday, 16 September 2015 5:25:19 PM

| support the Airlie mine extension project as my son is

a full time employee at the mine and has young family to support this going ahead will benefit his family and
community at large. As a father and a grandfather | am concerned about the future for them and generations to

come.

Sent from my iPad










From: I

To: pac pac
Subject: Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension Project
Date: Friday, 18 September 2015 11:33:01 AM

Ms Robyn Kruk AM

Chair

Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Ms Kruk,

Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension
Project

I request that the Planning Assessment Commission (the PAC) recommend refusal
of consent, as Centennial Coal has not kept its promise to retain half the

coal under all areas mined. If the alternative proposal to limit the damage

to the 40 kilometres of cliff line to two per cent in this reserve were

adopted, it would permit up to 800 metres of unacceptable cliff falls.

All the high cliffs, as well as pagodas, the Grotto, the Valley of the Kings

and the historical New Hartley Oil Shale Mine of the Mugii Murum-ban State
Conservation Area must be defined as sensitive heritage of special
significance and fully protected from subsidence impacts. In addition, cliffs
over 50 metres in height, such as those of Genowlan Point and Point Hatteras,
should not be undermined, even for “first workings’.

Commissioner, the 2013 mining policy required resource economics to be the
primary consideration in decision making processes. Under this policy, the
Department of Planning and Environment’s project assessment report
discounted natural and cultural heritage protection. For example, the
Department has recommended ‘efficient recovery of the coal resource’ in

the New Hartley mine interaction area, putting pagodas, cliffs and cultural
heritage at risk of damage. Under the September 2015 policy, mining under the
interaction area, high cliffs and talus slopes should be restricted to first
workings. Such coal conservation thinking should not be a consideration in
our climate changing world.

The Department also failed to recommend conditions which ensure the health of
streams. The pit top must be placed in a ‘restricted release zone’. The
Environment Protection Licence must specify and limit all pollutants
discharged from this zone to ensure a neutral or beneficial effect on water
chemistry and aquatic life in the downstream national parks and the World
Heritage Area.

Toxic mine effluent must be minimised by separating clean runoff from the
toxic cocktail of mine water make, bore process water and runoff in the pit
top area. The proposed coal preparation plant must be required to use
chemically polluted water stored on site in the restricted release zone until
exhausted before using other water sources.

Centennial must provide alternative water resources to replace those lost due
to mining, such as at the Village Spring in the oil shale ruins precinct. A
small roofed area, with storage tank should be provided at suitable sites to
provide park visitors with replacement water sources. Without water, the
ability to visit the area becomes restricted.





The proposed coal reject emplacement area must be adequately screened from
Glen Davis Road, so that tourists to the largest canyon in the world, the
scenic Capertee Valley, are not welcomed by the blight of Centennial's 50Mt
megadump.

Today's mining industry must also clean up the bight of past mining
operations. The exposed toxic mine waste dumps associated with historical oil
shale works in the head catchment of Torbane Creek must be rehabilitated by
Centennial to reduce pollution runoff to acceptable levels.

Thank you for considering this submission as an objection to the Airly Mine
Extension Project.
Yours sincerely,

David Hufton

Friday, September 18, 2015 - 11:32










Assessment

) .
’%ﬁi‘é% Planning
NSW | Commission

28 August 2015

Dear Sir/Madam,
Notice of Review and Public Hearing
Airly Mine Extension Project
Lithgow Local Government Area

The Minister for Planning, pursuant to Section 23D of the NSW Environmental Planning and Assessment
Act 1979, has directed the Planning Assessment Commission to review the application for the Airly Mine
Extension Project, and hold a public hearing during the review.

The Commission comprises:
e Robyn Kruk AM (chair);
e Alan Coutts; and
e David Johnson..

The terms of reference for the Commission are:

1. Carry out a review of the Airly Mine Extension Project, and:

a) Consider the environmental impact statement for the project, the issues raised in
submissions, the Commonwealth Independent Expert Scientific Committee’s advice, the
additional information and response to submissions provided by Centennial Coal, the
Department of Planning and Environment's preliminary environmental assessment report,
and any other relevant information provided on the project during the review;

b) Assess the merits of the project as a whole having regard to all relevant NSW Government
policies and paying particular attention to it's potential:

o subsidence impacts on the natural values of the Mugii Murum-ban State
Conservation Area including cliff lines, steep slopes, pagodas and gorges, and any
threatened species or endangered ecological communities;

o water impacts, including any downstream water quality impacts in the Gardens of
Stone National Park; and

o social and economic impacts; and if necessary,

¢) recommend further measures to avoid, minimise, and/or manage the potential impacts of the
project.

2. Conduct public hearings during the review.

3. Submit its final report on the review to the Department of Planning and Environment within 10
weeks of receiving the Department's preliminary environmental assessment of the project, unless
the Secretary of the Department of Planning and Environment agrees otherwise.

The Ministerial Direction and other documents related to this application including the DP&E preliminary
assessment report are available on the Commission’s website (www.pac.nsw.gov.au reference number
R033-15) and the DP&E website (www.planning.nsw.gov.au).

Public Hearings

As directed by the Minister, a public hearing will be held on the project. The hearing will commence at
3:00pm, on Wednesday, 23 September 2015 at the Union Theatre, 63-65 Bridge Street, Lithgow
NSW 2790. The hearing will be open to the public. If you wish to speak at the hearing you must register
beforehand Continues on page 2

COMMISSION SECRETARIAT

Level 13, 301 George Street SYDNEY, NSW 2000

GPQO BOX 3415, SYDNEY, NSW 2001

TELEPHONE (02) 93832100 FAX(02) 9299 9835
ac@pac.nsw.qov.au





Monday 21% September 2015

Dear Sirs,

We are writing to you today with our concerns regarding the Review of the extension
for mining at Airly Coal Mine.

Our business is located in the Lithgow/Wallerawang local government area, 20min
from the Airly coal mine. We deal with all the local coal mines along with most
national coal mines.

The concern we have with the objection of this project going forward is the immediate
reaction within the local area towards our economy. The loss of jobs, the morel in the
town, and the support that this industry has for local business’s, the community and
community projects and also sporting bodies, both senior and junior.

As a local business who rely on the operations of the mining industry, we will also
suffer due to the loss of work from this project not going ahead, which in turn will
result in a down turn with our business which leads to termination of employment.

During this last few months there has been other submissions for the extension of
mining projects for Centennial coals Springvale coal mine. We have been in support
this extension to go ahead also, and have been pleased to hear this has been passed by
the PAC committee, and hope that this latest hearing for Airly will have the same
outcome.

All our employees are from the local area with young families, and we hope to be able
to sustain employment for these workers by having the local mining industry
supported.

David Hunter
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Ms Robyn Kruk
Chair Airly Mine Extension Project
Planning Assessment Commission,
17/9/15
Dear Ms Kruk,

Re: Supporting Airly Mine Extension Project SSD5581

| am writing to add my support to the approval of the Airly Mine Extension Project. | have been the
_ of the.for the Project since the initial contacts with the_
in 2011. Whilst | am intimately familiar with the technical aspects of what is being proposed at Airly,
| do not intend to try and extol the virtues of the project in that capacity. My purpose in writing
today is to provide some insight into my personal attitudes and values that have driven how the
project is designed.

| have grown up in the Blue Mountains and have had an interest in the rich mining and industrial
history of this area since childhood. | have also been an avid bushwalker and have a great affinity for
the majestic beauty of the Blue Mountains region. | have seen how, over more than 100 years,
industry has coexisted with this wonderful environment. In times past there have been some less
than ideal practices in mining that have left some unsightly scars on the landscape. Despite this, the
majority of the story of mining in the Blue Mountains has been one of hard won success and strong
communities in a truly beautiful part of the world. The view point that this place and the people in it
have formed in me is that there is a workable balance between the natural industriousness and
communal nature of humans and the need to be able to experience the peace of the natural world.

It is with that belief that | have approached my career as a_ I had the opportunity to
put those philosophies into practice at the Clarence Colliery when | joined Centennial Coal in 1998. |

was given the unique opportunity as a young Engineer to redesign the mining systems there from
the ground up. | was able to be instrumental in the design, implementation and monitoring of the
highly successful partial extraction systems in use at Clarence since 1999. These methods have
demonstrated that there is such a thing as high productivity coupled with minimal subsidence and
negligible environmental impacts. | have had the satisfaction of seeing the same mining methods |
designed still in use at Clarence today, even though | have no_for-years.
Clarence is still one of the most productive and profitable underground coal mines in Australia on a
per tonne basis.





These partial extraction techniques were used in very sensitive environments around Bungleboori
Creek gorge. Many of the features in that area are similar to those found at Airly. There are large
cliffs, pagodas, deeply incised gorges and permanent creeks. All these features had partial extraction
conducted under them without one incident of surface damage occurring. | always found it
humorous to take some of the most hardened environmental campaigners out on the surface and
discuss the impacts of Clarence pointing toward the pit top and then see their faces drop as |
informed them that the pristine land on which they stood had already been mined.

It was with this demonstration of how it could be done, that | came to Airly. Upon seeing the
landscape to be mined under, | immediately believed that if the same subsidence criteria were used
here as at Clarence, the same successful outcome could be had. The mining methods would be
different as they had to suit a different geotechnical environment, but the outcome could be the
same.

Upon getting to know the Airly and Genowlan mountain complex, my love for these mountains also
made me determined to design systems that would ensure they were as intact as | could make them
so that they could be enjoyed by others for generations to come. My desire is that the legacy of Airly
should be the community it supports and then all that remains to see is a plan in an office
somewhere. '

A great deal of effort has been put into trying to explain what is being planned at Airly to the
community. While some have come to accept the mine and what we are doing here, some naturally
are not approving of the mine. What is disappointing is a small minority that have sought to use the
genuine effort to engage and be transparent from myself and the other management team
members as a means to gain information that is then deliberately misrepresented in public domains.
The arguments of these individuals have been demonstrated time and again to be false or baseless.

It is my earnest hope that the Planning Assessment Commissioners are able to see through this fog
of false doubt. | urge them to see the real and sustained effort made by Airly Management and
Centennial more broadly to create a mine operation that could truly be an industry wide model for
how underground coal mining can be done in the 21% century.

Yours Sincerely

S

David King











From: [ ]

To: pac pac
Subject: Support for the Airly Mine Extension
Date: Monday, 21 September 2015 10:06:12 PM

Dear Johanna Lee,
I would like to lodge my support for the Airly Mine Extension

Working for Centennial Coal for the past 12 yrs, my wife and | have lived in
the Lithgow region our whole lives along with our 4 children.

| fully support the approach that Centennial Coal has in regard to proposed
mine plans and their approach to sustainability and limiting any effect on the
Environment. This is demonstrated through the mine design developed
through expertise ,specialist utilised and consultative process.

I am concerned for the future of the town, as it has been built on the Coal
Industry, but feel the affect of not approving projects such as Airly will lead
to the demise of these small communities. The loss of the Airly Extension
will impact the Lithgow and surrounding communities ranging from closing
local businesses , limiting local jobs , reducing local school size leading to
less opportunity for subject choices, along with closing sporting clubs. My
children's future for employment choices will be affected which will most
likely force my family to relocate to another town.

Along with my family and friends we enjoy the surrounding landscapes and
National parks that are to offer within the Lithgow district and Capertee
Valley. Unfortunately if industry is driven away, so will many people who
would like to share in the enjoyment of the Valley.

Regards

David Lincoln










From: I

To: pac pac
Subject: Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension Project
Date: Thursday, 10 September 2015 5:45:30 PM

Ms Robyn Kruk AM

Chair

Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Ms Kruk,

Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension
Project

I request that the Planning Assessment Commission (the PAC) recommend refusal
of consent, as Centennial Coal has not kept its promise to retain half the

coal under all areas mined. If the alternative proposal to limit the damage

to the 40 kilometres of cliff line to two per cent in this reserve were

adopted, it would permit up to 800 metres of unacceptable cliff falls.

All the high cliffs, as well as pagodas, the Grotto, the Valley of the Kings

and the historical New Hartley Oil Shale Mine of the Mugii Murum-ban State
Conservation Area must be defined as sensitive heritage of special
significance and fully protected from subsidence impacts. In addition, cliffs
over 50 metres in height, such as those of Genowlan Point and Point Hatteras,
should not be undermined, even for “first workings’.

Commissioner, the 2013 mining policy required resource economics to be the
primary consideration in decision making processes. Under this policy, the
Department of Planning and Environment’s project assessment report
discounted natural and cultural heritage protection. For example, the
Department has recommended ‘efficient recovery of the coal resource’ in

the New Hartley mine interaction area, putting pagodas, cliffs and cultural
heritage at risk of damage. Under the September 2015 policy, mining under the
interaction area, high cliffs and talus slopes should be restricted to first
workings. Such coal conservation thinking should not be a consideration in
our climate changing world.

The Department also failed to recommend conditions which ensure the health of
streams. The pit top must be placed in a ‘restricted release zone’. The
Environment Protection Licence must specify and limit all pollutants
discharged from this zone to ensure a neutral or beneficial effect on water
chemistry and aquatic life in the downstream national parks and the World
Heritage Area.

Toxic mine effluent must be minimised by separating clean runoff from the
toxic cocktail of mine water make, bore process water and runoff in the pit
top area. The proposed coal preparation plant must be required to use
chemically polluted water stored on site in the restricted release zone until
exhausted before using other water sources.

Centennial must provide alternative water resources to replace those lost due
to mining, such as at the Village Spring in the oil shale ruins precinct. A
small roofed area, with storage tank should be provided at suitable sites to
provide park visitors with replacement water sources. Without water, the
ability to visit the area becomes restricted.





The proposed coal reject emplacement area must be adequately screened from
Glen Davis Road, so that tourists to the largest canyon in the world, the
scenic Capertee Valley, are not welcomed by the blight of Centennial's 50Mt
megadump.

Today's mining industry must also clean up the bight of past mining
operations. The exposed toxic mine waste dumps associated with historical oil
shale works in the head catchment of Torbane Creek must be rehabilitated by
Centennial to reduce pollution runoff to acceptable levels.

Thank you for considering this submission as an objection to the Airly Mine
Extension Project.
Yours sincerely,

David Povelsen

Thursday, September 10, 2015 - 17:45










From: I

To: pac pac
Subject: Airly Mine Support
Date: Wednesday, 23 September 2015 8:47:02 AM

Ms Robyn Kruk AM

Chair

Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Ms Kruk,
Submission in support of proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension Project

| request that the Planning Assessment Commission (the PAC) recommend approval of consent to the proposal
R033/15.

The Airly Project is :

Vital to the residents of the Capertee and surrounding areas.
Vital to the Lithgow Local Government area.

Vital to the Employees of Airly.

Vital to the Family Unit of the Employees of Airly

Vital To Small Business

Vital to the Australian Economy

| respectfully request your support to approve in full proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension Project
submitted by Centennial Coal.

David Reid











From: ]

To: pac pac
Subject: Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension Project
Date: Friday, 11 September 2015 8:40:41 AM

Ms Robyn Kruk AM

Chair

Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Ms Kruk,

Why are irresponsible miners being allowed to destroy our beautiful
country?

Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension
Project

I request that the Planning Assessment Commission (the PAC) recommend refusal
of consent, as Centennial Coal has not kept its promise to retain half the

coal under all areas mined. If the alternative proposal to limit the damage

to the 40 kilometres of cliff line to two per cent in this reserve were

adopted, it would permit up to 800 metres of unacceptable cliff falls.

All the high cliffs, as well as pagodas, the Grotto, the Valley of the Kings

and the historical New Hartley Oil Shale Mine of the Mugii Murum-ban State
Conservation Area must be defined as sensitive heritage of special
significance and fully protected from subsidence impacts. In addition, cliffs
over 50 metres in height, such as those of Genowlan Point and Point Hatteras,
should not be undermined, even for “first workings’.

Commissioner, the 2013 mining policy required resource economics to be the
primary consideration in decision making processes. Under this policy, the
Department of Planning and Environment’s project assessment report
discounted natural and cultural heritage protection. For example, the
Department has recommended ‘efficient recovery of the coal resource’ in

the New Hartley mine interaction area, putting pagodas, cliffs and cultural
heritage at risk of damage. Under the September 2015 policy, mining under the
interaction area, high cliffs and talus slopes should be restricted to first
workings. Such coal conservation thinking should not be a consideration in
our climate changing world.

The Department also failed to recommend conditions which ensure the health of
streams. The pit top must be placed in a ‘restricted release zone’. The
Environment Protection Licence must specify and limit all pollutants
discharged from this zone to ensure a neutral or beneficial effect on water
chemistry and aquatic life in the downstream national parks and the World
Heritage Area.

Toxic mine effluent must be minimised by separating clean runoff from the
toxic cocktail of mine water make, bore process water and runoff in the pit
top area. The proposed coal preparation plant must be required to use
chemically polluted water stored on site in the restricted release zone until
exhausted before using other water sources.

Centennial must provide alternative water resources to replace those lost due
to mining, such as at the Village Spring in the oil shale ruins precinct. A
small roofed area, with storage tank should be provided at suitable sites to





provide park visitors with replacement water sources. Without water, the
ability to visit the area becomes restricted.

The proposed coal reject emplacement area must be adequately screened from
Glen Davis Road, so that tourists to the largest canyon in the world, the
scenic Capertee Valley, are not welcomed by the blight of Centennial's 50Mt
megadump.

Today's mining industry must also clean up the bight of past mining
operations. The exposed toxic mine waste dumps associated with historical oil
shale works in the head catchment of Torbane Creek must be rehabilitated by
Centennial to reduce pollution runoff to acceptable levels.

Thank you for considering this submission as an objection to the Airly Mine
Extension Project.

Yours sincerely,

Deborah Burns, B.SC.(Univ. of Syd.)

Deborah Burns

Friday, September 11, 2015 - 08:40










From: I

To: pac pac
Subject: Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension Project
Date: Tuesday, 22 September 2015 7:35:40 PM

Ms Robyn Kruk AM

Chair

Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Ms Kruk,

Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension
Project

I request that the Planning Assessment Commission (the PAC) recommend refusal
of consent, as Centennial Coal has not kept its promise to retain half the

coal under all areas mined. If the alternative proposal to limit the damage

to the 40 kilometres of cliff line to two per cent in this reserve were

adopted, it would permit up to 800 metres of unacceptable cliff falls.

All the high cliffs, as well as pagodas, the Grotto, the Valley of the Kings

and the historical New Hartley Oil Shale Mine of the Mugii Murum-ban State
Conservation Area must be defined as sensitive heritage of special
significance and fully protected from subsidence impacts. In addition, cliffs
over 50 metres in height, such as those of Genowlan Point and Point Hatteras,
should not be undermined, even for “first workings’.

Commissioner, the 2013 mining policy required resource economics to be the
primary consideration in decision making processes. Under this policy, the
Department of Planning and Environment’s project assessment report
discounted natural and cultural heritage protection. For example, the
Department has recommended ‘efficient recovery of the coal resource’ in

the New Hartley mine interaction area, putting pagodas, cliffs and cultural
heritage at risk of damage. Under the September 2015 policy, mining under the
interaction area, high cliffs and talus slopes should be restricted to first
workings. Such coal conservation thinking should not be a consideration in
our climate changing world.

The Department also failed to recommend conditions which ensure the health of
streams. The pit top must be placed in a ‘restricted release zone’. The
Environment Protection Licence must specify and limit all pollutants
discharged from this zone to ensure a neutral or beneficial effect on water
chemistry and aquatic life in the downstream national parks and the World
Heritage Area.

Toxic mine effluent must be minimised by separating clean runoff from the
toxic cocktail of mine water make, bore process water and runoff in the pit
top area. The proposed coal preparation plant must be required to use
chemically polluted water stored on site in the restricted release zone until
exhausted before using other water sources.

Centennial must provide alternative water resources to replace those lost due
to mining, such as at the Village Spring in the oil shale ruins precinct. A
small roofed area, with storage tank should be provided at suitable sites to
provide park visitors with replacement water sources. Without water, the
ability to visit the area becomes restricted.





The proposed coal reject emplacement area must be adequately screened from
Glen Davis Road, so that tourists to the largest canyon in the world, the
scenic Capertee Valley, are not welcomed by the blight of Centennial's 50Mt
megadump.

Today's mining industry must also clean up the blight of past mining
operations. The exposed toxic mine waste dumps associated with historical oil
shale works in the head catchment of Torbane Creek must be rehabilitated by
Centennial to reduce pollution runoff to acceptable levels.

On a personal note, I'd just like to state that I am so tired of governments
(my representatives) selling this beautiful country for the sake of a few
dollars to international juggernauts that care little for the Australian

people or their nation. There are better ways to sustain the humans in this
country than by destroying it. We must be transitioning from coal (and a
growth based economy) and quickly. Australia is smarter than this, but it
seems we lack courage. | ask the PAC to change that. Act courageously and
stand up to those who seek to destroy beauty and diversity for the sake of
profit.

Thank you for considering this submission as an objection to the Airly Mine
Extension Project.

Yours sincerely,
Deborah Bushell

Deborah Bushell

Tuesday, September 22, 2015 - 19:35










From: I

To: pac pac
Subject: Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension Project
Date: Wednesday, 23 September 2015 9:26:24 PM

Ms Robyn Kruk AM

Chair

Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Ms Kruk,

Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension
Project

I request that the Planning Assessment Commission (the PAC) recommend refusal
of consent, as Centennial Coal has not kept its promise to retain half the

coal under all areas mined. If the alternative proposal to limit the damage

to the 40 kilometres of cliff line to two per cent in this reserve were

adopted, it would permit up to 800 metres of unacceptable cliff falls.

All the high cliffs, as well as pagodas, the Grotto, the Valley of the Kings

and the historical New Hartley Oil Shale Mine of the Mugii Murum-ban State
Conservation Area must be defined as sensitive heritage of special
significance and fully protected from subsidence impacts. In addition, cliffs
over 50 metres in height, such as those of Genowlan Point and Point Hatteras,
should not be undermined, even for “first workings’.

Commissioner, the 2013 mining policy required resource economics to be the
primary consideration in decision making processes. Under this policy, the
Department of Planning and Environment’s project assessment report
discounted natural and cultural heritage protection. For example, the
Department has recommended ‘efficient recovery of the coal resource’ in

the New Hartley mine interaction area, putting pagodas, cliffs and cultural
heritage at risk of damage. Under the September 2015 policy, mining under the
interaction area, high cliffs and talus slopes should be restricted to first
workings. Such coal conservation thinking should not be a consideration in
our climate changing world.

The Department also failed to recommend conditions which ensure the health of
streams. The pit top must be placed in a ‘restricted release zone’. The
Environment Protection Licence must specify and limit all pollutants
discharged from this zone to ensure a neutral or beneficial effect on water
chemistry and aquatic life in the downstream national parks and the World
Heritage Area.

Toxic mine effluent must be minimised by separating clean runoff from the
toxic cocktail of mine water make, bore process water and runoff in the pit
top area. The proposed coal preparation plant must be required to use
chemically polluted water stored on site in the restricted release zone until
exhausted before using other water sources.

Centennial must provide alternative water resources to replace those lost due
to mining, such as at the Village Spring in the oil shale ruins precinct. A
small roofed area, with storage tank should be provided at suitable sites to
provide park visitors with replacement water sources. Without water, the
ability to visit the area becomes restricted.





The proposed coal reject emplacement area must be adequately screened from
Glen Davis Road, so that tourists to the largest canyon in the world, the
scenic Capertee Valley, are not welcomed by the blight of Centennial's 50Mt
megadump.

Today's mining industry must also clean up the blight of past mining
operations. The exposed toxic mine waste dumps associated with historical oil
shale works in the head catchment of Torbane Creek must be rehabilitated by
Centennial to reduce pollution runoff to acceptable levels.

Thank you for considering this submission as an objection to the Airly Mine
Extension Project.

Yours sincerely,
Debora

Debora Coorey

Wednesday, September 23, 2015 - 21:26










From: I

To: pac pac
Subject: Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension Project
Date: Wednesday, 23 September 2015 6:56:32 AM

Ms Robyn Kruk AM

Chair

Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Ms Kruk,

Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension
Project

I request that the Planning Assessment Commission (the PAC) recommend refusal
of consent, as Centennial Coal has not kept its promise to retain half the

coal under all areas mined. If the alternative proposal to limit the damage

to the 40 kilometres of cliff line to two per cent in this reserve were

adopted, it would permit up to 800 metres of unacceptable cliff falls.

All the high cliffs, as well as pagodas, the Grotto, the Valley of the Kings

and the historical New Hartley Oil Shale Mine of the Mugii Murum-ban State
Conservation Area must be defined as sensitive heritage of special
significance and fully protected from subsidence impacts. In addition, cliffs
over 50 metres in height, such as those of Genowlan Point and Point Hatteras,
should not be undermined, even for “first workings’.

Commissioner, the 2013 mining policy required resource economics to be the
primary consideration in decision making processes. Under this policy, the
Department of Planning and Environment’s project assessment report
discounted natural and cultural heritage protection. For example, the
Department has recommended ‘efficient recovery of the coal resource’ in

the New Hartley mine interaction area, putting pagodas, cliffs and cultural
heritage at risk of damage. Under the September 2015 policy, mining under the
interaction area, high cliffs and talus slopes should be restricted to first
workings. Such coal conservation thinking should not be a consideration in
our climate changing world.

The Department also failed to recommend conditions which ensure the health of
streams. The pit top must be placed in a ‘restricted release zone’. The
Environment Protection Licence must specify and limit all pollutants
discharged from this zone to ensure a neutral or beneficial effect on water
chemistry and aquatic life in the downstream national parks and the World
Heritage Area.

Toxic mine effluent must be minimised by separating clean runoff from the
toxic cocktail of mine water make, bore process water and runoff in the pit
top area. The proposed coal preparation plant must be required to use
chemically polluted water stored on site in the restricted release zone until
exhausted before using other water sources.

Centennial must provide alternative water resources to replace those lost due
to mining, such as at the Village Spring in the oil shale ruins precinct. A
small roofed area, with storage tank should be provided at suitable sites to
provide park visitors with replacement water sources. Without water, the
ability to visit the area becomes restricted.





The proposed coal reject emplacement area must be adequately screened from
Glen Davis Road, so that tourists to the largest canyon in the world, the
scenic Capertee Valley, are not welcomed by the blight of Centennial's 50Mt
megadump.

Today's mining industry must also clean up the blight of past mining
operations. The exposed toxic mine waste dumps associated with historical oil
shale works in the head catchment of Torbane Creek must be rehabilitated by
Centennial to reduce pollution runoff to acceptable levels.

Thank you for considering this submission as an objection to the Airly Mine
Extension Project.

Yours sincerely,

Deidre Mountjoy

Wednesday, September 23, 2015 - 06:55










From: ]

To: pac pac
Subject: Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension Project
Date: Monday, 21 September 2015 1:07:41 PM

Ms Robyn Kruk AM

Chair

Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Ms Kruk,

Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension
Project

I request that the Planning Assessment Commission (the PAC) recommend refusal
of consent, as Centennial Coal has not kept its promise to retain half the

coal under all areas mined. If the alternative proposal to limit the damage

to the 40 kilometres of cliff line to two per cent in this reserve were

adopted, it would permit up to 800 metres of unacceptable cliff falls.

All the high cliffs, as well as pagodas, the Grotto, the Valley of the Kings

and the historical New Hartley Oil Shale Mine of the Mugii Murum-ban State
Conservation Area must be defined as sensitive heritage of special
significance and fully protected from subsidence impacts. In addition, cliffs
over 50 metres in height, such as those of Genowlan Point and Point Hatteras,
should not be undermined, even for “first workings’.

Commissioner, the 2013 mining policy required resource economics to be the
primary consideration in decision making processes. Under this policy, the
Department of Planning and Environment’s project assessment report
discounted natural and cultural heritage protection. For example, the
Department has recommended ‘efficient recovery of the coal resource’ in

the New Hartley mine interaction area, putting pagodas, cliffs and cultural
heritage at risk of damage. Under the September 2015 policy, mining under the
interaction area, high cliffs and talus slopes should be restricted to first
workings. Such coal conservation thinking should not be a consideration in
our climate changing world.

The Department also failed to recommend conditions which ensure the health of
streams. The pit top must be placed in a ‘restricted release zone’. The
Environment Protection Licence must specify and limit all pollutants
discharged from this zone to ensure a neutral or beneficial effect on water
chemistry and aquatic life in the downstream national parks and the World
Heritage Area.

Toxic mine effluent must be minimised by separating clean runoff from the
toxic cocktail of mine water make, bore process water and runoff in the pit
top area. The proposed coal preparation plant must be required to use
chemically polluted water stored on site in the restricted release zone until
exhausted before using other water sources.

Centennial must provide alternative water resources to replace those lost due
to mining, such as at the Village Spring in the oil shale ruins precinct. A
small roofed area, with storage tank should be provided at suitable sites to
provide park visitors with replacement water sources. Without water, the
ability to visit the area becomes restricted.





The proposed coal reject emplacement area must be adequately screened from
Glen Davis Road, so that tourists to the largest canyon in the world, the
scenic Capertee Valley, are not welcomed by the blight of Centennial's 50Mt
megadump.

Today's mining industry must also clean up the blight of past mining
operations. The exposed toxic mine waste dumps associated with historical oil
shale works in the head catchment of Torbane Creek must be rehabilitated by
Centennial to reduce pollution runoff to acceptable levels.

In the existing and developing economic state of the coal industry any

expansion of mines cannot be viable. To put irreplaceable natural assets at
risk for the sake of very short term reasons should not be contemplated.

Thank you for considering this submission as an objection to the Airly Mine
Extension Project.
| have made no political donations over $1000, ever.

Yours sincerely,

DEREK FINTER

Monday, September 21, 2015 - 13:07










From: I

To: pac pac
Subject: Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension Project
Date: Wednesday, 23 September 2015 8:02:10 AM

Ms Robyn Kruk AM

Chair

Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Ms Kruk,

Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension
Project

I request that the Planning Assessment Commission (the PAC) recommend refusal
of consent, as Centennial Coal has not kept its promise to retain half the

coal under all areas mined. If the alternative proposal to limit the damage

to the 40 kilometres of cliff line to two per cent in this reserve were

adopted, it would permit up to 800 metres of unacceptable cliff falls.

All the high cliffs, as well as pagodas, the Grotto, the Valley of the Kings

and the historical New Hartley Oil Shale Mine of the Mugii Murum-ban State
Conservation Area must be defined as sensitive heritage of special
significance and fully protected from subsidence impacts. In addition, cliffs
over 50 metres in height, such as those of Genowlan Point and Point Hatteras,
should not be undermined, even for “first workings’.

Commissioner, the 2013 mining policy required resource economics to be the
primary consideration in decision making processes. Under this policy, the
Department of Planning and Environment’s project assessment report
discounted natural and cultural heritage protection. For example, the
Department has recommended ‘efficient recovery of the coal resource’ in

the New Hartley mine interaction area, putting pagodas, cliffs and cultural
heritage at risk of damage. Under the September 2015 policy, mining under the
interaction area, high cliffs and talus slopes should be restricted to first
workings. Such coal conservation thinking should not be a consideration in
our climate changing world.

The Department also failed to recommend conditions which ensure the health of
streams. The pit top must be placed in a ‘restricted release zone’. The
Environment Protection Licence must specify and limit all pollutants
discharged from this zone to ensure a neutral or beneficial effect on water
chemistry and aquatic life in the downstream national parks and the World
Heritage Area.

Toxic mine effluent must be minimised by separating clean runoff from the
toxic cocktail of mine water make, bore process water and runoff in the pit
top area. The proposed coal preparation plant must be required to use
chemically polluted water stored on site in the restricted release zone until
exhausted before using other water sources.

Centennial must provide alternative water resources to replace those lost due
to mining, such as at the Village Spring in the oil shale ruins precinct. A
small roofed area, with storage tank should be provided at suitable sites to
provide park visitors with replacement water sources. Without water, the
ability to visit the area becomes restricted.





The proposed coal reject emplacement area must be adequately screened from
Glen Davis Road, so that tourists to the largest canyon in the world, the
scenic Capertee Valley, are not welcomed by the blight of Centennial's 50Mt
megadump.

Today's mining industry must also clean up the blight of past mining
operations. The exposed toxic mine waste dumps associated with historical oil
shale works in the head catchment of Torbane Creek must be rehabilitated by
Centennial to reduce pollution runoff to acceptable levels.

Thank you for considering this submission as an objection to the Airly Mine
Extension Project.

Yours sincerely,

Desleigh Bickley

Wednesday, September 23, 2015 - 08:02










From: I

To: pac pac
Subject: Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension Project
Date: Wednesday, 23 September 2015 3:51:39 PM

Ms Robyn Kruk AM

Chair

Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Ms Kruk,

Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension
Project

I am an Australian who is shocked by the continued wholesale rape, pillage
and plunder of our wild and beautiful country for a resource which, as
science and right-thinking people the world over agree, belongs to the old
Industrial Age. Coal has no place in the twenty-first century if nature,

plant and animal - and that includes us, the human race - is to survive and
continue our existence in the way we in the West currently take for granted,
then it must stay where it is.....deep underground.

| request that the Planning Assessment Commission (the PAC) recommend refusal
of consent, as Centennial Coal has not kept its promise to retain half the

coal under all areas mined. If the alternative proposal to limit the damage

to the 40 kilometres of cliff line to two per cent in this reserve were

adopted, it would permit up to 800 metres of unacceptable cliff falls.

All the high cliffs, as well as pagodas, the Grotto, the Valley of the Kings

and the historical New Hartley Oil Shale Mine of the Mugii Murum-ban State
Conservation Area must be defined as sensitive heritage of special
significance and fully protected from subsidence impacts. In addition, cliffs
over 50 metres in height, such as those of Genowlan Point and Point Hatteras,
should not be undermined, even for “first workings’.

Commissioner, the 2013 mining policy required resource economics to be the
primary consideration in decision making processes. Under this policy, the
Department of Planning and Environment’s project assessment report
discounted natural and cultural heritage protection. For example, the
Department has recommended ‘efficient recovery of the coal resource’ in

the New Hartley mine interaction area, putting pagodas, cliffs and cultural
heritage at risk of damage. Under the September 2015 policy, mining under the
interaction area, high cliffs and talus slopes should be restricted to first
workings. Such coal conservation thinking should not be a consideration in
our climate changing world.

The Department also failed to recommend conditions which ensure the health of
streams. The pit top must be placed in a ‘restricted release zone’. The
Environment Protection Licence must specify and limit all pollutants
discharged from this zone to ensure a neutral or beneficial effect on water
chemistry and aquatic life in the downstream national parks and the World
Heritage Area.

Toxic mine effluent must be minimised by separating clean runoff from the
toxic cocktail of mine water make, bore process water and runoff in the pit
top area. The proposed coal preparation plant must be required to use
chemically polluted water stored on site in the restricted release zone until





exhausted before using other water sources.

Centennial must provide alternative water resources to replace those lost due
to mining, such as at the Village Spring in the oil shale ruins precinct. A
small roofed area, with storage tank should be provided at suitable sites to
provide park visitors with replacement water sources. Without water, the
ability to visit the area becomes restricted.

The proposed coal reject emplacement area must be adequately screened from
Glen Davis Road, so that tourists to the largest canyon in the world, the
scenic Capertee Valley, are not welcomed by the blight of Centennial's 50Mt
megadump.

Today's mining industry must also clean up the blight of past mining
operations. The exposed toxic mine waste dumps associated with historical oil
shale works in the head catchment of Torbane Creek must be rehabilitated by
Centennial to reduce pollution runoff to acceptable levels.

Thank you for considering this submission as an objection to the Airly Mine
Extension Project.

Yours sincerely,

Diana McCann

Wednesday, September 23, 2015 - 15:51










From: I

To: pac pac
Subject: Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension Project
Date: Monday, 21 September 2015 9:53:31 PM

Ms Robyn Kruk AM

Chair

Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Ms Kruk,

Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension
Project

I request that the Planning Assessment Commission (the PAC) recommend refusal
of consent, as Centennial Coal has not kept its promise to retain half the

coal under all areas mined. If the alternative proposal to limit the damage

to the 40 kilometres of cliff line to two per cent in this reserve were

adopted, it would permit up to 800 metres of unacceptable cliff falls.

All the high cliffs, as well as pagodas, the Grotto, the Valley of the Kings

and the historical New Hartley Oil Shale Mine of the Mugii Murum-ban State
Conservation Area must be defined as sensitive heritage of special
significance and fully protected from subsidence impacts. In addition, cliffs
over 50 metres in height, such as those of Genowlan Point and Point Hatteras,
should not be undermined, even for “first workings’.

Commissioner, the 2013 mining policy required resource economics to be the
primary consideration in decision making processes. Under this policy, the
Department of Planning and Environment’s project assessment report
discounted natural and cultural heritage protection. For example, the
Department has recommended ‘efficient recovery of the coal resource’ in

the New Hartley mine interaction area, putting pagodas, cliffs and cultural
heritage at risk of damage. Under the September 2015 policy, mining under the
interaction area, high cliffs and talus slopes should be restricted to first
workings. Such coal conservation thinking should not be a consideration in
our climate changing world.

The Department also failed to recommend conditions which ensure the health of
streams. The pit top must be placed in a ‘restricted release zone’. The
Environment Protection Licence must specify and limit all pollutants
discharged from this zone to ensure a neutral or beneficial effect on water
chemistry and aquatic life in the downstream national parks and the World
Heritage Area.

Toxic mine effluent must be minimised by separating clean runoff from the
toxic cocktail of mine water make, bore process water and runoff in the pit
top area. The proposed coal preparation plant must be required to use
chemically polluted water stored on site in the restricted release zone until
exhausted before using other water sources.

Centennial must provide alternative water resources to replace those lost due
to mining, such as at the Village Spring in the oil shale ruins precinct. A
small roofed area, with storage tank should be provided at suitable sites to
provide park visitors with replacement water sources. Without water, the
ability to visit the area becomes restricted.





The proposed coal reject emplacement area must be adequately screened from
Glen Davis Road, so that tourists to the largest canyon in the world, the
scenic Capertee Valley, are not welcomed by the blight of Centennial's 50Mt
megadump.

Today's mining industry must also clean up the blight of past mining
operations. The exposed toxic mine waste dumps associated with historical oil
shale works in the head catchment of Torbane Creek must be rehabilitated by
Centennial to reduce pollution runoff to acceptable levels.

Thank you for considering this submission as an objection to the Airly Mine
Extension Project.
Yours sincerely,

Diana Ward

Monday, September 21, 2015 - 21:53










From: I

To: pac pac
Subject: Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension Project
Date: Monday, 21 September 2015 1:55:49 PM

Ms Robyn Kruk AM

Chair

Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Ms Kruk,

Obijection to proposal R033/15
Airly Mine Extension Project

Please refuse the above proposal on the following grounds

Damage to pagodas, high cliffs, the Grotto, the Valley of the Kings and the
historical New Hartley Oil Shale Mine of the Mugii Murum-ban State
Conservation Area are not to be permitted under any circumstances.

We do not wish to see a repeat performance of the disastrous 2013 mining
damage caused to Sugarloaf State Conservation Area. Subsidence in this
iconic landscape must never occur. Cliffs over 50 metres in height, such as
those of Genowlan Point and Point Hattera must also be protected.

| call for this area to be classified as an extremely sensitive heritage of
special significance.

Health of streams and upland swamps is also of critical importance. There
are no recommendations for conditions by the Department of Planning and
Environment that give this protection

The Environment Protection Licence must specify and limit all pollutants

discharged from this zone, ensuring a neutral or beneficial effect on water

chemistry and aquatic life in the downstream national parks and the World
Heritage Area.

There must also be strict conditions and regulations regarding toxic mine
effluent

I ask the Planning Assessment Commission to ensure that CentennialCoal
transfer all suitable bushland it owns to the NPWS for addition to the Mugii
Murum-ban State Conservation Area.

The proposed coal reject emplacement area must be adequately screened from
Glen Davis Road, so that the scenic canyon of Capertee Valley is not defaced.
I regard this scene as a world-class view and would be devastated by the
sight of a huge coal dump.

Today's mining industry must also clean up the bight of past mining
operations. The exposed toxic mine waste dumps associated with historical oil
shale works in the head catchment of Torbane Creek must be rehabilitated by
Centennial to reduce pollution runoff to acceptable levels.

Thank you for considering this submission.

Yours sincerely





Diane O'Mara

Monday, September 21, 2015 - 13:55










From: I

To: pac pac
Subject: Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension Project
Date: Tuesday, 15 September 2015 5:30:22 PM

Ms Robyn Kruk AM

Chair

Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Ms Kruk,

Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension
Project

I request that the Planning Assessment Commission (the PAC) recommend refusal
of consent, as Centennial Coal has not kept its promise to retain half the

coal under all areas mined. If the alternative proposal to limit the damage

to the 40 kilometres of cliff line to two per cent in this reserve were

adopted, it would permit up to 800 metres of unacceptable cliff falls.

All the high cliffs, as well as pagodas, the Grotto, the Valley of the Kings

and the historical New Hartley Oil Shale Mine of the Mugii Murum-ban State
Conservation Area must be defined as sensitive heritage of special
significance and fully protected from subsidence impacts. In addition, cliffs
over 50 metres in height, such as those of Genowlan Point and Point Hatteras,
should not be undermined, even for “first workings’.

Commissioner, the 2013 mining policy required resource economics to be the
primary consideration in decision making processes. Under this policy, the
Department of Planning and Environment’s project assessment report
discounted natural and cultural heritage protection. For example, the
Department has recommended ‘efficient recovery of the coal resource’ in

the New Hartley mine interaction area, putting pagodas, cliffs and cultural
heritage at risk of damage. Under the September 2015 policy, mining under the
interaction area, high cliffs and talus slopes should be restricted to first
workings. Such coal conservation thinking should not be a consideration in
our climate changing world.

The Department also failed to recommend conditions which ensure the health of
streams. The pit top must be placed in a ‘restricted release zone’. The
Environment Protection Licence must specify and limit all pollutants
discharged from this zone to ensure a neutral or beneficial effect on water
chemistry and aquatic life in the downstream national parks and the World
Heritage Area.

Toxic mine effluent must be minimised by separating clean runoff from the
toxic cocktail of mine water make, bore process water and runoff in the pit
top area. The proposed coal preparation plant must be required to use
chemically polluted water stored on site in the restricted release zone until
exhausted before using other water sources.

Centennial must provide alternative water resources to replace those lost due
to mining, such as at the Village Spring in the oil shale ruins precinct. A
small roofed area, with storage tank should be provided at suitable sites to
provide park visitors with replacement water sources. Without water, the
ability to visit the area becomes restricted.





The proposed coal reject emplacement area must be adequately screened from
Glen Davis Road, so that tourists to the largest canyon in the world, the
scenic Capertee Valley, are not welcomed by the blight of Centennial's 50Mt
megadump.

Today's mining industry must also clean up the bight of past mining
operations. The exposed toxic mine waste dumps associated with historical oil
shale works in the head catchment of Torbane Creek must be rehabilitated by
Centennial to reduce pollution runoff to acceptable levels.

Thank you for considering this submission as an objection to the Airly Mine
Extension Project.

Yours sincerely, Diane Sims

Diane Sims

Tuesday, September 15, 2015 - 17:30










From: I

To: pac pac
Subject: Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension Project
Date: Tuesday, 22 September 2015 9:13:48 PM

Ms Robyn Kruk AM

Chair

Planning Assessment Commission
GPO Box 3415

Sydney NSW 2001

Dear Ms Kruk,

Submission as an objection to proposal R033/15 - Airly Mine Extension
Project

I request that the Planning Assessment Commission (the PAC) recommend refusal
of consent, as Centennial Coal has not kept its promise to retain half the

coal under all areas mined. If the alternative proposal to limit the damage

to the 40 kilometres of cliff line to two per cent in this reserve were

adopted, it would permit up to 800 metres of unacceptable cliff falls.

All the high cliffs, as well as pagodas, the Grotto, the Valley of the Kings

and the historical New Hartley Oil Shale Mine of the Mugii Murum-ban State
Conservation Area must be defined as sensitive heritage of special
significance and fully protected from subsidence impacts. In addition, cliffs
over 50 metres in height, such as those of Genowlan Point and Point Hatteras,
should not be undermined, even for “first workings’.

Commissioner, the 2013 mining policy required resource economics to be the
primary consideration in decision making processes. Under this policy, the
Department of Planning and Environment’s project assessment report
discounted natural and cultural heritage protection. For example, the
Department has recommended ‘efficient recovery of the coal resource’ in

the New Hartley mine interaction area, putting pagodas, cliffs and cultural
heritage at risk of damage. Under the September 2015 policy, mining under the
interaction area, high cliffs and talus slopes should be restricted to first
workings. Such coal conservation thinking should not be a consideration in
our climate changing world.

The Department also failed to recommend conditions which ensure the health of
streams. The pit top must be placed in a ‘restricted release zone’. The
Environment Protection Licence must specify and limit all pollutants
discharged from this zone to ensure a neutral or beneficial effect on water
chemistry and aquatic life in the downstream national parks and the World
Heritage Area.

Toxic mine effluent must be minimised by separating clean runoff from the
toxic cocktail of mine water make, bore process water and runoff in the pit
top area. The proposed coal preparation plant must be required to use
chemically polluted water stored on site in the restricted release zone until
exhausted before using other water sources.

Centennial must provide alternative water resources to replace those lost due
to mining, such as at the Village Spring in the oil shale ruins precinct. A
small roofed area, with storage tank should be provided at suitable sites to
provide park visitors with replacement water sources. Without water, the
ability to visit the area becomes restricted.





The proposed coal reject emplacement area must be adequately screened from
Glen Davis Road, so that tourists to the largest canyon in the world, the
scenic Capertee Valley, are not welcomed by the blight of Centennial's 50Mt
megadump.

Today's mining industry must also clean up the blight of past mining
operations. The exposed toxic mine waste dumps associated with historical oil
shale works in the head catchment of Torbane Creek must be rehabilitated by
Centennial to reduce pollution runoff to acceptable levels.

Thank you for considering this submission as an objection to the Airly Mine
Extension Project.
Yours sincerely,

Dlanne Doble

Tuesday, September 22, 2015 - 21:13









