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From:
To: pac pac
Subject: Submission on Warkworth Continuation Project
Date: Sunday, 30 August 2015 8:50:20 PM


Dear PAC, I urge you in the strongest terms to refuse consent to the Warkworth
Continuation Project. This second review is an opportunity to correct the mistake
made by the first review in recommending approval of the Warkworth Continuation
Project. The proposed repeal of clause 12AA of the State Environmental Planning
Policy for Mining utterly changes this project. If economics are no longer the
“principle consideration” then the weighing of impacts against benefits changes
and the mine should be refused development consent. This mine will, according to
the NSW Office of Environment and Heritage “increase the risk of extinction of the
Warkworth Sands Woodland” – an endangered ecological community unique to
the Hunter Valley. The mine will make life in the village of Bulga intolerable,
dramatically harming its social fabric and cohesion. With proper balance between
economic, environmental and social concerns restored, the economic benefits are
outweighed by the mine’s environmental and social impacts and development
consent should be refused. Thank you ,
Philippa Cutter












From:
To: pac pac
Subject: Warkworth and the Draft Amendment to Mining SEPP
Date: Wednesday, 9 September 2015 2:53:49 PM


Dear Planning Assessment Commission,


as a smallbusiness owner and former mineworker i know the benefits mining brings to the
economy of the hunter valley. i think it is imperitive for mt thorley warkworth to be
allowed to expand their operations.


Yours sincerely,
phillip driver












From:
To: pac pac
Subject: Submission on Warkworth Continuation Project
Date: Thursday, 27 August 2015 3:14:55 PM


Dear PAC,


I urge you in the strongest terms to refuse consent to the Warkworth
Continuation Project.


This second review is an opportunity to correct the mistake made by the
first review in recommending approval of the Warkworth Continuation
Project.


The proposed repeal of clause 12AA of the State Environmental Planning
Policy for Mining utterly changes this project. If economics are no
longer the “principle consideration” then the weighing of impacts
against benefits changes and the mine should be refused development
consent.


This mine will, according to the NSW Office of Environment and Heritage
“increase the risk of extinction of the Warkworth Sands Woodland” – an
endangered ecological community unique to the Hunter Valley.


The mine will make life in the village of Bulga intolerable,
dramatically harming its social fabric and cohesion.


With proper balance between economic, environmental and social concerns
restored, the economic benefits are outweighed by the mine’s
environmental and social impacts and development consent should be refused.


Thank you
Pamela Reeves












From:
To: pac pac
Subject: Warkworth and the Draft Amendment to Mining SEPP
Date: Friday, 28 August 2015 11:09:28 PM


Dear Planning Assessment Commission,


save their jobs


Yours sincerely,
pania dehar












From:
To: pac pac
Subject: Submission and registration for Warkworth second review
Date: Thursday, 3 September 2015 7:38:52 AM


Dear PAC,


I would like to register to speak at the public hearing for your second review of the
Warkworth Continuation Project on Singleton on 7 September.


I urge you in the strongest terms to refuse consent to the Warkworth Continuation
Project. 


This second review is an opportunity to correct the mistake made by the first review in
recommending approval of the Warkworth Continuation Project.


The proposed repeal of clause 12AA of the State Environmental Planning Policy for
Mining utterly change  this project. If economics are no longer the “principle
consideration” then the weighing  of impacts against benefits changes and the mine
should be refused development consent.


This mine will, according to the NSW Office of Environment and Heritage “increase the
risk of extinction of the Warkworth Sands Woodland” – an endangered ecological
community unique to the Hunter Valley.


The mine will make life in the village of Bulga intolerable, dramatically harming its
social fabric and cohesion.


With proper balance between economic, environmental and social concerns restored, the
economic benefits are outweighed by the mine’s environmental and social impacts and
development consent should be refused.












From:
To: pac pac
Subject: Submission for Warkworth Continuation Project
Date: Tuesday, 1 September 2015 10:45:08 AM


Dear PAC,


I urge you in the strongest terms to refuse consent to the Warkworth Continuation Project.


This second review is an opportunity to correct the mistake made by the first review in
recommending approval of the Warkworth Continuation Project.


The proposed repeal of clause 12AA of the State Environmental Planning Policy for
Mining utterly changes this project. If economics are no longer the “principle
consideration” then the weighing of impacts against benefits changes and the mine should
be refused development consent.


This mine will, according to the NSW Office of Environment and Heritage “increase the
risk of extinction of the Warkworth Sands Woodland” – an endangered ecological
community unique to the Hunter Valley.


The mine will make life in the village of Bulga intolerable, dramatically harming its
social fabric and cohesion.


With proper balance between economic, environmental and social concerns restored, the
economic benefits are outweighed by the mine’s environmental and social impacts and
development consent should be refused.


Thank you.












From:
To: pac pac
Subject: Mount thorley Warkworth continuation
Date: Friday, 4 September 2015 8:25:21 AM


                                                                                Paul Harris
                                                                                 
                                                                                 


                                                                    To the PAC 
Hi my name is Paul Harris Iam a Resident of Bulga Iam married with two children and
two grand children my family have been in Bulga for six generations ,Iam a employee of
mount thorley Warkworth mine for over thirty years and Iam against this continuation
project.


Iam not sure where to start as as I have covered most of this in the last PAC meetings
and written submissions,I think I should start at the Chris hartcher SEPP  which was put
forward to get around the land and Enviroments court discussion to stop this mine from
its expansion .
We also had the N,S,W planning department say they should move Bulga due to the
effects the mine would have on the community and people.


 But now the planning department ,mineral council ,Rio Tinto still want to put the
economic benefit of the mine to be put over every thing else,I am glad Rob Stokes has
gone back to the original SEPP where a bit fairness may come back into play as it should
go back to what the SEPP stands for State Environment planning policy. 


With reference to object of the act clause (I) of the letter dated 7 July 2015 to the PAC the
proper management,development and conservation of natural and artificial resources
including agriculture and natural areas,forest,minerals,water,cities,towns and villages for
the purpose of promoting the social and economic welfare of the community and a better
environment.


Can I start  with the Environment and talk about the dust issue I have some photos here of
the dust on my roof ,solar panels, solar hot water heater, and I also have painted my roof
not so long ago and you would not belive The dust that have settled on my roof is very
visible and you have to remember that we catch all the water (rain) that runs of on our
roof ends up in our drinking water tank, I have two 10" water filters and we also run that
water thru a ceramic filter just to have clean drinking water. We also have a BBQ table
under our covered awning which needs cleaning each day also my van and vehicles
which is also under cover are covered with dust but this dust if left seems to have a oily
residual if not cleaned off.


You must remember this dust which you can't see visably is what we are breathing and
Iam concerned for my grand children's health and the health of the community . The mine
(Rio Tinto) says it can control the dust but with so much country uncover and so much







dirt moved daily it is not possible to control dust, yes the mine does stop gear only if the
dust is visible and as needed but that does not stop dust ,you have to remember with the
prevailing winds and the shots that are fired up to 10 to 12 a week create a lot of dust
which can't be controlled as in the photos. You also have to remember it goes against all
the computer modelling which this mine has stated,and you have to remember this mine is
getting closer to us not going further away .


We are a small community fighting a multi national mine ,mineral council ,and state
government trying to keep our community and our lives as close to normal and safe as
possible ,after all Bulga been here for nearly 200 years please save Bulga and stop this
extension.


                                                                                                Yours cincerly
                                                                                                  Paul Harris 


Dust on my solar panels
 


Dust on my fingers from solar panel


Finger marks in the dust on solar panels


       


Damp rag ready to wipe solar panels                                 


Wiped solar panel with damp rag


Damp rag once I wiped solar panel


Clean bucket of water







Washed rag in bucket after wiping solar panel


Washed solar panel


Solar hot water heater panel


Dust on solar hot water panel


Wiped and washed hot water solar panel


Water filters clean on top dirty on bottom 


Dust from Shot fired at MountThorley mine 23/8/2015. Photo taken from singleton
looking to Bulga


Dust from shot 












From:
To: pac pac
Subject: Warkworth and the Draft Amendment to Mining SEPP
Date: Thursday, 3 September 2015 1:54:26 AM


Dear Planning Assessment Commission,


Let it happen 


Yours sincerely,
Paul Moynagh












From:
To: pac pac
Subject: Warkworth and the Draft Amendment to Mining SEPP
Date: Saturday, 5 September 2015 12:45:23 AM


Dear Planning Assessment Commission,


i support this extension 


Yours sincerely,
Paul Williamson 












From:
To: pac pac
Subject: Submission on Warkworth Continuation Project
Date: Thursday, 27 August 2015 12:46:18 PM


Dear PAC,


I urge you in the strongest terms to refuse consent to the Warkworth Continuation Project.
 


This second review is an opportunity to correct the mistake made by the first review in
recommending approval of the Warkworth Continuation Project. 


The proposed repeal of clause 12AA of the State Environmental Planning Policy for
Mining utterly changes this project. If economics are no longer the “principle
consideration” then the weighing of impacts against benefits changes and the mine should
be refused development consent. 


This mine will, according to the NSW Office of Environment and Heritage “increase the
risk of extinction of the Warkworth Sands Woodland” – an endangered ecological
community unique to the Hunter Valley. 


The mine will make life in the village of Bulga intolerable, dramatically harming its
social fabric and cohesion. 


With proper balance between economic, environmental and social concerns restored, the
economic benefits are outweighed by the mine’s environmental and social impacts and
development consent should be refused. 


Thank you












From:
To: pac pac; Clay Preshaw
Subject: Oppose Warkworth mine extension
Date: Tuesday, 8 September 2015 9:00:13 AM


Dear Commissioners, 


I am strongly opposed to the application to extend the Warkworth mine into Saddle-back
ridge and the Warkworth Sands Woodlands; for a number of reasons.


1. Much of the area to mined in the proposed plan was set aside "in perpetuity" as an
offset for the last extension. To now request to mine that land shows a complete lack of
integrity, not something that should be tolerated in  a company we are trusting with vast
tracts of our land and water resources.


Where does the original land that was destroyed for the original mine now stand; it has
no offset, and the people of the Hunter Valley and NSW have lost an asset which is likely
to be, and I guess Rio are hoping is, forgotten for-ever.


2. The  loss of 15% of the endangered Warkworth Sands woodland, habitat of the
critically endangered swift parrot. Such a sensitive area cannot be easily offset. By
reducing the size of habitat often results in the whole area becoming unviable. This is not
a risk that can be taken.


3. Environmental impact on the town and residents of Bulga with the mine coming so
close and the ridge no longer as protection is clearly unacceptable. This is reinforced by
the fact that 2 court cases found in its favour, and this PAC previously advocated
relocating the town.


4. Economic considerations:


What are the parameters for economic consideration.
Over how many years do look at the economic value of the land lost,  the 20 years of
the mine, or the 50, 100, 200 years that the land will be either unproductive or much
less productive for.


Rehabilitation of the land to what standard. How much successful rehab has there been?
compared with how many old mines left stranded. How many deserted by companies
going broke, often subsidiaries of a larger company, annexed and wound up, so they
don't have to pay substantial rehab costs.
Very often an extension is applied for so that rehab can be deferred, so the money
doesn't have to be spent until after the completion of the extension. The cost of this
possibility must be factored in. The cost of lost productivity of the land not rehabilitated,
or the years of lost productivity while it awaits rehabilitation.







I think one mine should be fully rehabilitated before an extension to that mine is
approved.


And to suggest that a huge hole should be left in the ground because it is not economic
to fill it in, is just not an option. If you can't afford to rehabilitate the land properly you
can't afford to dig it. It's just part of the project. 


Economic impacts on other industries, farming, wine, horse breeding, dairy, tourism.
These are all adversely affected by the mine. And these are industries that will continue
to build into the future. Not only the loss of immediate land but all surrounding land
affected due to dust, noise, and traffic etc.


What is the economic impact, of land clearing, losing the endangered woodlands, the
town of Bulga relocating, then the price of coal dropping further, or export markets
unable to be found, and the mine closing. These are very real possibilities in today's
market. If the coal doesn't get sold there's no royalty to the government, but a huge loss
to the local environment and other local industries.


I think it is ironic that mining areas are the ones who complain most about
unemployment. It almost seems that having mining stifles the development of other
related industries. The Hunter has the potential for a large variety of industries, making
the local economy resilient and not reliant on one factor, so it does not sink into
depression when commodity prices fall.


5. Climate change is already having an effect on Australia and our farming areas. With
increased adverse weather events, floods, droughts, a warming climate.
This has a huge economic and social cost, both locally and nationally (and
internationally), and should not be dismissed lightly; the cost of flood /wild weather
clean-up, drought relief, along with loss of productivity, are significant, and will only
increase with the burning of the coal that is mined from the area.


6. Increased health costs arising from coal mining and transportation are also borne by
the general community and tax-payers in general; apparently as high as $74 million for
Singleton alone. Costs of such externalities must also be factored into the equation. NSW
Health is under extreme stress, the mine application suggest the royalties help pay for
hospitals, but it must also consider the extra stress it puts on them.


Thank-you for accepting my submission


Peggy Fisher












From:
To: pac pac
Subject: Submission for Warkworth Continuation Project
Date: Saturday, 5 September 2015 7:39:34 PM


Dear PAC,


I urge you in the strongest terms to refuse consent to the Warkworth Continuation Project. 


This second review is an opportunity to correct the mistake made by the first review in recommending
approval of the Warkworth Continuation Project.


The proposed repeal of clause 12AA of the State Environmental Planning Policy for Mining utterly changes this
project. If economics are no longer the â€œprinciple considerationâ€ then the weighing of impacts against
benefits changes and the mine should be refused development consent.


This mine will, according to the NSW Office of Environment and Heritage â€œincrease the risk of extinction of
the Warkworth Sands Woodlandâ€ â€“ an endangered ecological community unique to the Hunter Valley.


The mine will make life in the village of Bulga intolerable, dramatically harming its social fabric and cohesion.


With proper balance between economic, environmental and social concerns restored, the economic benefits
are outweighed by the mineâ€™s environmental and social impacts and development consent should be
refused.


Thank you.












From:
To: pac pac
Subject: Submission on Warkworth Continuation Project
Date: Friday, 28 August 2015 4:52:58 PM


Dear PAC,


I urge you in the strongest terms to refuse consent to the Warkworth Continuation Project. 


This second review is an opportunity to correct the mistake made by the first review in recommending
approval of the Warkworth Continuation Project.


The proposed repeal of clause 12AA of the State Environmental Planning Policy for Mining utterly changes
this project. If economics are no longer the “principle consideration” then the weighing of impacts against
benefits changes and the mine should be refused development consent.


This mine will, according to the NSW Office of Environment and Heritage “increase the risk of extinction of
the Warkworth Sands Woodland” – an endangered ecological community unique to the Hunter Valley.


The mine will make life in the village of Bulga intolerable, dramatically harming its social fabric and cohesion.


With proper balance between economic, environmental and social concerns restored, the economic benefits are
outweighed by the mine’s environmental and social impacts and development consent should be refused.


Thank you


Penny Piccione












From:
To: pac pac
Subject: Submission on Warkworth Continuation Project
Date: Friday, 28 August 2015 9:37:25 AM


Dear PAC,


I urge you in the strongest terms to refuse consent to the Warkworth Continuation
Project. 


This second review is an opportunity to correct the mistake made by the first review in
recommending approval of the Warkworth Continuation Project.


The proposed repeal of clause 12AA of the State Environmental Planning Policy for
Mining utterly changes this project. If economics are no longer the “principle
consideration” then the weighing of impacts against benefits changes and the mine should
be refused development consent.


This mine will, according to the NSW Office of Environment and Heritage “increase the
risk of extinction of the Warkworth Sands Woodland” – an endangered ecological
community unique to the Hunter Valley.


The mine will make life in the village of Bulga intolerable, dramatically harming its
social fabric and cohesion.


With proper balance between economic, environmental and social concerns restored, the
economic benefits are outweighed by the mine’s environmental and social impacts and
development consent should be refused.


Thank you
Peta Craig












From:
To: pac pac
Subject: Submission for Warkworth Continuation Project
Date: Tuesday, 1 September 2015 3:12:25 PM


Dear PAC, I urge you in the strongest terms to refuse consent to the Warkworth
Continuation Project. This second review is an opportunity to correct the mistake
made by the first review in recommending approval of the Warkworth Continuation
Project. The proposed repeal of clause 12AA of the State Environmental Planning
Policy for Mining utterly changes this project. If economics are no longer the
“principle consideration” then the weighing of impacts against benefits changes
and the mine should be refused development consent. This mine will, according to
the NSW Office of Environment and Heritage “increase the risk of extinction of the
Warkworth Sands Woodland” – an endangered ecological community unique to
the Hunter Valley. The mine will make life in the village of Bulga intolerable,
dramatically harming its social fabric and cohesion. With proper balance between
economic, environmental and social concerns restored, the economic benefits are
outweighed by the mine’s environmental and social impacts and development
consent should be refused. Thank you.












From:
To: pac pac
Subject: Warkworth and the Draft Amendment to Mining SEPP
Date: Sunday, 30 August 2015 7:07:49 PM


Dear Planning Assessment Commission,


Mtr Thorley Warkworth is more important than the local residents. The area has been a
mining area for as long as I can remember. If they don't want to live next to a coal mine
move from the Hunter Valley. This is a bit like rich folk at Milsons Pt complaining about
the Harbour Bridge. Newcastle was discovered by Lieutenant John Shortland in 1797.
Newcastle gained a reputation as a "hellhole" as it was a place where the most dangerous
convicts were sent to dig in the coal mines as harsh punishment for their crimes.[3] By
the turn of the century the mouth of the Hunter River was being visited by diverse groups
of men, including coal diggers, timber-cutters, and more escaped convicts. Philip Gidley
King, the Governor of New South Wales from 1800, decided on a more positive approach
to exploit the now obvious natural resources of the Hunter Valley.[2] Coal mining has
been the reason for the existence of Newcastle and the Hunter. If you don't like it ---
MOVE.


Yours sincerely,
Peter Lang












From:
To: pac pac
Subject: Submission for Warkworth Continuation Project
Date: Wednesday, 2 September 2015 12:59:07 PM


Dear PAC,


Stop and think about what you are doing!


I urge you in the strongest terms to refuse consent to the Warkworth
Continuation Project.


This second review is an opportunity to correct the mistake made by the
first review in recommending approval of the Warkworth Continuation Project.


The proposed repeal of clause 12AA of the State Environmental Planning
Policy for Mining utterly changes this project. If economics are no
longer the “principle consideration” then the weighing of impacts
against benefits changes and the mine should be refused development consent.


This mine will, according to the NSW Office of Environment and Heritage
“increase the risk of extinction of the Warkworth Sands Woodland” – an
endangered ecological community unique to the Hunter Valley.


The mine will make life in the village of Bulga intolerable,
dramatically harming its social fabric and cohesion.


With proper balance between economic, environmental and social concerns
restored, the economic benefits are outweighed by the mine’s
environmental and social impacts and development consent should be refused.


Thank you.


Peter Mason












From:
To: pac pac
Subject: Submission on Warkworth Continuation Project
Date: Tuesday, 1 September 2015 12:55:03 PM


Dear Commissioners,


For the reasons outlined below, I ask in the strongest terms that the Warkworth Continuation Project is 
refused consent.


The decision to repeal of clause 12AA of the State Environmental Planning Policy for Mining clarifies that  
economics are no longer the “principle consideration” and are equalled by environmental and social 
concerns. 


The NSW Office of Environment and Heritage has stated that the mine will “increase the risk of extinction of 
the Warkworth Sands Woodland. ” This is an endangered ecological community unique to the Hunter Valley 
and should be preserved 


The mine would impact dramatically on the village of Bulga with the likelihood that it would become 
uninhabitable. 


Consideration of these issues makes it all  the more clear that the mine should be refused development 
consent. 


Yours sincerely


Peter Morris












From:
To: pac pac
Subject: Warkworth and the Draft Amendment to Mining SEPP
Date: Thursday, 3 September 2015 2:16:36 AM


Dear Planning Assessment Commission,


This is more than the 500 employees but about the thousands of Large/small businesses
and workers who rely on a thriving mining industry


Yours sincerely,
Peter Robson












From:
To: pac pac
Subject: Submission for Warkworth Continuation Project
Date: Tuesday, 1 September 2015 8:14:41 AM


Dear PAC, 
I urge you in the strongest terms to refuse consent to the Warkworth Continuation Project.
This second review is an opportunity to correct the mistake made by the first review in
recommending approval of the Warkworth Continuation Project. The proposed repeal of
clause 12AA of the State Environmental Planning Policy for Mining utterly changes this
project. If economics are no longer the “principle consideration” then the weighing of
impacts against benefits changes and the mine should be refused development consent.
This mine will, according to the NSW Office of Environment and Heritage “increase the
risk of extinction of the Warkworth Sands Woodland” – an endangered ecological
community unique to the Hunter Valley. The mine will make life in the village of Bulga
intolerable, dramatically harming its social fabric and cohesion. With proper balance
between economic, environmental and social concerns restored, the economic benefits are
outweighed by the mine’s environmental and social impacts and development consent
should be refused. 
Thank you.


Peter Stemp









