_AUSCRIPT

FAST PRECISE SECURE

AUSCRIPT AUSTRALASIA PTY LIMITED

ACN 110 028 825

T: 1800 AUSCRIPT (1800 287 274)
E: clientservices@auscript.com.au
W: www.auscript.com.¢

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS

TRANSCRIPT IN CONFIDENCE

O/N H-1060162

INDEPENDENT PLANNING COMMISSION

MEETING WITH: NSW HEALTH
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING,
INDUSTRY AND ENVIRONMENT

RE: RIX’S CREEK SOUTH CONTINUATION OF MINING PROJEC T

PANEL: PROF MARY O'KANE
ANDREW HUTTON
TONY PEARSON

ASSISTING PANEL: DENNIS LEE

NSW HEALTH: DR RICHARD BROOME
DR CRAIG DALTON
DR KIRSTEN WILLIAMSON

DEPARTMENT: HOWARD REED
MATTHEW SPROTT
LOCATION: IPC OFFICES

LEVEL 3, 201 ELIZABETH STREET
SYDNEY, NEW SOUTH WALES

DATE: 2.31 PM, THURSDAY, 15 AUGUST 2019

IPC MEETING 15.8.19R1 P-1
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited Transcript in Golence



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

PROF M. O'KANE: So I'll just make an opening satent and then we’ll get
started. So | note in welcoming you that we’re timgeon the land of the Gadigal
people of the Eora nation and pay my respectsgio ¢éfders, past, present and
future. As you know, the Bloomfield Group is seekapproval for SSD6300 to
continue open-cut mining at Rix’s Creek South ¢oade for an additional 21 years.
My name is Mary O’Kane and | chair the commissiad ¢his particular panel, and
joining me are my fellow commissioners, Andrew ldatbn the phone and Tony
Pearson on my right. The panel is supported byniddree from the
Commissioners’ Secretariat.

In the interests of openness and transparencystarerfull capture of information,
today’s meeting is being recorded and a full trapsevill be produced and made
available on the commission’s website. This is pae of our decision-making
process and we’ll take a whole range of informatida consideration to finalise our
determination on the matter. If you're asked astjoae you can’t answer today, feel
free to take it on notice and provide any writteatenial to us after the meeting. All
of that, of course, will be put on our website, aviten you speak, at least first, or for
the first couple of times, it would be good to sayr name so that we can get the
name and voice linked up on the transcript. Stighia So can | say a big thank you
to all for coming in or being available on the pbapmcluding Andrew, who is in
New Zealand.

The background to this is that we've had a publkeetimg. We’ve had meetings with
Howard, representing DPIE, and with the proponerthis case, and one of the
issues that we'd been concerned about is lookitigeahssessment material and at
the material from agencies, we’d noticed a lettemf Kathleen Taylor, then Acting
Director of Health Protection, Hunter New Englarap®lation Health, where she
had noted that a series of concerns that haveragssd in a letter of 29 June 2018,
which were sent to planning services and to the epartment of Planning and
Environment, with a range of concerns about aitiyuaAnd she says, “Overall, the
concerns we have raised previously regarding inspactair quality from this
proposal continue”. Then, when we look at the ss®ent report, it notes that after
the proposed conditions from planning on Rix’s Rrpmposal had been run past
health that no concerns continued to exist, angustevanted to double check that
that was true, and then we have a couple of othestepns. So, Richard, | guess,
and you've got the letters in front of you - - -

DR R. BROOME: Yes.

PROF O'KANE: - - - | just wanted to check thatdfté is indeed comfortable with
where things have landed in the assessment regudh | can share with you if you
need it, and with the proposed conditions.

DR BROOME: Thanks. So Richard Broome. I'm Digecof Environment Health
Branch at New South Wales Health. Yes. So | thipkvay of background, the first
letter dated 29 June 2018 highlighted issues kk@misome predictions that the level
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of PM10 might be higher than 25 micrograms at soeselences, and | think that
concern continued following the 21 December lethet,the conditions that we have
seen say that the proponent has got to achieweebdebelow 25 micrograms at any
private residence. So | think that ties off theaarn.

PROF O'’KANE: Right. Good. So that's there. tien like to go, unless Tony

MR T. PEARSON: No. That'’s - - -

PROF O'KANE: Yes. |then wanted to go to thetfidat when the commission did
the review in the review phase of this project,h@e mentioned a couple of
recommendations relating to air quality, and I'retjturning them up, which is why
the noise on the tape, and the two relevant ones wthe first one was the applicant
demonstrate how its operational procedures wilbiporate continual improvement
to further reduce the generation and dispersigradiculate matter, and the answer
really is that — well, | suppose it's better todea The summary of the response is
that Bloomfield has committed to continually revesed update its air quality,
mitigation and management measures to reflect tpreh changes and
advancements in technology, and to document tegevements to air quality and
greenhouse gas management plan. The departnsatisBed with this approach,
and has recommended conditions to ensure that Bieloncontinues to implement
best practice over the life of the mine and docurttese measures in that plan. Are
you comfortable with what's proposed there, or wiogdu - - -

DR BROOME: Ithink so. May | have a - - -

PROF O’KANE: Of course. Yes.

DR BROOME: - - - slightly closer look?

PROF O'KANE: Look. Of course. So it’s there guodt over the page. Yes.

DR BROOME: Ithink as a general principle thaytlshould be continually
improving their approaches to air pollution, andtipalarly particulate matter — it's a
very good idea. And I think — yes. This procdss’s proposed where they have to
continually assess and describe how they're aahgelvest practice makes — yes. |
think that makes a lot of sense.

PROF O'KANE: Good. Okay. Well, thank you. Théme next one was — the next
recommendation from us was that the applicant dgvalprotocol to assist those
stakeholders concerned about air quality impabetter access the data from the
Upper Hunter Air Quality Network and provide insttion on how to use the
environment line provided by New South Wales gorent. That was our
recommendation, and then the response was theeeran@ber of channels to obtain
air quality information in the Upper Hunter. Staké&lers can contact Bloomfield or
government regulators to make an enquiry, lodgenaptaint, et cetera.
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To assist concerned stakeholders in finding tHisrmation, Bloomfield has recently
updated its company website with links to the Ugpenter Air Quality Network, et
cetera, and the government’s environment line. ddpartment considers that
between the company and the government agences, ithsufficient information
data available either online or over the phonentabée all interested or concerned
stakeholders to make an informed judgment or a ¢aintpover air quality. And |
guess our question, again, is do you think thaesd or should we go back more
towards the protocol, a very explicit one, giveattthis is relatively close to
Singleton and to other villages and that air qudddas been something that has been
raised as a concern for quite a bit in the commueponses?

DR BROOME: Canljust- - -

PROF O'KANE: Sure. Have a look at the thing agai
DR BROOME: - - - clarify something?

PROF O'KANE: Yes.

DR BROOME: So here is this scope. So this isuaboproving communication
with - - -

PROF O’KANE: It's about improving communication.
DR BROOME: - - - stakeholders.

PROF O'’KANE: So that people know extremely clgavhere to go if they have a
query, because even though, you know, the OEHeoolith OEH - - -

DR BROOME: Mmm.

PROF O'’KANE: - - - material, you know, is certiirthere on the government
thing and there are links on the Bloomfield wehsru know - - -

DR BROOME: Mmm.

PROF O'’KANE: - - - whether it goes quite far egbun terms of people who —
there is such a concern over the air quality tltatdss we were - - -

DR BROOME: Yes. And I think —and | might defermy colleagues in the
Hunter who know the area better, but | mean, gdiyespeaking, we support open
and transparent communication about all these $hing

PROF O'KANE: Yes.

DR BROOME: So if things are being measured anid€ being taken, I think it is
really important that there’s proactive communigatabout it. So insofar as this
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helps to achieve that end, | would think it wouldbgood idea, but | might — Craig,
| don’t know if you have - - -

PROF O’KANE: Comment and things. And, Craigyalu need us to tell you
where to find this or to send it to you, we can.

DR C. DALTON: I've got the recommendation in ftaf me. Um, | think it is a
good one. | can say from the perspective of thpddplunter Air Quality

Monitoring Network Committee, which I'm a member f that there is lots of
information available. However, it is understobdttthe access and interpretation of
it could be enhanced for the general public. Sahang that assisted with further
dissemination of it, in modifying it to be suitaldta the public’s consumption,

would be a good recommendation.

PROF O'’KANE: Right. Thanks. Thanks, Craig. ¥pAndrew, anything else?
MR PEARSON: No. Ithink that's - - -

MR H. REED: Mary, may | make a comment on that?

PROF O'KANE: Sure. Yes. Can | just ask Andrewd ghen I'll - - -

MR REED: Of course. Of course.

PROF O'’KANE: Andrew, anything else from you?

DR DALTON: No. Fine. Thank you, Mary.

PROF O'KANE: Okay. Howard, please. Sorry. ytmas got a query. Just - - -
MR PEARSON: Well, | might just follow up on thabo you feel the current way
information is summarised or sort of made accessdthe average member of the

public is appropriate currently, or do you feelttha-

DR DALTON: Do you mean generally New South Walesernment air quality
information, do you mean, or - - -

MR PEARSON: Yes. So — so air quality that —igatarly in the Hunter Valley or
the city, because this is where we’re particuladyicerned, but do you feel that the
way that information is currently translated, ifuylike, from highly technical to
more jargonistic language is appropriate at the srdfh

DR DALTON: | think communicating air quality infomation is challenging. 1

think that we in New South Wales have quite goatesys in terms of how the data
is made very available to people, and certainljhase systems around with an AQI,
for example, that tries to simplify that and puniio common language that people
can understand, and | think it's probably fairlynststent with sort of best practice

.IPC MEETING 15.8.19R1 P-5
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited  Transcript in Gmence



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

internationally, but | also think we could probally better. So, you know, it's
something again that we just need to continuallgrowe and we continually
improve, and so we work towards that, and | thisk-as Craig was saying, in the
Hunter, there are a lot of stakeholder groups wkaiaing this information, and |
suspect it is really important to consult with ta@goups to try and make sure that
the information is communicated in a way that isilgaaccessible to the people who
need to use it.

MR PEARSON: Because one — | think we’ve seenre up on this project, but
we do see it come up on other projects where resafethat have been privately
owned but subsequently acquired due to impactdtiegrom, amongst other
things, air quality, that then are then subseqyertenanted to members of the
public, and, you know, what sort of informatiorgigsen to those and whether they
truly understand the information that’s been git@them, | guess, is - - -

DR DALTON: Sorry. And | must confess, | haveséen what that information is
in recent times, but we would certainly be willittg you know, support and assist in
developing that and reviewing it if necessary.

MR REED: Perhaps | could come in there.

PROF O’KANE: Yes. Now. Howard. Yes.

MR REED: It's Howard Reed from the DepartmenPtdnning, Industry and the
Environment. A couple of matters to comment anst bf all, the information that is
provided to tenants at mine-owned properties ecadheet called, “Mine dust and
you” that was prepared in conjunction with New $oWfales health, and | believe
the New South Wales Minerals Council, quite a nuntfgears ago and has since
been updated.

PROF O'KANE: And when was that last updated?

MR REED: | couldn’t answer that specifically.

PROF O’KANE: Yes.

MR REED: | would think it would be of the ordefrmerhaps three years ago.
PROF O'’KANE: Right. Thank you.

MR REED: Something like that. Um, but it congatés on the health issues.
PROF O’KANE: Mmm.

MR REED: That's the purpose of it, and | guessvieyv, the department’s view, is

that high level information that is prepared, ah¢dnjunction with government
agencies or by government agencies, ah, is — isdbeway to disseminate
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information to the community. | suppose, apartrfrile things that Bloomfield has
already done, my particulars concerns of the preg@sotocol are that, no.1, it was
in the hands of a mining company to prepare tHatmmation, rather than
government agencies. And, secondly, that it wolé single, small mining
company in the middle of the Hunter Valley, ratttean the mining industry in
general. So the department has no concerns whkatsalout the dissemination of
good quality information on mine dust and amenitgl Aealth impacts, ah, no
concern whatsoever. We support it. But whethamo#ocol prepared by a mining
company was the best way to — to go about thatailyr- - -

PROF O'’KANE: So a protocol just pointing themthe information on various
government websites, you're concerned about ti&&t’'s what the protocol really
IS about.

MR REED: And - - -

PROF O'’KANE: Not about the content.

MR REED: |- Idon’'t know that there’s an absemncéhat regard. | believe that
Richard started out saying there’s a lot of infotioraavailable and stakeholders
agree.

PROF O'KANE: And we agree.

MR REED: Yes.

PROF O'’KANE: We have no problem with that. st how to point people to it.
It's a communication protocol.

DR BROOME: And | suspect that as many channelspbint — | think — | mean, |
agree just in general terms about communicatingishe of air pollution - - -

MR REED: Mmm.

PROF O'KANE: Mmm.

DR BROOME: - - - it's important that the messages consistent.
PROF O'KANE: Absolutely.

DR BROOME: That they're delivered by trusted grewr people.
MR REED: Mmm.

DR BROOME: And I think all those things have ®-band this is a risk
communication exercise. So it is important todathose things in and | think
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Howard has a valid point that perhaps the compdh&sselves that are, you know

PROF O'KANE: Yes.

DR BROOME: - - - involved in the production okthir pollution may not be the
most trusted sources.

PROF O'’KANE: And | think we were — it was the pyool of how to point to it. It
wasn't for them to put the content in.

DR BROOME: Yes.

PROF O'’KANE: The content was government content.
DR BROOME: Yes.

PROF O’KANE: That was what was intended.

DR BROOME: Mmm

PROF O'KANE: So - as is explained in the reviesve but look, that’s all very
helpful. So we’ll take that on board. | don’trikiwe have anything else?

MR PEARSON: No.

PROF O'’KANE: Andrew, you don’t have anything élse

MR HUTTON: Ah, no. Thank you, Mary.

PROF O'’KANE: Well, I think we’ll call it a day,nless anybody has any other
comment? No. We don’t know what the bubbling eass We hope you're all right
in the Hunter there, Craig and Kirsten.

DR DALTON: Yes. We can still hear.

PROF O'’KANE: Right. Good. Thank you. Did yoave any comments, ah, any
last comments, before we wind up?

DR DALTON: No. No. Thank you.
PROF O'KANE: Great. All right. Well, can | thiryou all and we’ll call the

meeting closed. Thank you.

RECORDING CONCLUDED [2.48 pm]
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