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MR A. COUTTS: Good morning, ladies and gentlemBefore we begin, | would
like to acknowledge the traditional owners of thed on which we meet. | would
also like to pay my respects to their elders padt@esent and to the elders from
other communities who may be here today. Welcanhis public meeting on the
modification application from MACH Energy Propriggd_imited, the proponent,
who is seeking approval of the Mount Pleasant apgicoal project modification
number 3, to extend the life of the mine for anitididal six years from the 32of
October 2020 to the 220f December — sorry — #of December 2020 to the Pf
December 2026.

The modification also involves the extension of ¢lastern outer pit emplacement by
67 hectares, and reestablishment of 65 hectarte oforthern portion of the
southwest outer pit emplacement, removal of the M&leasant rail loops and
associated infrastructure, a redesign of finalfard that would remain should
mining operations cease at the end of 2026, andase in the peak construction
workforce from 250 to 350 people to expedite thestauction schedule.

My name is Alan Coutts. I'm chair of this IndepentlPlanning Commission panel,
which has been appointed to determine this modifinaapplication. Joining me are
my fellow Commissioners, Professor Zada Lipman@n@&eter Williams, and Jorge
Van Den Brande and David Koppers from the Commisstaff. Before | continue,

| should state all appointed Commissioners mustenagkannual declaration of
interest identifying potential conflicts with theippointed role. For the record, we
are unaware of any conflicts in relation to ouredetination of this development
application. You can find additional information the way we manage potential
conflicts in our policy paper, which is available the Commission’s website.

In the interest of openness and transparency, ®dageting is being recorded and a
full transcript will be produced and made availadggin on the Commission’s
website. This public meeting gives us the oppatyun hear your views on the
assessment, on the report prepared by the DepdrahEnvironment and Planning,
before we actually determine the modification aggiion. For information
regarding what the Independent Planning Commissidfew South Wales is and its
role in the determination of this project, | wouéfer you to the handouts which
have been provided for this meeting. This meesrgne part of our decision-
making process. We’ve been briefed by the DepartmieEnvironment and
Planning, met with the applicant. We did a sitgtwesterday and we were
accompanied by a number of community representatiVée met with
Muswellbrook Shire Council, and then we’re haviaddy the public meeting today.

After today’s meeting we may convene with relevatakeholders if clarification or
additional information is required on matters rdis®ecords of all meetings will be
included in our determination report, which will peblished on the Commission’s
website. Following today’s meeting, we will endeaxto determine the
modification application as soon as possible. Hmxegthere may be delays if we
find the need for additional information. We adtyiave a drop dead date of'20
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of July, so our expectation, unless something caemsirkably out of left field, is
we would hope to have the report completed byeatdry least that date.

Before we hear from our first registered speakemuld like to lay out some ground
rules that we would ask everyone taking part irayoslmeeting to follow. First,
today’s meeting is not a debate. Our panel witltake questions from the floor, and
no interjections are allowed. Our aim is to pr@evidaximum opportunity for people
to speak and be heard by the panel. Public spga&kimot necessarily easy for most
people, and though you may not agree with evergthiou hear today, each speaker
has the right to be treated with respect and hieasdence. Today'’s focus is public
consultation. Our panel is here to listen, natdoment. We may ask questions for
clarification, but this is usually unnecessarywilt be most beneficial if your
presentation is focused on issues of concern tpgmaialso perhaps referencing the
department’s assessment report.

It is important that everyone registered to speaieives a fair share of time. | will
enforce time keeping rules of the speaking timaswere nominated in this instance
by each speaker. As chair, | reserve the rightlow additional time for a provision
of further — for further technical materials, baiplefully that won't be required. A
warning bell will sound one minute before the speakallotted time is up, and
again when it runs out. Please respect theselitinite so we can keep our meeting
running smoothly. Though we will strive to stieckaur schedule today, speakers
sometimes don’t show or decide not to speak, agdufknow someone who will not
be attending today, can you please advise JorBawad. In fact, | think one of our
speakers, John Shewan, is not coming today. Tbhagd’'m aware of.

If you'd like to project something onto the screplease give it to Jorge or David
before your presentation. If you have a copy afry@resentation, it would be
appreciated if you would provide a copy to the stuiat after you speak. Please
note any information given to us may be made publice Commission’s privacy
statement governs our approach to your informatibgou’d like a copy of our
privacy statement, you can obtain one from theetadat or from our website.
Audio recording of this meeting is not allowed epicor the official recording for
transcription purposes. Notes made throughoudliélyeon issues raised will be
summarised in our determination report.

Finally, I'd ask that everyone present please thewr mobile phones either off or to
silent, because it is rather distracting when tpewff in the middle of a meeting,
and | would now thank you all for coming along édlay’s meeting. | know it is, in
many people’s cases, an imposition on your timeyealo appreciate your
attendance, and I'd like to call on the first spgraklan Davis from the Hunter
Environment Lobby. Jan has got 20 minutes, angeth@ microphone at the front
for our speakers. Thank you.

MS J. DAVIS: Thank you. Thank you. |too wolike to acknowledge the land
on which we speak today is the land of the Indigesnmeople in this area. I'd like to
say that this land was never ceded. I'm a reptatiea of Hunter Environment
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Lobby today speaking. So Hunter Environment LoldnHEL, is a regional
community based environmental organisation thatleas active for well over 20
years on the issues of environmental degradatpetiss and habitat loss, the
importance of biodiversity and the challenges ohate change. HEL has particular
interest in water management issues in the Huatgom, and has held positions on
the Hunter River Management Committee during thelig@ment of the water-
sharing plan for the Hunter Regulated River Watmirge.

HEL has also been selected by agencies to sertleeddunter and Paterson
Environmental Water Advisory Group, as well as hgwerved on the Upper Hunter
Air Quality Monitoring Network Advisory CommitteeHEL has had a long interest
in the environmental health of the Hunter Rivertegs and is of the opinion that
water quality is a significant issue for river tbah the Hunter region. HEL is
concerned that the large proposed greenfield nandsmine expansions to the west
of the Hunter River, particularly within the GoulouRiver tributary, example

Bylong mine, and in the upper sector, example Milbwaok West, Dartbrook open
cut, Mount Pleasant — will place additional presswn the river system and cause
further degradation of river health. HEL is comest that there has been no rigorous
assessment of cumulative impact of mining on theteluRiver system. The Hunter
Bioregional Assessment conducted by the federagaddent Expert Scientific
Committee was released in early June. It foundttimeulative impact of mining on
water sources is potentially significant.

The Muswellbrook area has been identified as oriteeoimpacted places in the
Hunter with the potential for hydrological changehe advice is that government,
industry and the community should focus on thestleat are potentially impacted
and apply local scale modelling when making reguiatvater management and
planning decisions. We call on the commissiondsely consider the cumulative
impacts of this proposal on the health of the HuRiger. In our submission to the
DPE last year, HEL outlined our belief that thipkgation is not a simple extension
of the life of an existing mine. Since this prdje@s assessed and approved in 1999,
the surrounding area has changed substantiallythatlopening of the Mangoola
mine and the construction and expansion of Bengaille and several expansions of
Mount Arthur mine.

The Mount Pleasant operation is now a new cumudatiining impact and should be
re-assessed as a new mining proposal taking ictmuac all the current
environmental impacts of the large mining operatisarrounding Muswellbrook
and the Hunter River. The key concern we are addrg today is the impact of this
proposal on water sources. We have consideredPfeenvironment assessment
report, the environmental impact statement maiontegnd the Mount Pleasant
Water Management Plan as approved by DPE in Ma&@&B and various documents
associated with the 1999 approval process.

We will be covering the following issues in summaryhis presentation and
provided more detail in our written submissionrs#y, the inadequacy of the DPE
assessment of water impacts; secondly, inadeqfddpunt Pleasant Water
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Management Plan; thirdly, a lack of informatioroabgroundwater impacts and
final void; and, fourth, the lack of detail abalischarges under the Hunter River
Salinity Trading Scheme DPE Assessment Report. fif$teone: the poor DPE
assessment. The report provided to the commissinoentrates on the issue of
interaction of surface water management with thegaéa mine operation.

This appears to be fraught with complication arut laf certainty with Bengalla’s
active operations now directly below Mount Pleaskarhs in the dry creek
catchment. The approved construction of the M&Ueasant discharge dam is on
the Bengalla mining lease. The mine, water damadiner storage known as ED3
are near the boundary with Bengalla and could ta&rfcausing operational and
pollution problems. The management of this risgrigposed through storages
conducted to manage a one-in-100-year flood eviéthis fails, it is proposed that
water should be pumped into Mount Pleasant activéngn pit or around ..... the risk
of management identified in the DPE report doesmake a lot of sense, particularly
if the flood event is more severe than a one-in\l€dr average occurrence ..... we
have experienced quite a few rain events in thetéfuegion that are greater than
this and the onset of climate change will only @age rainfall intensity.

DPE has resolved this issue by referring to themergial agreement between
MACH and Bengalla. However, this does not take axtcount the possible
environmental consequences of too much water dmiate sites. We have seen
dam collapses in other mines — example, Wambot-htnae caused direct pollution
events into the Hunter River. The whole issuersite water management needs to
be redesigned before a determination of this pralpzen be made. This issue alone
is a strong argument for an entirely new assesspreness rather than this very
poor attempt to assess a major new mine proposahaslification of an ancient
approval. The DPE assessment report also considees supply to the mine
without a great deal of detail, only to concludattall necessary licenses must be in
place before water can be extracted from the HuRitesr.

The water management plan indicates that the naseah annual water demand of
3940 megalitres per year. Currently held surfaatemicenses are 3345 megalitres,
but only 717 of these are high security. The tstatage capacity on site is 2481.5
megalitres. While there are vague suggestiondMlioaint Pleasant could perhaps get
water from other nearby mines, there is no ceittaat water demand will be met.

The DPE assessment report also vaguely considersdhe of discharges into the
Hunter River. The issue of unauthorised overfloont water storages is again to be
solved by pumping water into a mine pit, thus disitug operations.

We have seen in the past where major rainfall evietérrupt mining operations that
the EPLs are turned off and uncontrolled dischartgeriver systems occurs for

many months afterwards. This occurred in the GaulliRiver in 2010 for a period

of six months. River health is sacrificed oncertiae approved on incorrect
predictions and poor assessment of on-site staaggcity. We are greatly
concerned that modelling for the capacity of time$i emplacement area, which is the
largest source of on-site water in the water baamd the largest source of potential
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pollution, is based on 121 years of historic rdirdata. Nowhere in the assessment
are climate change predictions taken into account.

The EPA issues with sediment dams, EPLs and digekanto the Hunter River
have not been adequately addressed. The wateigeraeat plan states that the
adopted design standard does not provide 100 peécoatainment for run-off from
disturbed areas. Hence, it is possible and exgeltd overflows will occur from
sediment dams if rainfall exceeds the design staindéhe reference to dam
construction using ..... blue book raises some &wnbecause of the blow-outs of
these structures in severe storm events in othee sites, such as the Wambo mine
in early 2016. DPE concludes that the deed ofeagemt between the two mines
will sort out all of the water management problems.

We do not agree and we consider there is a high wncertainty with this project
about potential pollution incidents into the futurBhe on-site water management
issue has not been adequately addressed. A reajog with the DPE assessment
report is that it totally fails to address the s&if groundwater impacts. No
consideration or recommendations have been prova#t commission on this
important environmental issue. Before addresdiegvery serious issue of
groundwater impacts, | will briefly point on the i@amanagement plan approved by
DPE eatrlier this year. We note that notificatidrihee approved document was
signed off by Howard Reid on 16 March 2018.

It is obvious that not many people have actualddrithe plan. There are typos —
example, on page 3. The plan states that thisoveveas prepared to allow for
construction and operation at Mount Pleasant argdaparoved on 3 August 2018.
Table 5 on page 9 showing water access licensesdtface water sources has a
repeat of the high security licenses. This inadrtable is used in various places
throughout the document. There are various otral@ems with this document that
do not instil confidence that issues left to pggtvaval management plans will be
dealt with effectively. We note the DPE recommémat if the so-called
modification is approved, the water management planld need to be revised.

We recommend that the commission look very cloaethe current plan as
approved before making a final determination oa gioposal. The lack of a current
groundwater model test the credibility of the s¥&ter balance as provided in the
plan. We are very concerned that there’s verg ldontemporary information on
prediction of groundwater impacts provided in anguments related to this
proposal. There is no reference to groundwatell & the DPE assessment report.
The water management plan refers to the developaientontemporary
groundwater model. This cannot be developed theifinal land form review is
complete. This review was apparently still undemsideration at the time of
completing the water management plan. We curreldiyt know what the
groundwater inflows to the pit will be, what theatpterm drawdown of the final
void will be, what the actual interaction betweka alluvial system and the mine
will be, what the predicted impact on private basglsbe. In fact, there’s very little
information about groundwater impact. What we dow from a desktop study in
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2016 is that past predictions were an inflow of 4@€galitres per year with an
alluvial groundwater take of 60 megalitres per yadount Pleasant currently holds
468 shares in alluvial groundwater access licenetsyvever, there’s no indication
anywhere whether this is to service extraction $arewater supply, or to offset
long-term drawdown. There is no discussion ofuthieme of licence entitlement
needing to be retired at the end of mine to achiileiseoffset.

Mount Pleasant currently holds no water licence®-water access licences from the
Sydney Basin — North Coast Groundwater Sourcepadth the water management
plan indicates that they are in the process ofiagoguicences. Until the new
groundwater model is complete, there is no cledication of the volume of water
needed. Some of the issues identified in the wateragement plan are that high
pressure in the deeper hard rock aquifers drivegrgiwater to the alluvial system
and the Hunter River. The drawdown caused by rgimiitl reverse this flow. The
issue of what's the base flow or actual increasdwiter River surface flows into
the alluvial and into the mine is being dealt wittthe new contemporary modelling.

We're concerned that when the region is in sevesaght and general security
allocations are nil, as in 2007, low releases f@l@nbawn Dam will be impacted
throughout the system through drawdown into mudtipining operations. It is
evident that Mount Pleasant will be one of the apens causing the loss at the base
flows. The cumulative impact of this additionasidnas not been identified or
assessed. There is minimal information aboutrttgact of the proposed final void
or voids on this mine site. The submission presgitd the commission of inquiry
into the original approval of the Mount Pleasardjétt predicted that subsurface
seize from beneath the reject impoundment will flot voids for more than 80
years. However, there is no long-term regionaligdwater drawdown.

HEL strongly objects to the retention of the fimalds in the Hunter landscape.
There are already too many approved with no assegsohthe long-term
cumulative toxic legacy that will impact on futdesxd use opportunity. We strongly
recommend that no final void be approved for thixalled modification. We have
serious concerns about the assessment and rislgeraeat proposals relating to
groundwater quality. We will be providing more @ébn this issue in our written
submission. We also consider that the proposahbabeen adequately assessed
using the requirements of the New South Wales Aquifterference Policy.

Finally, on the issue of water source impacts, Hiak serious concerns about the
position of this operation in regard to the funotaf the Hunter Salinity Trading
Scheme. Again, the information about water disghaequirements is very limited.
The water management plan identifies that Mounagglat currently holds 15 credits
under the scheme. The site water balance preghicésmnual outflow of 173
megalitres attributed to be discharged into theteluRiver. There is no indication
of whether this volume will be covered by 15 creditt is imperative that Mount
Pleasant can demonstrate capacity to acquire med#xin a timely manner before
this proposal can be determined. The water managephan indicates that
additional credits may be needed to allow contdbtlescharge from sediment dams.
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HEL has many concerns about the capacity of themselto adequately manage
pollution from mine water discharges. The reviesidhinto the scheme in 2014 was
accompanied by a report developed by the Offideérafironment and Heritage. This
report identified that there is an adequate samg@md monitoring of groundwater to
be able to conclude that salinity has not beengisiThis is of particular concern in
relation to base flows to the river system. Safirs an important factor affecting
stream macroinvertebrate communities. A relativegh number of samples in the
Hunter Regulated Alluvial Zone were found macromeerate health to be in
significantly impaired condition.

The effects of differing ionic composition, examplgher levels of bicarbonate or
other contaminants, example metals or metalloldd, hay be in water discharges
from mines and power stations are not being medsurie issue of cumulative
increase of heavy metals within the catchment sys$tas not been addressed. HEL
considers the water quality issues to be extremngbprtant. The cumulative impact
of deteriorating water quality through mine watesctiarge, plus the acknowledged
potential for hydrological change in this sectidritee Hunter River should be
ringing alarm bells for decision-makers.

In conclusion, HEL strongly disagrees with the dasion provided in the main
report of the environmental assessment that madiific would not result in a
material change to the groundwater and surfacerwapects of the approved
Mount Pleasant operation. There has been no aseessf cumulative impact on
surface water, groundwater or water quality initbater river. This proposal should
not be approved. Thank you, Commissioners.

MR COUTTS: Thank you, Jan. Steve Phillips frootk the Gate. Steve, you've
got 10 minutes.

MR S. PHILLIPS: Thank you, Commissioners. Letstert by acknowledging and
paying my respects to the people of the Wonnaruemian hose land we stand.

I’'m from the Lock the Gate Alliance. We're a nata network of communities who
want to resist inappropriate mining projects. Bohere today to speak an objection
to the Mount Pleasant Project. The developmenseatrfor the Mount Pleasant
mine is nearly 20 years old. In the two decadesesihe mine was assessed and
approved, the environmental, social and econommtest for the project have all
changed substantially.

The mine should not have a life extension approvidlabut a full reassessment of
the impacts of the project on people, the envirammaad neighbouring industries,
given how much things have changed in the last€&dsy Since this project was
approved in 1999, the area has become notablyeliffe Muswellbrook has
changed, growing by nearly 3000 people. The MalagOpen Cut commenced in
2007. Even since the first modification of thigject in 2010, there has been
significant change in the environmental and ecorarontext for the project. The
Mount Arthur mine was approved to expand in 2008 thien 2010, and then again
in 2014. Bengalla mine was granted approval taegpn 2015.
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The air quality in the local area has deteriorated the noise from mining

operations in the vicinity as grown worse. Manyrfa and properties have been
bought by mining companies, and the thoroughbredding industry has expressed
their concern about the expansion of further opgmaning operations in the area,
and the threat these operations pose to theiresgsyence. If this mine proceeds and
the expansions of Bengella and the Dartbrook opéproceed, then the area
immediately to the south and west of Muswellbroak ne a 20-kilometre long

string of open cut pit. And then we’ve got ..roposing the adjacent open cut pit at
West Muswellbrook too.

It will be downright negligent — downright negligesf the government to approve
any further mining around Muswellbrook without fitsndertaking a thorough and
robust study into the cumulative impact that ab tiining will have on the air
quality of this town, which is already unsafe, aheady having significant health
impacts on local residents. And if you doubt tfust go ahead and ask them. We
have — Lock the Gate has been doorknocking thogsaindioors of this town and |
couldn’t tell you the number of times I've had peofell me unprompted how bad
the area is and how much they worry about the itngiitat on their health and
their kids’ health. You can’t keep giving the goead to new mines right on the
edge of town when the population is already suffgri

The impacts of mining on Muswellbrook have increedemmatically in the 20 years
since the mine was approved. There’s more aiupoil. There’s more noise.
There’s more land use conflict, which this projisctt helping, since parts of its
mining lease are mapped as critical industry chsdta the equine and viticultural
industries, which the State Government did prortogarotect from mining but then
backflipped, presumably after a few chinwags wiih well-connected lads down at
the Minerals Council. The modification is beingdted as a transition part 3A
project, even though it was originally approvedgears before part 3A was created
and the modification is being considered sevensyatier part 3A was repealed.
This mine was dead and buried for the entire lifthe infamous and now repealed
part 3A of the Planning Act, but yet the mine’&léxtension is being approved
under that callous and draconian piece of legmtatiWhat a joke. It doesn’t inspire
confidence in the fairness of this process. Theeesignificant objections and
questions about the project from the EPA, from llecaincils, rural industries and
local landholders that have not been satisfactadlgressed by the proponent or the
Planning Department.

Upper Hunter Shire Council contends that a satisfgenethodology to assess
cumulative impacts have not been established. villagie of Aberdeen will be
profoundly affected by poor air quality and visiraposition of ..... the department is
shielding this mine from comprehensive assessmehtansideration and as a result
they are placing the people of Muswellbrook andben and Kayuga in harm’s
way, which is a terrible dereliction of duty. THepartment has said “MACH is not
required to update impact studies unless theyedegant to the scope of this
modification.” The problems raised by the EPA iofdmber last year and earlier
have not been resolved.
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The EPA said in November that insufficient informathad been supplied to enable
the EPA to licence any discharge of water fromditee and yet the company
indicates it will seek a variation of its EPL -sig&nvironmental protection licence —
to permit release of the mine water without assessmf the impact of that
discharge. This discharge, according to New Sidles Health, has the potential
to affect Muswellbrook’s drinking water supply watht assessing the impact. The
discussion of the water discharge in the mine assest didn’t provide any chemical
analysis of the water that will be discharged hdtadrough estimate of the likely
salinity of the water based on the salinity of waethe Bengalla mine. But there’s
no information about the toxicity of the water oradysis of the impact this will have
on water quality in the Hunter River.

Like the air quality assessment, the discussiomatér impacts considers the impact
of only three indicative years and gives no indarabf what will happen on the site
or what the impact of activities will be beyond 802This water assessment is
unclear but seems to indicate that the proponess dot expect to have sufficient
water available to undertake its dust suppressitivites at all times. The EPA also
contended that consideration should be given &orative sources of water rather
than drawing from the Hunter River, but this, tbas not been done. The failure of
the department of planning to properly considerdinguality impacts of this project
is gross and really just unacceptable.

The mine will continue — contribute to annual ageraoncentrations of particle
pollution greater than the impact assessment @itér25 micrograms per cubic
metres at nine residences. That’s nine residahegsadmit will be subjected to
unsafe air pollution. The EPA said in Novembet tha Department of Planning
should consider the significance — this is a quodé the predicted air quality impact
when determining the proposed modification. Thisommendation surely,
according to any sensible analysis, has been ignddew South Wales Health
reiterated concern about cumulative annual panpiolkitions of this project and
other nearby mines which have begun operating w& eown substantially since
the mine was approved 20 years ago, but, agaip hénee been disregarded.

Muswellbrook already has an air pollution problefrhis is evident in the
proponent’s own environmental assessment wheregosee in table 4(1) that the
maximum 24 hour average PM10 — that’s your largégba pollution concentration
— recorded at the Muswellbrook, North West Muswelitk and Wybong sites was
above the official danger threshold — that’'s 50rogcams per cubic metre — every
year from 2012 to 2015. It also shows in tablg #f2 annual average PM2.5 —
that’s your small particle pollution concentratienghe annual PM2.5 in
Muswellbrook are already well over the official d@n threshold. That’s eight
micrograms per cubic metres. And the 24 hour @eec@ncentrations of the small
particle pollution are also in breach of their offil danger threshold.

In this environment, the commissioners really st@gk themselves whether this
modification, extending the life of this mining peot and adding to the load of
particle pollution in Muswellbrook beyond 2020 paopriate and acceptable, given
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the already problematic levels of particle pollatia this town and surrounding
areas. And yet the department is proposing tavethe modification to take place
subjecting the people of this district to healtmaaing air pollution. The
department claims MACH is not proposing “any majbanges to the approved
construction mining methods and any other majot-gaserating activities that
would materially increase air quality impacts aed the overburden pile is going to
be larger and closer to Aberdeen. Many signifieartt relevant changes, as I've
mentioned, have taken place in the environmentratdioe project.

The EPA expressed dissatisfaction with the wayptioponent measures temperature
inversion and its failure to apply a correctiontéado measure low frequency noise
levels which cause such distress to many peoplglinear coal mines in the Hunter.
MACH hasn’t addressed this and, again, the depaitires let them off the hook.
The department’s response, as usual, is highlyemaate. It recommends that the
mine’s conditions of consent are updated to requibeitoring to account for the
possibility of noise-enhancing conditions, eg, ediging deflected over the eastern
side boundary due to a wind or temperature invardiat anyone with a passing
acquaintance of the difficulty of fixing noise pdilon after the mine is approved and
operating will know that this is disingenuous armgjligent.

I will finish up. The bell is ringing. | havendven talked about the urgent crisis of
climate change or — which is visible here in owudyht-ravaged region or the rapid
global shift from fossil fuels to renewable enetlggt’'s underway for anyone who
cares to look at it. But I will just close. | suli that the mine extension should not
be approved based on 20 year old information, @lesply bereft new
environmental assessment and the recommendati@Blahning Department that
has shown itself to be insensitive to the impattmioing on local people and
indistinguishable in its assessment of mining inp&om the companies it's
supposed to be policing. | urge the commissiomjiect the application. Thank you.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Steve. Bev Smiles from thetdu Community Network.
Bev, you've got 20 minutes. There’s a little dhiglfway down there. You can .....
you're not quite as tall as Steve.

MS B. SMILES: ..... thank you very much. Okaghank you, Commissioners, for
the opportunity to present to you today and foritivitation to attend the site tour
yesterday. There were a number of questions lavbave liked to have asked
yesterday during the tour, and | will refer to soofi¢hose during this presentation
and perhaps the Commissioners might like to folllbam up. Community members
are pleased to see that some of the recommendatiads to improve this stage of
the assessment and approvals process for coal mawvesbeen adopted by the New
South Wales Government. We are particularly irstexetin a clear demonstration of
the independence of the commission that will résudt more balanced approach to
this particular proposal than that shown by thed@epent of Planning and
Environment, which | will refer to as DPE, in thecsetary’s environmental
assessment report signed off on 8 June.
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The Mount Pleasant mine has hung around undevelopdd years. There has
been no interest from successive New South Walegi@ment in the royalties or
jobs associated with this approval until now. Mehite, various changes caused the
approval to be more closely linked to the Bengafiarations. This was okay until
Rio Tinto saw the light and jumped out of thermadlcproduction in the Hunter and
sold the two mines to two separate entities. SX0it6, MACH Energy took the
financial risk to purchase an undeveloped coal miitle only four years left on an
approval that is based on assessments conductedthaor 20 years ago.

In early 2017, MACH applied to DPE to modify thepapval by changing an internal
haul road. This was the time when the planningesyshould have put the brakes
on and caused the entire project to be reassessstg@ad, the community has been
presented with a third modification that is actyaltking for the approval of a
smaller mine until 2026, until a bigger mine isessed for further approval at a later
stage. There is also the complexity of extricatimg Mount Pleasant mine from its
various relationships with the Bengalla mining l2a®PE makes the justification
for this proposal very clear. They say in thesessment report it will allow
sufficient time for MACH to make a return on itv@stment. We do not consider it
the role of government planners and decision-matkelog giving priority to private
investment decisions.

We believe DPE is placing a much greater emphasth@financial health of the
coal company than on the social and environmeraltin of surrounding
communities and ecosystems. The key argumentlfotteer considerations is that
the mine is already approved, so any form of nemdative social or environmental
impact is inconsequential and need not be afford®d assessment. For example,
DPE note that MACH did not reconsider the impacbtrer industries in the Upper
Hunter, such as nearby viticulture, equine or srarindustries, because it is not
significantly changing the approved use of the. site

This approach is ignoring the fact that the mineaw a new operation in the midst
of expanded mining impacts in the region sincentinge was first approved. This
approach by DPE is unacceptable. To ignore thaatspof existing mining
operations while assessing the commencement obpevations we believe is
irresponsible. We trust that the Commission vaild a more balanced approach to
the assessment of this proposal. The commencesharnhing at Mount Pleasant
should be assessed as a new mine in the contthe ctimulative growth of mining
operations surrounding Muswellbrook and its enwsreimce 1999.

The social impacts of Mount Pleasant mine haveadirdeen significant, even
before the commencement of mining. The acquisiioproperty over time and the
uncertainty hanging over neighbouring landholdeid the Township of
Muswellbrook with a dormant approval sitting idte such a long period of time has
paid a social toll. | held a position as trustadlte Hunter Catchment Management
Trust from 1998 to 2004. We visited many mines laedl communities during that
time. There was a high level of uncertainty aroMualint Pleasant mine, and a
common story has been landholders with strandestsaasd no certainty for the
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future. There is now a requirement in New SoutHe&/go conduct a social impact
assessment for State significant development upadelines adopted in March this
year.

We consider that the cumulative impact of miningos surrounding rural
communities and industries with the addition o§tbroposal must be assessed. The
noise assessment indicates that an additionaldgegies have been acquired since
the first modification was approved in 2011. Thisreonsiderable discussion in the
DPE report around the identification of neighboersprs made in the modification 1
assessment, and the need to monitor the noise-@nganeteorological conditions

to the east of the mine. The impact of noise a@pnssfrom this new mine and its
management requirements needs to be independenidywed.

The section in the DPE report on air quality denti@tss that a very large number of
properties in the vicinity of Muswellbrook are ady impacted by mining
operations. An additional two properties are ide for acquisition, while there is
a convoluted discussion of management of dust gwviorst-case weather
conditions. These management activities must besaed to consider times of
prolonged drought with limited water supply ..ustigeneration, times of high winds
which are not unusual up through the valley, anges when the regional monitoring
system is recording dust levels above the natistaaidards. This already occurs on
a regular basis. The current levels of mine dustuswellbrook and surrounds are
already untenable. The adequacy of the assessrheuntnulative impacts of dust
from mining directly to the west of Muswellbrookdasurrounding areas is highly
questionable and needs to be independently reviewed

Now, we saw on the site tour yesterday how clogba@downship this mining
operation will be, particularly the planned extemsio the eastern overburden
emplacement area. That will rise an additionald680 metres above the current
landform. The dumping of rocks and soil on thie s¥ill increase the dust burden
already experienced across the township. | haeelhait | was very surprised by the
huge extent of the land disturbance that we vieyestlerday. The assessment of the
visual amenity is particularly concerning. DPE emvthis issue under the topic of
other matters, and is unsurprisingly satisfied thatconditions of the existing
approval will suffice. This is in the context ttefinal landform is still under review
and will be left until a post-approval managemdanp

The MACH EIS reports that since the original visassessment was conducted over
20 years ago, there have been a number of signifatenges, including the
development of the Bengalla mine, ongoing develagroéthe Mount Arthur mine,
and the growth of Muswellbrook. Because of thenligncentration of residents .....
the approved Mount Pleasant mine site, Muswellbieaonsidered to have a high
visual impact and a high viewer sensitivity. Tloenenunity has only just recovered
from looking into the moors of the Bengalla mindnile Mount Arthur continues to
loom on the general horizon.
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The social impact of having a direct view into Meunt Pleasant mine has not been
adequately assessed in the context of existin@vimpacts. The MACH report
considers the views from the New England Highwaly mat affect tourists because
they're transitive. However, there’s no considerapf the local and regional
travellers who use the highway on a regular baBiee visual impact of both
Bengalla and Mount Arthur mines from the highwaready significant. Adding a
third major mine has not been assessed for cumalaisual impact. The
Commissioners saw for themselves yesterday the ic@alvisual impact of both
Bengalla and Mount Arthur mines. Many people fihid visual impact quite
shocking.

The proposed final landforms will not occur unfiea 2026, and by then there is
likely to be the spectre of a larger mine on thezom. To achieve a balanced
assessment of this proposal, a full social impssessment is required to take into
account the cumulative impacts of mining on th@lraommunity neighbouring the
mines and on other industries operating in the.aHamter Communities Network is
not only concerned with the cumulative social intpaxf mines in the Upper Hunter;
we’re also very concerned about the cumulativerenmental impacts and long-
term legacies being left with no adequate assedsohéme costs and the damage.

The retention of final voids in the landscape kg legacy issue that is a blatant
shift of costs from the mining industry onto thevieonment and future generations.
We commissioned a report on the cumulative impéafibal voids in the Hunter in
2016 because the New South Wales Government hambndticted this level of
assessment. Our report discloses a high levelcohisistency in the predictive
methodology and assessment of final voids withgrseration of the post-mining
management in perpetuity. The ongoing approvéhaf voids is occurring in a
vacuum of knowledge.

The information provided in the DPE assessmentrtegimmut the final void or voids
on Mount Pleasant mine lease is very confusingeljually demonstrates that this
proposal is merely a stopgap for greater impa€te updated groundwater
modelling has not yet been completed; therefogevtiume of groundwater inflows
into a proposed final void over an unknown peribtirae of regional drawdown is a
critical and outstanding assessment issue. The NMA®@in reports states that:

Over the period of mining that is subject of thisdication, only the south pit
would be developed; that is, the north pit is plainned to be developed by
MACH Energy until post-2026. Once mining operasiocease, groundwater
inflows to the final void would no longer be cotlt and pumped out. As a
result, the final void will gradually fill with wat. Inflows into the final void
would comprise incident rainfall, runoff within tfieal void catchment area
and groundwater. The design of the final void widue refined as required to
ensure that the final void would not spill to theveonment and would provide
a groundwater sink.
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This type of unqualified trust us statement caysetcular nervousness in the
community. We expect the Commission to take a rsomentific approach to the
assessment of the proposed final landform, inclyithie requirement to backfill all
mining pits and major water storages on-site. bk of an updated groundwater
model means the Commission does not have the raegatata to properly assess
this proposal, particularly in terms of the impatthe final void.

We’re also concerned about the impact of this mimé¢he health of the Hunter
River. The relationship with the alluvial groundesasystem and impacts on base
flows is currently unknown until the new groundwatgodel is available. The
requirements for discharge into the Hunter Rivetaurrthe Salinity Trading Scheme
appear to need further assessment. | would hkee to have asked the question
about the discharge point into the Hunter Rivetsresy, and | trust the
Commission will follow up on this important issue.

The position of the Mount Pleasant mine in therrsyestem above all other mines
except the Dartbrook mine is significant in regardhe operation of the Salinity
Trading Scheme. The poor management of mine digelfeom the three large
mines at the top of the Goulburn River is causimgeain salinity entering the
Hunter River at Denman. It is not clear whethemgioPleasant holds the required
number of discharge credits needed to fully maweafer inflows and storage
capacity on the site. The level and volume ofltsge needs to be better
understood in the context of other impacts in sigistion of the Hunter River.

It is also necessary to fully consider the requerta of federal legislation in regard
to mining on water sources. The MACH EIS note$ #meapproval was granted
under federal environment legislation in 2012. ldger, this was for impacts on
threatened species. The water trigger for minimy@as projects was brought into
the Federal Act in 2013. MACH considered that iotman water sources will not be
significant, therefore the modification does no¢th¢o be referred to the Federal
Environment Department. We beg to differ, partciyl in the context of the
bioregional assessment released in early Junegt@nmends the Muswellbrook
area be subject to more localised assessment sideorthe potential of hydrological
change caused by mining impacts.

It is imperative that the Independent Expert Sdien€ommittee considers the
impacts of the Mount Pleasant mine in the contésuarounding mining impacts on
hydrology in the local area. This proposal mustdferred to comply with federal
environmental law. In conclusion, Hunter CommustNetwork considers that
operations being conducted at Mount Pleasant agsvanine. The assessment of
the proposal to extend the life of this new min&l®926 should be conducted with
all relevant consideration of the cumulative imgamt the environment and
community in the context of the surrounding minoperation. The many complex
associations with the Bengalla mine need to bdveddefore this proposal can be
determined.
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The MACH report identifies that a conceptual fiteidform diagram for the year
2038 has been developed if mining activities werbkd continued beyond the
modification operational period. This is a cleatication that the long-term plan is a
much larger operation for another 20 years. Thersanity would prefer to wait

and see a full contemporary assessment of theeantire proposal rather than this
poor attempt to have a smaller mine approved utideexisting conditions that are
20 years old. We do not consider that the Comuaniskas been provided with
adequate information to make a determination orptbposal before you, and
therefore it should be rejected. Thank you.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Bev. As | mentioned earlar next speaker, John
Shewan, is an apology. So I'd ask Wendy Wale®meforward, and Wendy has
15 minutes.

MS W. WALES: Thank you. I'm here today to remesDAMS HEG and we

lodge our objection to the Mount Pleasant. I'eéltk acknowledge and pay my
respects to the traditional owners of the land Wlennarua People, and thank you
for providing me the opportunity to speak on belo&lDbenman Aberdeen
Muswellbrook Scone Healthy Environment Group, DAMBEG. DAMS HEG is a
group of people across the Upper Hunter, the pasptestand up and speak in this
David and Goliath conflict. None of us have beenthe conflict and none of us can
escape the moral compunction to speak out agdiesirigoing destruction of our
environment.

My name is Wendy Wales and I've served two termghenUpper Hunter Air

Quality Monitoring Network. I'm a retiring scient¢eacher and have been teaching
at Muswellbrook High School for more than 20 yedrsthat time, I've seen
Muswellbrook change from a town being nestled roral setting as portrayed in the
millennium community design and created tapestspldiyed at Muswellbrook Shire
Council, to a town transitioning to be nestled in.apit. At school, I'm proud of

my science teaching duties and took on environnhedtzcation as an add-on across
the school, as | sincerely believe that we woultkmowingly destroy our unique
heritage, let alone ..... climate system and ttatation is the key.

Frustration with institutional inertia led me tawdy a Master’s of Environmental
Education. At the same time it seemed like Austnalight change direction, with
Kevin Rudd the new Prime Minister and Malcolm Turhisaying he would not lead
a party that is not as committed to effective acba climate change as he was, well,
we got to see the power of the mining lobby and tmeilti-million dollar

advertising campaign during the resource rent &badle that effectively took out
the Prime Minister and destabilised the Australevernment for a decade. Now
we know how a human civilisation will cut down l&st remaining forest, ecotypes
and trees, allow the Great Barrier Reef to becaofakess, koalas to become stranded
in smaller and smaller island populations.

We're going about business as we do in a very naétheimd pleasant circumstance
while our civilisation is going through its ....evare seven billion. We cannot
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continue to consume energy so wastefully, nor carantinue to mine sequestered
carbon. We must stop pretty much in our tracksiampdlement a solution.
Proceeding with the mine at Mount Pleasant asttiing much has changed in the
last 20 years either to the mine plan or our cirstamces is proceeding with the
lemmings over the clift. We know so much more dldimate change, of which |
will say more later, the impact of pollution on lkand the impact of noise on
sleep, the importance of wildlife and wildlife calors. Denying that the cumulative
impact of a new mine upwind of a population of TQ@s already past a reasonable
threshold is denying natural justice to us, anthflyin the face of the world’s climate
scientists who warn us by any means at their dedgbat catastrophic climate
change cannot be controlled by ..... that the Wagtto sequester carbon is to leave it
in the ground. Professor Howard Bridgman, desigféne Upper Hunter Air

Quality Monitoring Network observed at the ....Hebruary this year said Upper
Hunter air quality was to the point that there ddoé no more incremental increases
in the pollution. The monitors revealed that we already experiencing significant
air pollution. Muswellbrook has not had the saragrde of particulate matter 10,
PM10, exceedances as Singleton or Camberwell omMbiiorley until recently.

This would most likely be because none of the maresind Muswellbrook are
upwind of the prevailing nor'westerlies or sou’eabés, until now with Mount
Pleasant. It is not right that Mount Pleasantlwatuild upwind of town. Many
people have relocated to Muswellbrook after theimgimlownturn because
investment housing has been sold off and is noarddible housing. People who
have relocated here for lower rent would not nem@gshave support systems, their
own transport or good health. Air pollution redsitiée expectancy for everyone but
people with cardio and respiratory problems wowdainly be suffering the most.

If you travel on the New England Highway at ..ndaou get a good — you will get a
good sense of how many people work in the Uppertétfuhat do not live here. |
believe air quality would be a major factor in ttagorkers’ decision-making. They
would rather risk another couple of hours on tredrafter long shifts than risk their
families’ health here. Even though the PM10 exeeeds are recent, the visible
pollution from the power stations would be enouginform them. | have included
two tables ..... | have included two tables and petution column graphs to provide
a very simple comparison between the monitorirgssitt Camberwell, Singleton and
Muswellbrook. Muswellbrook’s PM10 exceedancesl.will wait for the — | will

just help with the — yes. Okay. So if we can momedo the next slide. Thanks.

Okay. So this is just a table and a graph showieghumber of exceedances of
PM10 in Camberwell, Singleton, Muswellbrook sin€42. So we see on the far
right column that Muswellbrook had one, three, an®, zero, one and then six. So
six is this year. They're the exceedances of Pitidthey're the particles that —
you know, the larger dust particles. We look asraisCamberwell and the — those
figures are really high. And Singleton, higheMnswellbrook. And that has been a
consistent pattern. Now we have a mine northwiestven and there we are, we're
getting results coming through. The graph showsdividual representation of that
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as well for each year. So you can see the grediosdor Muswellbrook is just
shooting into existence there.

And the next line, okay. These are the highestings. So in 2016, Muswellbrook
didn’t have any PM10 exceedances. But you canhgegreen, when there have
been exceedances, the number — the value is quitparable with the other
monitoring stations, being a little bit lower anolWwwe see, by halfway through this
year, we're already as high as we’ve ever beermeard that before. Thank you. |
hope that was worth it. The Minerals Council hael daudacity to say increasing
pollution levels are a consequence of the hotwdrgther. We know when it is dry
and hot, it will be dustier. We can expect the tlveawill stay dry and get hotter
because of climate change. If this mine is ovaethe& can expect more health
alerts, medical emergencies and premature deattodagor air quality.

This simple dataset was done in comparison to haahnair quality is deteriorating
and what we can expect when we encircle a town eagimines. MACH Energy
bought Mount Pleasant knowing the lease had neapyred. And eight years after
Muswellbrook Shire Council and others had alreadyed that the provisions of
consent were antiquated and that applying for aification under s75W was
denying the completely changed circumstances dtment Pleasant was first
approved. Their onsite improvements are not gtortelp with this ..... there is
already a very high impact on air quality ....nfrexisting coalmines and power
stations. The visual desecration and its impaata@nmunity mental health will be
something for the researchers. At different timesy life, | have visited
Kalgoorlie, Broken Hill, Mount Isa, Mount Morgan] enore than 10 years ago. |
always felt completely confident that these envinental disasters should not
happen in Australia today. It was the last thimyér would have imagined, to see
this devastation progressing every time | come tioven.

I will now draw the Commissioner’s attention to tjlebal reality of climate change.
At the Paris Conference in 2015, the Abbott Govemincommitted Australia to a
goal of limiting a global temperature increasevo tlegrees C. The only way to
achieve this target, of course, is to reduce thewsrmof greenhouse gases going into
the atmosphere. That means reducing the produatitossil fuels and, most
certainly, coal. The consequences of global wagraime real and with us now.
Recent research has shown the millennium drougbe targer in area and longer
than any other drought in southern Australia inghst 400 years. As a result of
record low rainfall in the past 18 months and rddugh temperatures, the current
drought in New South Wales is even more intendge duration has not yet been
seen.

The Great Barrier Reef, a Wonder of the Natural M/and cause of employment for
tens of thousands of Australians was devastatamial bleaching in 2016/17 as a
direct result of global warming. These bleachiaugrgs were unknown before 1998
and they are occurring recently. The reef’s fuiareleak. In 2015, Hurricane
Patricia crossed the Mexican coast and sustained sypeeds of 325 kilometres an
hour, the highest ever recorded. In 2013, Cycldagan killed 6300 people in the
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Philippines alone. Cyclones Anne in 2015 and Winsh 2016 are amongst the
largest ever to occur in the South Pacific and g&tad many of our island
neighbours. Wildfires are at record levels actbssgglobe, devastating ecosystems,
people’s homes and livelihoods. Drought is causmifjons of climate refugees
from their homes across sub-Saharan Africa as sabarfd rainfall declines in

many of the world’s most unstable and densely patpdlregions.

Recent research has shown that the rate of sdaieéas tripled in the last five
years. Many experts are not ruling out sea lagekrof up to two metres by the end
of the century. Many major cities face inundatimmhis or early in the next century.
And, of course, many millions of people live inendeltas across the world,
especially in our region. A hotter world will inigably result in food shortages, civil
unrest and the mass migration of refugees. Th&&iagon has noted this and is
making preparations. Scientists tell us that gdiegond two degrees is unthinkable
and three degrees would - may well be incompatilile human civilisation. We
have to leave most of the coal in the ground. Tenillion tonnes of coal produced
by this mine annually will result in around 30 nati tonnes CO2 being released into
the atmosphere. That's every year. It makesffereince where it is burnt or
against whose score card it is tallied. Most efworld’'s coal is produced in small
mines like this one.

It makes a significant difference. We are a riobrry by any standard. We have
the highest per capita emissions in the developmttw The climate change
performance index ranks for effort the 58 counttiest produce 90 per cent of the
greenhouse gases. We come in at 57. We beat Salna out of 58. We have to
do better for the planet. We have to do betteptorchildren. We have to get off
coal. Someone has to show some courage and ssapakdness. Thank you.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Wendy. David Sorensen fromNuswellbrook Men’s
Shed. 10 minutes, Dave.

MR D. SORENSEN: Good morning, Commissioners. oBet commence, | would
like to thank the Independent Planning Commissarsraflowing me the opportunity
to speak today on behalf of the members of the Milbvook Men’s Shed and the
benefits to the Men’s Shed in supporting MACH Eryevipunt Pleasant operation
MOD 3 application for an extension of mine life.yMame is David Sorensen. I'm
an active member of the Muswellbrook Men’s Shedlawid the position of
management consultant on the executive committeea retired long-serving New
South Wales police officer and legal advisor irvaté enterprise in criminal, civil
and corporate law.

I've been a longstanding member of the Muswellbrma@kmunity, stemming for
over 35 years. During my career, I've servedmnmi@ber of mining communities in
New South Wales from the Hunter Valley, the farteaxoast, and the far west of
Broken Hill. During this time, I've had a closédategonship with literally thousands
of community members and hundreds of businessesdudtries. I've always
committed myself to community affairs and suppotieaddreds of community
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organisations. There's clear documented eviddvatedtiring my service here as a
police officer in Muswellbrook, | was and still aAnow as a civilian and retired —
devoted to the local community, its affairs andfese.

This evidence, along with my background, is moenthufficient qualification to
speak on behalf of a very important and vital comityuorganisation such as the
Muswellbrook Men’s Shed. | would just like to exyka little bit further on our
online submission of support that the Muswellbreakbout the Muswellbrook
Men’s Shed movement and the importance of our asgton in our local
community. Most men’s sheds in Australia are ledah rural and regional areas
such as ours here in Muswellbrook. The Muswellkrislen’s Shed started out in
2012 and was incorporated with the New South Wakgsartment of Fair Trading
and registered as a charity and not for profit niggtion with the Australian
Charities Commission in 2013.

Our governing body is the Australian Federal Gomeant’s Department of Health
through the Australian Men’s Shed Association. Amd patron is His Excellency

Sir Peter Cosgrove, the Governor-General of Australhere are now over 1000
men’s sheds in Australia and over 1000 men’s shealsnd the world, including
Ireland, the UK, Scandinavia, Canada, New Zealand,the newly formed

European Union Men’s Shed Association. This urigéeistralian concept of

men’s sheds has now been adopted in these cougimiesly and is growing
continually each day. Out of interest, it is aulbented fact that there are now more
men’s sheds in Australia than there are McDondHtisily restaurants.

Our primary activity is the provision of a safaefrdly and inclusive environment
where we’re able to gather together and work onningdul projects at our own
pace in our own time in the company of other m&he primary objective of the
Muswellbrook Men’s Shed is to advance the healthvaellbeing of our male
members and other men within our local communitiie Muswellbrook Men’s
Shed is a vital community investment deliveringgeons, initiatives and activities
that foster community spirit, connect communitiad aontribute to building a more
inclusive local area. Our members see themsel/égaédng a strong sense of
belonging and ownership of the shed, shared fehgw€amaraderie and devote
most of our time to worthwhile community projects.

The Muswellbrook Men’s Shed not only plays an intaot role in the overall
improvement of health and wellbeing of our memiiersalso positively engages
within our local community for the benefit of theuslvellorook community. It's
common knowledge that most men have learnt froncolture that they don'’t talk
freely about their emotions and many don’t talkake an interest in their own health
and wellbeing. Unlike women, most men are reludtamalk about their emotions,
and that means they usually don’t ask for helpbBbly because of this, many men
are less healthy than women, drink more, take mske and suffer more isolation,
loneliness and depression.
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Good health is based on many factors, includinfifggood about yourself, being
productive, contributing to the community, connegtwith friends and maintaining
an active body and mind. The members of our sbetedrom all walks of life. The
bond that unites us is that we are men with timewrhands and would like
something meaningful to do with that time. The reemed movement has now
become one of the most powerful tools in addresseaith and wellbeing and
helping men once again become valued, productivaliees of our community.
The Muswellbrook Men’s Shed recognises and valuesliversity of reasons why
we come together as men to share activities ananmmnterests in the context of
the shed.

The Muswellbrook Men’s Shed recognises that it &hbe open to all men who do
not discriminate against its members on the bdsigoe, creed, sexual preference,
disability or age. The shed is committed to thalthe safety and duty of care of its
members and the community. There's also the oppioytto promote the mentoring
of younger men and men suffering disabilities, Iraral personal isolation,
particularly in these hard times of natural droughdneliness and depression,
relationship breakdowns, retrenchment or earlygetent from a job, physical or
mental illness or chronic disease from heart comktright up to terminally ill
cancer sufferers, such as myself.

These are just some of the problems that we fisdhen, difficult to deal with on
our own. On behalf of the Muswellbrook Men’s Shiage had the opportunity to
read through and brief myself on all the documémratelating to MACH Energy’s
MOD 3 application, including the submissions madsupport of or in objection to
the application. It's of interest to our organisatthat the New South Wales
Department of Planning and Environment receivedimissions from the general
public ..... in support of the MOD 3 proposal. Apgmately 65 per cent of these
submissions identified employment opportunities Maunt Pleasant would provide
and that the extension of the mine’s operatingviéaild prolong these employment
opportunities.

Other submissions expressed general support fdrehefits for the local economy
and the support that the mine provides the locadmanity. In regards to the
socioeconomic impacts and benefits of the MOD 3unaerstand the primary
component of this modification is to extend the bff the Mount Pleasant consent
period of six years, facilitate mining ..... whiakere first approved for extraction in
1999. Without an extension of the current datexgfiry, approval to extract coal
being in December 2020, the Mount Pleasant coat msimnlikely to commercially
be viable. The additional six years would allowfisient time for MACH Energy to
make a return on its investment and consider apty &pr a new state significant
development application.

MACH estimates that the extended six year periodldvaccount for coal royalties
over this extended six year period exceeding $3#ilom The additional six years
would also provide continued employment of appratiety 380 operational workers
and temporary employment of up to 350 construatiorkers in which in turn
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generally — sorry — greatly assist and increasetio@omic viability and business
opportunities for a waning Muswellbrook communityis evident that the New
South Wales Department of Planning is satisfiedl ttie proposal application would
provide significant socioeconomic benefits to Mublareok and the local region and
the wider community of the state through the cardthemployment of staff and
generation of coal royalties over the extended/sat period.

The New South Wales Department of Planning alssidens that the proposed
modification is unlikely to significantly impact surrounding industries above and
beyond what has already been approved. Muswellvéen’s Shed strongly
believes that Muswellbrook has experienced a najdrsignificant
sociodemographic and economic downturn in recemggj resulting in the district to
become somewhat isolated and without certain keynlegs stakeholders and
infrastructure to maintain an economic balancetdube declining uncertainty of
new mining and agricultural industries. The mestisd in Muswellbrook is the only
male-specific organisation that local and distmen can attend to and be part of the
camaraderieship, learning and sharing, companipnakiwell as personal
development referrals and skill-based trainingn #bout to quote an extract of an
article, published by Fairfax Media, on 11 Marcls tyear.

The Newcastle University lead economist, Dr AntB#élarecently reported
that the mining-reliant rural town of Muswellbroékces the most
disadvantaged in the Hunter region, and sits atitbttom 30 per cent of all
local government areas in Australia. Dr Bell repeat that data received from
the index of relative socioeconomic disadvantagevsiviuswellbrook on a
steady decline in local government area rankingnslis data released by the
Hunter Research Foundation Centre clearly showstalre increase in the
relative disadvantage over the past five yeardjuswellbrook. Dr Bell
continued to report that the ..... of the minindustry boom in 2013 losses,
redundancies and forced retirements in manufacguare among the factors,
which clearly shows that disadvantage impacts onesme’s health and
wellbeing.

We are aware of the remaining objections agairesptbposed that MOD 3
extension of life for MACH Energy — that it exceetle threshold of 25, in
accordance with the sections of the Act and theypohand that they obviously must
consider the objections, as well as the suppo#girgnissions in accordance with the
Act and changes in March, when Bengalla and MACIHdrBy resolved and settled
their objections. There’s a number of objectivethe Act, which we would like to
clarify, and | will tender that in my final submisa. We strongly agree that the
matters raised in support of MACH Energy’s MOD Bbeing employment
opportunities. In conclusion, as | have previowstgted, we support the application,
as the sponsorship from the mining community, tolwarur organisation, is vital and
important to maintain our viability as a charitabkganisation within the
Muswellbrook community. Muswellbrook Men’s Shedantiusts that the New
South Wales Independent Planning Commission giveuiable and general
consideration to our supporting submission, ircégacity as the final authority in
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allowing this MOD 3 application to proceed. Thamk, commissioners, and | will
hand our final submissions to you ..... the page.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, David. Kevin Taggart.

MR T. MILLER: Kevin is not here. Am | able toesgk on his behalf? I'm one of
the ..... the Taggart line.

MR COUTTS: Sorry?

MR MILLER: |am a Taggart family member of the Waarua - - -
MR COUTTS: Is Kevin not coming?

MR MILLER: Kevinis my ..... no. He’s not. Hetaught up.

MR COUTTS: Yes.

MR MILLER: But-no. | have nothing prepared} hat — | do ask that there’s —
listening to what people have been talking abd water pollution that can come
from the mine — in 2015 and 2016 we suffered twgoma.. storms in the Hunter
Valley and it caused a lot of flooding, so yourdstwn the one in 100 plan of — the
flood plan should be downgraded to maybe one inrsone in 25 a year, instead of
one in 100, to allow for the flood planning to rgéte the water that can come from
the mines and go into the river. It is one of thel also — it's hard for me because,
as a businessperson myself, that the communitysribedextension of the mine to
make sure that the community can be viable wittasniag employment and — sorry.

| don't have ..... who is in the community to makee there’s employment to keep
the community living there and prosper, but | ask that the mine — it's not owned
by a local person. It's owned by a foreign entiitst doesn’t live in Muswellbrook,
and the concerns of the people here, in Muswellgrfow their health and the
cultural heritage of the Aboriginal people — we \eblike to try and protect and
conserve it — is that the mine will go ahead, pbijaano matter what is said here, but
| ask for, on behalf of the Aboriginal people o ttWonnarua Nation area, that the
mine does show respect to the Aboriginal peoplethedommunity of the
Muswellbrook area, and just to — yes. Show respadause | believe there’s,
probably, a lot of promises but not a lot of resgedhe community that is here.
And my .....

MR COUTTS: Okay. For the record, can you givg/oigr name?
MR MILLER: Sorry. Tim Miller is my name.
MR COUTTS: Tim Miller?

MR MILLER: Tim Miller. Yes.
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MR COUTTS: Okay. Thanks, Tim.
MR MILLER: Okay.
MR COUTTS: Okay. Bev Atkinson? Or ..... can you

MS B. ATKINSON: Is that clear? Thank you. Tharu, commissioners, for this
opportunity. I'm Beverley Atkinson, from Scone, s is 29 k north. | ask that any
extension be refused. Things have changed frogedfs back. The impacts from
new mines have stacked up, forcing better reguiatibese days. No mining should
be continued under the old regulations, let alotiereled. In Scone, we smell the
mines now. Sulphur, on the morning air. We se# dast sticking to our

paintwork, as things are. Our sunsets are sédr@r than Muswellbrook’s are, but
we don’t want its high dust levels. We know abitsihealth problems. Air
monitoring is now needed beyond Scone and up.ithe Hunter Valley looks
devastated now. It horrifies visitors.

As | understand, a later extension of this mine ldl@ventually crash through, into
the Upper Valley, across Castle Rock ..... Bridgdge clearly seen from Scone and
beyond. This application looks, to me, like anrggre angling for just that.
Muswellbrook’s ugly new scar is seen from the rdhd,vale, and at the Big W
carpark. Have you been there? It's appalling. NAke it for taking the natural
hillside, which no rehabilitation will replace. dptit right there. It's shocking to all
who see it. There is a beautiful, world-class \wmenpoint on Castle Rock Road.
But for this mine, tourists and locals might enjtsybeauty, discover the mysterious
Castle Rock and nourish tourism venture and heaithgloyment into a sustainable
future for here. Mine rehabilitation makes bigila but misses the point. | saw one
site recently, not large, but well-located to hediorrific ..... from the railway and it
had a smoke plume erupting from it.

Too much natural and built heritage lies behindemin. holding the stories of local
society over millennia. Digging it out is culturaurder, the crushing of human
meaning. For what? A 2014 heritage report, | Heere, had items for retention, but
they have been demolished. So how can the applicamestroying it ask for more
permission? | ask permission as to investigatbegitage processes to date. Coal
miners have driven financial dependence in Huntdley towns. Emptied districts
set up a two-tier economy. They take the tradlemjinate career training. They
disrupt family life with unholy shift hours in ..they make our roads unsafe and
workers sick. We want them out. The top jobscerseas — truck design,
manufacturing etcetera. Back here, in ..... iesalarge salaries to induce variously
skilled people to drive machines, destroying thaceeland, history and livelihoods
of their fellow countrymen. This is shameful arefrbralising.

For all our children, long-term, we need the Upyalley to stay intact, and Mount
Pleasant to remain natural and beautiful. Statondjg here was a mistake.
Continuing would be disastrous for us here, andHerplanet. Definitely no, to any
extension of the mining. Thank you.
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MR COUTTS: Thanks, Bev. Michael Kelly, for theustvellbrook Chamber of
Commerce and Industry. You've got 10 minutes, Maih

MR M. KELLY: Good morning, Commissioners. | wddike to acknowledge the
traditional owners of the land that we meet on yogarticularly the Kamilaroi and
Wanaruah people, and pay my respects to theirsefmhst, present and future. On
behalf of our members and the Muswellbrook busigessmunity, | thank you for
the opportunity to address this meeting. In Jast year, the chamber made a
submission to the Department of Planning and Enwirent supporting the Mount
Pleasant Mod 3 application and our position haschahged. We note the
Commission’s request for today’s presentationsetonore than a restatement of
earlier submissions and we’re happy to comply.

Since July last year, we have had the benefit tfegising the substantial progress
made with the construction of infrastructure atMmunt Pleasant site and the
commencement of mining operations. We have alddtmaopportunity to
experience the social and economic impacts anditeflewing from the project to
our local economy. Today, | would like to touchsmme of those impacts. Several
years ago, in the aftermath of the mining downtidoswellbrook had almost 300
empty houses, depressed property values and slmvoruc activity.

Since the return of coal prices to sustainablel¢esed the commencement of works
at Mount Pleasant, we have seen a substantiat upttie local economy. Today,
stock of property for sale is back to normal leweith increased values, hotels and
motels are experiencing high occupancy rates, tasdsery difficult to find a rental
property in Muswellbrook. There are a number ofdes influencing the market but
the Mount Pleasant project has had a considerabiilcution. With MACH

Energy Australia investing almost $600 million, iiadas got to be a substantial
spinoff for the local region.

Employment on site of over 250 people now and tsgect of an ongoing
workforce of 380 operational workers, plus up t@ gart-time construction workers,
is only the tip of the iceberg. When one looka atultiplier of two to one, or
perhaps three to one, we expect the employmentangpa excess of 1000 jobs. In
addition to the jobs created, MACH Energy has c¢buated and continued the
tradition of community contributions establishedtbg previous owners, Coal and
Allied.

In 2018, MACH has reported that they have maderitrtions to 20 community-
based organisations in Muswellbrook, Aberdeen aexnan. These include
education, sporting and not-for-profit organisaii@md the total contribution so far
is $300,000. MACH have advised that this figuré increase to more than
$400,000 in the 2019/2020 financial year. The dhemvelcomes this commitment
and encourages MACH Energy to formalise sponsotipements with
community groups to ensure certainty for the liféhis modification period and the
ultimate life of the mine.
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The chamber notes that MACH Energy has been maadgwill continue to make
substantial contributions to Muswellbrook Shire @alunder voluntary planning
agreements for roads, environmental management@nchunity services. To date,
these contributions total over $1.3 million. Thember agrees with the DPEs
recommendations for acceptance of the existingitiond of consent, as well as
some of the additional conditions to address cticgoumstances. In particular, we
support the recommendation that MACH make contidimst to the upgrade and
maintenance of Thomas Mitchell Drive as referenoetie DPE assessment, section
5.6, table 2. This condition would be similar émrhs to conditions in the ..... sense
that require proportionate contributions from othenes.

MACH Energy has established close contact withdhal businesses through the
chamber and through other networks. The chamlzehbsted several functions
where local businesses are informed of the praletils with opportunities to
supply goods and services to MACH and its contracod subcontractors.
Business benefits have flowed to local suppliersaoicrete, signage, water cartage,
steel and hardware, fuel, crane equipment hiratipg, catering, uniforms,
surveying, plumbing and drainage, promotional mal&erweb development, IT
support and others. These are some of the diesdfits to local businesses.

In addition, of course, there are the indirect hignéhat flow to the retail,
professional services, hospitality and tourisma@mscthat see the positive impacts of
the increased workforce and resident populatiome dhamber welcomes these
economic inputs and is confident that MACH Energg &s contractors will
continue to utilise local labour and local sup@iemerever possible through the
entire life of the mine. The DPE assessment sthtds

The Department is satisfied that the proposed radibn would provide
significant socioeconomic benefits for the locajiom and the wider
community of New South Wales through the contieoggloyment of staff and
generation of coal royalties over the extendedysiar period. The Department
considers that the proposed modification is unjikel significantly impact on
surrounding industries above and beyond what isadly approved. However,
it also acknowledges that the extending of thedlifdne consent would prolong
the period of approved impacts.

The chamber agrees with this and would add thag¢xkended six-year period would
also give MACH Energy and all interested partiesdpportunity to monitor the
performance of the operation as it goes into ftdidoiction. It also allows time for
the development of a proposal or the full recowarthe resource with conditions
consistent with current approval requirements. dhember is hopeful that all
stakeholders in this process will grasp the oppotyuo work gladly ..... there is
ample evidence of our very diverse region becorewen more diverse, with much
work being done on alternative productive useebébilitated land, new energy
industries, intensive agriculture and expansioadafcation institutions and their
capability.
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There is also ample evidence over decades of divedsistries co-existing and, in
recent times, working together for the common golodthe Upper Hunter, the
mining industry has encouraged other industriesgame beyond regulatory
requirements to support diversity in our regiorhisiprocess will take decades to
establish and develop alternative industries thiswstain the population that the
mining industry has fostered. MACH Energy is pHrthis process and has
continued to indicate its intentions to continug@éoticipate.

In conclusion, | would add that the chamber isomdy interested in dollar and cents.
Our members — and there are 140 of them currerdghg-part of the community and
are mindful of the need to have sustainable empémyrfor ourselves and our
children. Local families are largely reliant onmmg to sustain their way of life,
either directly or indirectly. The Mount Pleasanbject has become part of the local
community and we support its continuation. Thaal.y

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Michael.
MR KELLY: | have copies.

MR COUTTS: Just give them ..... Patricia HansslarPatricia here? No. Shane
Davey.

MR S. DAVEY: Good morning.
MR COUTTS: Thanks for that.

MR DAVEY: | would like to begin by acknowledgirtge traditional owners of the
land on which we meet today. | would also likgoty my respects to elders past and
present. My name is Shane Davey. I'm a locabesdiin support of this proposal.
To the panel, | thank you for the opportunity tegent today and provide my
submission, and today opportunity is what | wislliszuss. So often it is the
generalised argument of those either opposed tonghor those pro that the
foresight for additional opportunities that exist averlooked. We are here today
not to discuss and submit generalised mining subons either for or against, but
have this case assessed individually on its m&here are many generalised things
that could, that have, and that will be discusigaljgh we must be focused
primarily on this as an individual case — on thdividual case that it is, the MACH
Energy Mount Pleasant extension.

| take into account what has been said, of codins¢,on an individual case, Mount
Pleasant is a greenfield site that is making eeéigrt to ensure best practice is
adhered to during construction and operation, ¢kery from engaging with
stakeholders right through to advancements in iiétadion, they’ve not only
focused on returning the mined land to natural $aage, but engaging community
stakeholders in the opportunities that exist al@egand beyond the life of the mine.
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Please do not take that as a cliché we’re goingtton the land to how it was only
statement. | speak as a community member who déh$hie benefit of being
engaged continually with MACH Energy about the esdlopportunity that such a
mine could have post and parallel to mining, ardebonomical benefits that this
mine could possess beyond mining. | see this nas@reviously many decades ago,
mining regulation was not as strict as it is irstburrent time. In times past, there
were many loopholes and the rehabilitated landweagjiven as much emphasis as it
is today. Mount Pleasant is striving to develap thine to the best possible current
practice, and that is a great opportunity.

Today the IPC has the unique opportunity to engeteMACH Energy and take
mining into a new era. Now, of course, there Wélhurdles and without doubt
barriers that need to be addressed, but that's wédtave regulatory powers for, to
oversee these, to enforce these. On a case-bscasario, MACH Energy has
demonstrated that they've already progressed whhbilitation, site management,
and the willingness to be flexible and open to camity needs. The economical
advantages to the local area far extend thoseedditiployees themselves, and the
BPA money that council receives. It extends tdtadl not-for-profit organisations
that have been assisted by MACH. Local businesseare supported both
indirectly and directly.

When it comes to air quality, yes, we should beénigkecessary steps to implement
best possible air quality figures, but does thimiépunishing the new kids on the
block? In the construction of a mine, the neeldganore vigilant in monitoring
noise and dust is imperative, hence why on dryh ignd days, MACH Energy
enforces a stop work. As | am informed, stakelrsldee notified of this. Maybe
this process might need to be widely communicatddybe that is something that
could be improved. As we all know, there is alweaysm for improvement.

Let’s judge this on a case-by-case basis and loothE best possible outcome as it
should be, not as an opportunity — the opportunitye on one side of the fence or
the other. The opportunities that this new inniweainine has and will provide for
so many from diverse backgrounds are considerdldpeak in support of all
industry owners and workers and ask that the oppitigs can continue and that this
mod 3 application be judged on its merit, and hat bf a holistic mining attack, and
we move forward with new methods of approval arertbw opportunities that are
in front of us. Thank you.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Shane. Henry Field? We'lldna after Henry we’ll have
— we'll take a break, so — Henry, you've got 10 ut@s.

MR B. SLADE: It's actually Bruce Slade.
MR COUTTS: Bruce? You're speaking on behalf - -

MR SLADE: Speaking on behalf of - - -
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MR COUTTS: Bruce Lane, was it?
MR SLADE: Bruce Slade.
MR COUTTS: Slade. Thank you, Bruce.

MR SLADE: Good morning. First of all, | appreigahe opportunity to address the
Commission on the Mount Pleasant modification minjéMly name is Bruce Slade.
I’'m general manager of the Newgate Group and I'me heday representing the
Newgate owners and our managing director HenrydFieho could not be here
today. Henry founded Newgate in 2010 when he tbdgakefield Stud, a 250-acre
property to start a brood mare agistment businBigsvgate got its first stallion
Foxwedge at Wakefield in 2012. By way of backgmhurdenry Field is from a
family steeped in thoroughbred tradition, and he led the benefit of learning from
some of the very best in the industry, includingy&¥aterhouse and Coolmore’s
John Magnier. Henry participated in the Darleyiaugural Flying Start course,
which can only be described as the best thoroughfdiRA in the world.

The two-year Flying Start course had the best a@ducand training Henry could
have received in our industry. Following the Flyi&tart course, Henry worked at
the Camas Park Stud in Tipperary and headed ov@odtmore’s Ashford Stud in
Kentucky before returning to Australia to take &ipion with Coolmore Australia at
their ..... base as bloodstock and nominations gemand then as yearling manager.
I mention this background because this experiendesaposure gave Henry
exposure to the industry here and abroad, andtemate knowledge of what it takes
to establish a respected and successful stallrom féan 2013, Newgate purchased
one of the finest properties in the Hunter Vallig historic Brooklyn Lodge Stud,
which had already produced Golden Slipper winndessic winners and cup
winners.

Today, the Newgate operation encompasses 19,088 atprime Hunter Valley

land and is based on a sound foundation of quiallitydstock and people. We
employ around 45 people on a full-time basis, &iglihcreases to close to 60 during
the breeding season. Newgate stands 13 stallibns/e/covered over 17,000 mares
last season. These stallions have an estimated iraexcess of $70 million. The
extraordinary growth of the Newgate business indkeeight years is based on the
willingness of the owners to invest in the Huntedl¥y and the confidence that the
stallion and brood mare owners have in both Newgatethe Hunter Valley.

| can tell you that this confidence has been ercdealy time a new mine is
approved, and the mines move closer and closarrtoeration. The thousands of
brood mare owners do not want and will not acceptrig their valuable bloodstock
exposed to the outcomes that come with coal mirsagh as dust, visual
degradation, water, etcetera. If this mine anermsthke it go ahead this close to the
Upper Hunter Horse Stud, there is a huge risk tineeos will take their horses
elsewhere. The flow-on effect of this would beasatophic for this area and to all
horse operations and support businesses.
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The experience obtained by Henry and our team, ramyrom have worked in this
industry for a significant period of time, tells th&t mining and thoroughbred
reading cannot coexist in close proximity. Theg e antithesis of each other in all
respects. Tipperary, Kentucky, Newmarket and theranajor thoroughbred
breeding areas in the world prize and protect tt@iroughbred breeding industry. It
confounds me why the industry in the Hunter Valiich is considered as one of
the best in the world is continually put at riskdnal mining and it's not protected.
The Mount Pleasant modification is another exaropkhis.

We object to the Mount Pleasant modification arguest that the Commission
reject the proposal as it does not reflect todag\dronmental standards, government
policies and community expectation. It does nbecethe real world as we see and
experience it here in the Upper Hunter, and it ddave a significant impact on our
business. No mining has taken place on the Molaatsnt site since the DA was
granted in 1999, some 19 years ago. ltis cledrttite environmental impacts and
obligations that were assessed at that time wiéle@nanged significantly in the
intervening period. Since 1999, new mines havaeger expanded in the area,
such as Mangoola, Bengalla and Mount Arthur. Tlmawative impacts of all these
changes have never been adequately assessedeadtdntier is now at a tipping
point.

We are a product of previous bad decisions thahdtdespect or protect the
community’s right and wellbeing, not to mention @mvironment, land and water.

If this mine proceeds, the operations would resuitoth noise and air quality
exceedances. Our water security would also batnsgk, and the destruction to the
area’s visual amenity will turn off future invessaand tourists. We need certainty so
we can invest and grow our business with confider@er industry is responsible

for the employment of nearly 6000 people in thgioa, and over half a billion

dollars in value is added to the regional econoxgyryeyear.

We are seriously concerned with the negative effething is having on our ability
to attract and secure further investment in theoreglt is common knowledge in our
region that the uncertainty associated with theseng applications is driving
investment away. Over 20 years of inaction — soAiter 20 years of inaction, it is
just wrong to think that this mine could now proded he government needs to end
the land use conflict in the Hunter by protecting and, water and agricultural
industries. We implore you to reject this modifioa. Thank you.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Bruce. We might take a 10uterbreak, and we’ll resume
at 11.30. Thank you.

ADJOURNED [11.20 am]
RESUMED [11.33 am]
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MR COUTTS: Ladies and gentlemen, we might getextia so if you can kindly
take your seats, please, and we might get under@awn. | ask Councillor Kiwa
Fisher. Yes. Thanks, Kiwa. You've got 15 minutes

CR K. FISHER: Great. Thank you. Well, good miga Thank you for the
opportunity to comment on the proposal by MACH Ejyeior the Mount Pleasant
modification 3. The Upper Hunter Shire Council maWledges that the Mount
Pleasant mining area lease is located wholly withenboundary of the adjoining
Muswellbrook Shire. However, we feel compelledhighlight again the cumulative
impacts of coal mining which extend at a regiomralles beyond the boundary of this
and other mining operations within the Muswellbr@ikire. Further, as the project
butts right up to the boundary fence, residentsunfshire, particularly in the
neighbouring township of Aberdeen ..... locatechamestern-facing slope will see it,
hear it, breathe it and be impacted by it.

Council have three main areas of concern in reddtathis application: that the
cumulative impacts of coal mining are not beingsidered, particularly in relation
to projects being developed around Aberdeen; tthaiproject’s development
consent is from a bygone and far laxer era whidsdwmt reflect the considerable
evolution of the environmental planning assessmeitess that has taken place
since consent was granted; and, thirdly, thaptbposed changes sought under
section 75W of the Environmental Planning and Assesit Act amount to much
more than a modification and warrant careful comsition as to whether section
75W is the appropriate avenue for assessing tipkcagion.

So cumulative impacts. Mount Pleasant is one r@fetlopen cut coal mining projects
being actively pursued by the proponents. Propbish neighbour one another and
which are all in close proximity to Aberdeen. Tdthers being ldemitsu misnomer
West Muswellbrook project, a 15 megatonne per antwwrpit operation that has
been granted a conditional gateway certificateAmstralian Pacific Coal’s
Dartbrook project which has recently lodged an pfibn to recommence
underground mining while simultaneously progressingpopen cut application.
Despite numerous promises by State Government sfrgdes and political
persuasions, there is still no cumulative impaseasment methodology. Quite
simply, it has been placed in the too-hard basket.

For many residents of the Upper Hunter, that isqunadly worrying and represents
an abrogation of duty by our state peers. Bectheseesult is that mining
applications are to this day still being assessathiad hoc manner on a case-by-case
basis, even while the Upper Hunter Air Quality Netkwvshows that the annual
PM2.5 benchmark has been exceeded every singlenythas town, Muswellbrook.
Council can give a small amount of credit to AusaraPacific Coal and their
advisors, who are sitting behind me, who have @irtair quality assessment for the
Dartbrook underground modification, a document thas put on public exhibition
just last week, they’ve actually looked and modetlee cumulative impact of their
own proposed underground operation together withNtount Pleasant proposal.
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They found that the lowest predicted annual mia@ogper cubic metre of any of the
85 listed sensitive receptors will be 7.7 againgng of eight. The lowest was 7.7
against a permitted maximum level of eight. So wbgs council give only a small
amount of credit to Australian Pacific for doingstimodelling? Well, quite simply,
because they have not included any modelling doatheir other neighbour, the
West Muswellbrook project. The people developimg tivo-pit open cut mining —
open cut mine producing 15 megatonnes of coal gar gperating 24/7 363 days a
year. So what additional impacts will that mineéfa

Council notes that 77 other submissions as waua®wn raise the issue of
cumulative impacts. And the department’s environnassessment report states:

Cumulative impacts are considered in the relevabtsctions of section 5.

In the relevant section titled Updated Air Quakgedictions, the department’s
evaluation concentrates solely on specific receive@commends that three receivers
be granted acquisition rights and completely igadhe wider community that is
already suffering PM2.5 exceedances. Cumulatiymacts are simply not being
assessed.

Aging consent. The consent relied upon by the gmept was granted in December
1999, many years ago. Personally, | had justedrivom the States where Bill
Clinton was still the president. Since those d#ys,assessment of mining projects
has evolved considerably and numerous changesie@remade both to the EP&A
Act and the mining ..... even since the first miodifion was granted to this proposal
in 2011, further changes have been made. Thosgebkavere not purely concerned
with environmental and associated health issudsrei They also cover and update
the economic assessment of projects, as wellasltdeen well noted that the
application being considered includes no assessofiéisteconomic impacts.

How can the panel adequately assess the economacisof the application under
section 79C and determine whether the ..... prap®sa the benefit of the public
and in their interests. A cost benefit analysisy cannot be done. We note that
the Department of Planning’s 2015 guidelines feréhonomic assessment of
mining and coal seam gas proposals states thattreomic assessment is just one
part of the broader EIS. However, it is a widebsed tool for deciding between
alternative development options. It is intendedltow decision makers to consider
trade-offs and decide whether the community isebett worse off as a result of the
proposal. It should be based on rigorous, tramspand accountable evidence that
Is open to scrutiny. Well, in this case, it isnfthe proposal has avoided it entirely.

In addition to the regulatory and assessment frasnlewhe area surrounding the
mine has also changed dramatically since the @igipproval in 1999. With over
60 million tonnes of coal now approved to be miaadually by the three other large
scale open cut mines that are in close proximitjéoMount Pleasant project:
Mangoola, Mount Arthur and Bengalla. Mangoola wiaswen on the drawing
board, Mount Arthur was further south at Bayswatdrthink, and Bengalla was just
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getting into stride. All three are now in full phaction. It is a very different
landscape.

Council has formed a view, therefore, that the ggionsent is particularly
problematic and respectfully submit that proponshisuld, for their own benefit and
for that of the community, be made to progresstioposal via a new development
consent under the terms of the EP&A Act as it qufyestands with a full and
thorough environmental impact statement, togethtr avfull economic assessment.
Now, the third area concerned was modificationagiiaal transformation. The
validity of the application being considered ungection 75W has been widely
questioned. And council is concerned that this,nmajeed, be inappropriate and
that the consideration of the application remapeoto legal challenge. These
concerns fall under three main headings: the talesof mining, the amount of coal
to be mined and the physical differences betweerntvilo projects in mining method,
mining area and final landform.

In timescale, the original consent for mining — i@smining to cease in 2020. This
application seeks a further six years of miningnisTs a fundamental change to the
mine’s lifespan, particularly as mining operatioever actually commenced. The
consent granted to modification 1 in 2011 containeduch extension. Although, an
extension was considered, apparently, during teesssnent, it did not survive
through the approval process. Further, modificefigranted just last year sought
no extension. The time limit has remained constadtcan, therefore, be considered
to be intrinsic to and an underlying and essep@al of the original approval.

The amount of coal to be mined. Obviously, thaisicantly reduced lifespan of the
mine significantly curtails the amount of produoatcan be recovered from it and
might have a radical impact on any cost-benefitysms had one been done. The
original consent allowed the extraction of neai® 2nillion tonnes. The current
proposal would recover less than a third of thabamh of coal, with a maximum of
around 63 million tonnes of product coal to be jet.

There are a multitude of other physical differenc@#hilst the deletion of the north
grid will reduce the mine’s visual impact on thevtship and residents of Aberdeen,
this does mark a radical difference to the projeatd, furthermore, the respite for
Aberdeen is likely to be only temporary with theponent already foreshadowing a
State Significant Development application withie tiext two years. The final
landform, which may or may not be the actual flaaldform, depending on that SSD
development application, is also radically differeas is the removal of a drag —
draglines, etcetera, etcetera. And further tottinete are, of course, more radical
changes being considered in modification 4, whichdw being considered.

So, in conclusion, council remains highly concertied the cumulative impacts of
mining are not being considered. Indeed, theyaneg ignored. We have ongoing
concerns for the outdated and effectively obsadeitginal consent and yet more
concerns as to whether this application constitatesdification at all, or whether it
could be better described as a radical transfoomatiVe feel that for the good of the
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project in its entirety, for the good of the comntymand for the benefit of wider
faith in the assessment process, this project drsmek a new development consent
and be subjected to a full, proper and rigorousrenmnental planning assessment
process. Finally, council also calls, yet agamm,the oft promised but never
delivered cumulative impact assessment methodoldfpw South Wales needs it
and Aberdeen is really going to need it.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Kiwa. Alastair Pulford. 10nutes, Alastair.

MR A. PULFORD: Good morning. Well, good aftermp@€ommissioners. No.
Good morning, Commissioners. My name is Alastaifd?d. I'm the head of sales
for Darley, which is the stallion division of Gogdiin in Australia. I've been
involved in the thoroughbred industry in Austrdta 31 years and a further seven
prior to that in Southern Africa. | have livedthre Hunter Valley for 15 years,
having moved here to join Godolphin in 2003. As yoay know, Godolphin is one
of the two largest thoroughbred breeding and racorgpanies in the world. We
have studs in England, Ireland, America, Japanhane in Australia. And our
Australian division is the largest within the comga We are very important, not
only to our principal, Sheikh Mohammed, but alse émtire racing industry in
Australia.

We stand the largest number of commercial stalliorsustralia and, indeed, in the
world. Our market share is such that our stalliomger approximately 12 per cent of
the entire Australian thoroughbred herd. Kelvies®lour original property. Its
primary reason for being is to house our elitdista. It is just outside Aberdeen,
about four kilometres to the east. We have thiditiathere to stand 18 stallions. On
average, we stand 15 stallions a year. This yeawyill stand 13. The property was
developed from 2003 when we bought it into a wathss stallion facility. As well
as housing our stallions, we use the propertydoelnorse training, spelling,
rehabilitation and educating yearlings.

Other studs have followed our lead. So now withsmall triangle with sides
measuring, from Kelvinside, seven kilometres easRouchel Road to Segenhoe
Stud, 10 kilometres north to Arrowfield, that'stas crow flies, and 13 kilometres
back. A small triangle and you've four of the sigjor stallion farms in Australia:
ourselves, Newgate who were represented beforerydtud and Arrowfield Stud.
It is an amazing concentration of elite horse priypeOur stallions at Aberdeen are
visited by 1500 mares each season, approximaidigse mares are located at
various boarding farms within the local area, galgrwithin a 45 minute drive or
less.

Kelvinside is one of a kind in New South Waleshattit is the only major stallion
facility in the state that does not also houselamopdmares. Our business models
have always been that mares walk on from speclaisidmare farms. Many of the
local broodmare farms started up or expanded attemception in 2003. It is not
farfetched to say they exist because of us. Everma@n mares travel to and from
our Woodlands Farm near Denman. Kelvinside issbopfront, our client interface.
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It is where we showcase our operation and ournigtall In any one year, we host
thousands of clients, visitors, racing fans andistst We keep it in pristine order
because we are always on show.

At any day, at any racecourse in Australia and $e@s, many winning racehorses
will be the progeny of Darley stallions. Similarbt any auction house in Australia,
the majority of premier bloodstock commanding tighbst prices will be bred,
borne or raised in the Hunter Valley. Again, andigant proportion of those, above
10 per cent, will be the progeny of Darley stalforThe world’s best racehorse,
Winx, was conceived at Kelvinside and raised is trea. Her mother now lives just
down the road at Segenhoe Stud. As a pivotal playthe Hunter’'s acclaimed and
internationally recognised thoroughbred breedimygtry, we are very concerned
about the proximity and absolute incompatibilitytlé Mount Pleasant proposed
open coal cut mine to our operations, and the tislkair reputation, our business
model, our future, and that of the communities tamailies that live and raise their
children on and around their farm.

Our industry is based on the strength and perfocamanh our stallions. They attract
brood mare investors at brood mare farms and aankt@f equine support industry.
Our industry is based on a clean, green, serengem@pen cut mining portrays the
exact opposite of every person’s mental pictura bbrse breeding area. We are
extremely vulnerable to the threats posed by mimngose proximity, particularly
where there are real or ..... threats of impactust, noise, depletion of water
resources or quality, diminution of our landscapé gisual amenity. As a member
of the Hunter community for 15 years, the prospéen open cut coal mine at the
Mount Pleasant site was considered a negligiblsipibisy. I've driven past the site
countless times in my work.

For some 17 years, | believe, post the originabtigyment consent, no substantial
work and no mining had occurred on the site. Namrggful investment was made
by the holder of the consent. No jobs were creatéa coal was produced or
transported to market. No economic benefits flolwack to the state, the
community or to the region. Any reasonable pemsounld have assumed that given
the substantial passage of time, the then-own&isdlination to develop the mine
as well as the substantial changes in that 17 yelasmiges such as the development
of our own industry in the Hunter, of other mineschanges to government policy,
of environmental standards and of community expiects, you’'d expect an open
cut coal mine on this site so close to the town&lz#rdeen and Muswellbrook and
the heart of the thoroughbred industry would notcped.

But here we are, arguing the merits of the modificaproposal that differs so
radically from the original proposal that it sholld recognised as a new proposal
and be assessed from scratch in accordance witbraporary environmental and
community standards and government policy. Thesges will be expanded upon
and developed in the written submission. Othersemgaalified than | have and will
speak to you on the merits of this proposal. F@waolphin’s perspective, it is not
acceptable to have an open cut coal mine so abodeettowns of Aberdeen and
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Muswellbrook on which a proper assessment — which proper assessment will
also hold significant risk to our industry.

It is not acceptable to place the future and rejmutaf the Hunter’s thoroughbred
breeding in jeopardy once again. It is not acdaptto be perpetually confronting
uncertainty and land use conflict from the increg®ncroachment of coal mining.
It is not acceptable to place at risk the commusinelfare and wellbeing and
diminish our air quality and water sources or dgstur cultural landscape. It is not
acceptable to consider any application for what isffect a new mine without any
semblance of a cost-benefit analysis, assessméme abntemporary environment
and consideration of the principles of ecologicallgtainable development as
required by the Act.

All previous Planning Assessment Commissions irheyton South Open Cut
application have (1) recognised the importanceemmhomic significance of the
Hunter’s thoroughbred breeding industry, and thvetail role that Godolphin plays
in it; (2) acknowledge the risk to the fragmeratof the industry should the
industry’s key players be forced out; (3) recogritse importance of the economic
diversity to the Hunter region; and (4) called tioe protection of the industry
through buffers, zones or preservation measures.stvéngly submit the
Commission in its consideration should consider pnodect the legitimate rights of
the residents and the agricultural industries efilpper Hunter and reject this
modification, given the inadequacies of the matdxédiore it. Thank you.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Alastair. Max Strachan?

MR M. STRACHAN: Good morning. I'd just like take the opportunity to say
thank you for having me here to speak on behafwhps and Pipeline Services.
We are involved in the mining industry directly WMACH Energy and the Mount
Pleasant Project. We’'re here to support the moBr&f company overview. We're
full-time employers of 27 staff members, 23 of whare local rate-paying people
living in Muswellbrook. This equates to over $2limnh worth of wages and salaries
being paid back into the local economy, and theftm effect of that to local
vendors and service providers is extremely luceatovlocal businesses and
individuals. Throughout the construction phas¢éhefMount Pleasant operation,
we’ve been able to make purchase of an additids@0 ®00 worth of equipment,
requirements of additional staff, more vehicles] #re flow-on effects once again to
other service providers and local businesses has linege.

I will keep this relatively short. Moving forwarthough, the construction allows for
our business to experience a level of accelerataty which we hadn’t seen
before, and whilst ongoing requirements for operetiof mining and coal pricing
gives the PPS team long-term sustainability fot ¢mawth. So we plan to be here in
the next 20 years. It's been operational now ifonsonths, so we need to move
forward with that. We do appreciate what that doeshe community. We also put
as much back into the community as we can. Wesspd¥ local sports teams,
multiple men’s health, various things like thatddnhink we’ve got a hundred per
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cent support from all of my colleagues within opemation for the mod 3. So thanks
for your time.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Max. Michael White.

MR M. WHITE: Thank you, Mr Chairman. First upyrmresentation is going to be
12 slides which will be on the screen here, arldéltalking to those slides, so if
anybody wanted to get in a position where theyssmthat better, please do so. And
..... going to ..... as we go ..... Good morninggnissioners. My name is Michael
White. I'm a local landowner. My farm is locatadproximately 10 kilometres west
of this project and we’ve lived there for 16 yearsam also a mining engineer with
more than 25 years experience in technical andatipaal roles both here in
Australia and internationally for major mining coampes. | have 14 years
experience in the open cut coal industry in Quesrshnd New South Wales, and
for eight of these years | was responsible fortimming of Mount Arthur Coal, a
very large open cut mine here, using the samed§/paning equipment as described
at this project. | have provided consulting adw@@IPPA on this project, and | do
run a consulting business as well. Slide, please.

| have identified two key issues in my review akthssessment. Number 1, there is
an underestimation in the amount of mining equipmequired to meet the mine
production schedule. The additional equipmentireguvill produce more noise

and more dust, and is not included in the curremmitoring. Issue number 2,
changing the operating strategy for the deposiicthe coal fines reject will result

in poor environmental and visual amenity outcona@sl, in my opinion is
inconsistent with the current approval. Next slide

Noise and dust modelling has been conducted by MACHe environmental
assessment for three years selected from the Mtlaasant production schedule
meant to represent worst-case scenarios for therggon of noise and dust. These
are years 2018, 2021 and 2025. The annual wasterodumes here are shown to be
shifted and the excavator’s schedule to shift thaterial are also shown. This
information is drawn from the environmental assesgndocument itself. New slide,
please.

The new — let’s look in detail at 2021. 31.28 millbank cubic metres, or BCMs as
we call them, are scheduled to be moved by twoed@@vators and one smaller
Hitachi EX3600. In my experience, the 996 excavatd produce eight to 10
million BCMs per year. Two of these excavatord wibduce 16 to 20 million
BCMs per year. The smaller EX3600, four to fivdliom BCMs per year. All
together, these three excavators in my view waldoice 20 to 25 million BCMs.
That is an estimated shortfall in 2021 of betwagrasd 11 million bank cubic
metres. This deficit of 19 to 35 per cent is ayvagnificant amount, and | will
describe the consequences for you. Firstly, tatlsabout factors which determine
an excavator’s annual output and why Mount Pleasacdvators will not achieve
global benchmark production levels. When we’reklng at the typical output for an
excavator, we start with the number of calendarfiawear, 8760. We remove
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unscheduled time, which in the Valley is typicallifristmas Day and Boxing Day.
We remove hours for maintenance, both planned esekdown; and then we
remove hours for production delays and those daelay&l be rain, fog ..... a myriad
of delays. The remaining operating hours are thaltiplied by the average
production rate to arrive at a planned annual pcoda capacity. New slide, please.

Let’s now look at specific Mount Pleasant factdrattnegatively affect the annual
production capacity for an excavator. All of trgugasment, we’re told, at Mount
Pleasant will be noise attenuated. Noise atteom@ibmponents fitted to mining
equipment slow maintenance access and increaséemante time; in my
experience, up to about a two per cent reducti@availability. Noise attenuation
also restricts airflow and will increase overhegtitelays, particularly on trucks in
hot weather.

Production downtime challenges at Mount PleasBatiays due to wet weather.
This type of material here — the overburden andmaterial has high clay content.
When it's wet, trucks start slipping and haulagedteto stop. Fog — this is a bad
area for fog. Delays for dust suppression. Wegota sensitive site here. Dustis a
big issue and there will be delays at times, wgitmimprove the dust suppression.
Delays will be caused by regional high winds anthuourable wind directions, and
delays will be caused by forced relocation of emept in response to bad
environmental conditions. Note that a number ekéhdelays are actually already
mandated in the site’s noise and air quality mameage plans, and there will be
delays that will also impact the production rathaugh we’re calling that
“producing time” and that will be around wet weathé will be around slower truck
sites at times due to fog. There will be waitimgtauck delays when truck numbers
unexpectedly fall off and there are times whereexcavator setups, it is far from
ideal because of either bench height or angle-dgealised. So these are the key
reasons why it won't be best-in-class output at MdRleasant. New slide, thank
you.

What are the consequences of this shortfall? D4 2hortfall of six to 11 million
bank cubic metres of waste rot has to be recoveyading additional equipment.
When additional excavators are used to make upguhatity shortfall, additional
truck hours and additional ..... operating hoursaperating hours will also be
required. This additional equipment creates aololiti dust and additional noise.
These additional impacts have not been modelledsessed.

Key issue number 2: significant and negative cbkarig the fines rejects and
placement operational strategy. Here, we're loglaha comparison of both the
currently approved and the Mod 3 proposed operatirajegies and works for the
Mount Pleasant fines rejects and placement are&aCHWIEnergy appear to hold the
view that changing the operating strategy and igpafecant works required to
implement it is somehow still generally in accordamvith the current approval. |
disagree with that view and | will tell you why now
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In the currently approved operating strategy, thes rejects are designed to be
pumped into a series of stepped emplacements.e Bnemine in total. As each
emplacement fills, another one is built immediatidyvnstream. The filled
emplacement will be allowed to dry out before beingered by a layer of rock, top
soil and then revegetated. Water from the rehateli areas in the top of the
catchment will be diverted around the central damarder to maximise downstream
flows of natural runoff. Progressive developmegtorages will minimise the
extent of catchment disturbed at any one time asetias of emplacement terraces
will be constructed and shaped to blend into thieosnding topography.

The proposed strategy is construction of one ldega — or emplacement area, if you
like — for all fines rejects during the life of tipeoject and a dam wall or
embankment constructed at the downstream end diltb& emplacement area. The
fines is pumped in at the top and that embanknsepmtagressively built and raised
higher over the life of the mine. Next slide, [Hea

| apologise for the quality here. This was thet besuld get but this gives you an
idea of — in the 1997 EIS, here at year 10 is wimafines emplacement area would
look like. You have rehabilitated area with clegater runoff, you have an area here
which is drying out, and you have an active emptear@ area here. In that same
bifurcated valley, here you can see we’ve got angd dam wall and you have one
very large footprint that — and this is the progbMACH 3 strategy for emplacing
the tables. As you can see, there can be no msigeerehabilitation in that scenario
and no reduction in footprint over the time the eni;m operated. Next one, please.

This so-called contemporary strategy is a retrogistdp and at odds with the current
approval. It does not maximise natural runoff detkeam. It does not minimise the
disturbed footprint of the emplacement area. &doot have a multiple cell
arrangement. It does not allow for early and pesgive rehabilitation and it does
not allow for any rehabilitation to occur until gzal years after the fine would close
and, presumably, by that stage, there has beendiyimg. Next slide, please.

There have been no technical reasons providedwbytahe currently approved
operating strategy cannot be executed. The redsptiss proposed change seem to
be solely financial. The approved strategy witjuge more equipment and ongoing
management effort than the Mod 3 strategy. It khoat be viewed as valid
justification to approve this significantly differeand significantly poorer
environmental approach and | am just going to gtmteu from the 1997 EIS — this
wording about the tailings emplacement area:

In recognition of the advantages of progressiveal®litation, eg, improved
public perception and risk minimisation from thelwetion of total catchment
contamination yield, etcetera, it is proposed tthet natural gully profiles be
utilised in constructing the separate fine rejdorage areas to facilitate early
and progressive rehabilitation.
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My last slide, please. So to recap, the noisedarstl modelling inputs for mining
equipment numbers are understated. This makesithent noise and dust
modelling inaccurate and the impacts understatdae Independent Planning
Commission cannot rely upon the current noise arstl shodelling results and, for
the fines emplacement area, there is no justiboatif it to support approval of a
significantly different and significantly poorerveronmental approach to the
operating strategy. Thank you, Commissioner.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Michael. Will Rogers.

MR W. ROGERS: Good afternoon, members of thepeddent Planning
Commission. My name is William Rogers. I'm a coemgial business manager
from Rosebrook Sand and Gravel, a contractor wisonNwaked with MACH Energy
over the past 12 months. | am here today at mylfnidependent Planning
Commission hearing to speak in favour of the MdRieasant operation. Rosebrook
Sand and Gravel is a family-owned business locatéae Hunter Valley. We
operate three quarries with 38 people. Many oferaployees live in Denman and
work directly with the Mount Pleasant operationll Rosebrook employees play a
key role in delivering products required by MACHétgy for various tasks in and
around the mine.

As | mentioned, we employ residents living in theswellbrook Shire. Their wives
and families would be directly impacted if the M@application was denied for
MACH Energy. These local employees play a key mole@osebrook’s ability to
service the needs of MACH Energy’s operation. Qkierpast 12 months, MACH
Energy has contributed to approximately 28 per oépur business — a considerable
contribution for a small family-run business — amelre all very proud of our
relationship with the team at Mount Pleasant. \Afetbeen involved in numerous
projects with MACH Energy, both inside the miningeoation and outside, our most
recent being the Bengalla Road realignment. Tlais awvery successful project and
the completion brings many benefits for the loasdibess and community and
residents who will use the road on a daily basis.

Our business depends on the future of MACH EnedAyy!'ve said, we support the
application and a continued mine life will havd@f-on positive effect within the
local community, thus ensuring Rosebrook can nbt keep our quarries
productive, but also keep our operations .... eslkeeping local people employed
and utilising the services of local businessegsdétally, and on behalf of the
Jackson family who own and operate the Rosebrookompany, | can honestly say
that | hope you vote in favour of the extension. of not only for the employees at
Mount Pleasant, but for the future of so many Igedple and businesses. | do feel
extremely proud to be able to stand before everybodiay and talk briefly about the
positive effects that Mount Pleasant has had onyawember of Rosebrook Sand
and Gravel and our suppliers. Thank you.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Will. Robert McLaughlin.
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MR R. MCLAUGHLIN: Good afternoon, Commissionersly name is Robert
McLaughlin. I'm a ratepayer here in Muswellbrodkirstly, | would just like to
raise a point that was raised by the gentleman fraMuswellbrook Men’s Shed,
Mr Sorensen, when he referred to the Fairfax aticht said that Muswellbrook has
a low socioeconomic position. Clearly, the longthiy of coal mining has not really
had a beneficial effect on — overall on Muswelllk@md would the addition of one
more open-cut mine be a game-changer for Muswelkstol don't think it would.
There are big problems with the assessment andtieth with — and with Mount
Pleasant going ahead all these years after thaliagiproval in 1999.

Since it was approved in 1999, the environmentaliad and economic context of the
project has changed substantially. This meanmpact has changed substantially,
even if the mine itself is almost the same. Siheeas approved in 1999,
Muswellbrook has grown by nearly 3000 people. Mueotg open-cut mine has
begun operating, Mount Arthur mine has expandegktiimes and Bengalla is
expanding as well. This mine, together with MoArthur, will mean Muswellbrook
south and west are flanked by 20 kilometres of epgs. When the northwest wind
blows, Muswellbrook will cop a load of dust polloi from the new mine. Both the
EPA and New South Wales Health have raised conedrmst the cumulative air
guality impacts of modifying this mine so that dtimcides with other mines
surrounding it and the potential harm to Musweltik’'s water supply if the mine
discharged into the Hunter River.

The EPA asked for an assessment of any environineract of such discharge and
that has not been done, yet, surprise, surpriseDépartment of Planning is
recommending the modification go ahead. No ddubdtepartment of Planning and
MACH Energy think of this modification as a minatrainistrative matter, changing
the date when the mine has to stop operatingtlihbp minor matter for those that
will live with its noise, dust and amenity impacfBhe EPA was also dissatisfied
with a noise assessment. This too has not beeessidl. Instead of making MACH
Energy comply with the EPA’s requirements on meaguow-frequency noise and
accounting for temperature inversion, the DepartroéRlanning has even
suggested the conditions of consent are updatestjtore that monitoring account
for the possibility of noise-enhancing conditionEhat is, noise being deflected over
the eastern side boundary due to wind or temperatuversions.

Fixing my noise post-approval is painful, complexiaostly for the community. It
is a disingenuous and negligent approach takehdgepartment and this
commission should call into account for it by agkihem to appear this meeting. In
a recent article in the Newcastle Herald, shirencdlor and longtime resident
Graham McNeill is quoted as saying:

The dust is killing us slowly. It's driving goodgple out of town and it's all
people are talking about, the health of their kids.

Mr McNeill went on to say he knew of other peopleomworked in the
Muswellbrook mines, but whose families lived ouéste area because of air
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pollution concerns. Muswellbrook Council has udath from Muswellbrook and
Wybong air quality monitors to conclude there wasgaificant increase in coarse
particle pollution at Muswellbrook when comparedhaearby Wybong, which is
further west, which experiences similar prevaiwmgds. Us locals are worried, and
rightly so. The people of Muswellbrook are sichdd mean sick. We are over
being collateral damage for the benefit of the dcodlistry. We are forced to live
with decisions made to expand the coal industrgpite overwhelming contrary
evidence. Will this be yet another polluting coahe, weighed through to further
endanger our family, friends and the Hunter Valldgffough is enough. This
modification should definitely not be approved. aifk you.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Robert. Peter Hodges.

MR P. HODGES: Thank you, Commissioner, for thparfunity to talk. | would
like to point out that my family has the greatestespect for the Aboriginal people.
My father left a violent situation to work as a yguman with a mob on ..... station
and the elder is buried with the family owner oe #tation. Dear commissioners,
thank you for the opportunity to speak. Considgtims ..... was approved in 1999,
how can it be possible for it to continue on areaged timeframe without going
back to the drawing board? | remember when thieemias first touted in the 1990s.
There was even talk that coal would be piped asysta Newcastle.

Later, in around the mid-90s, there was an ariictee Sydney Morning Herald
stating 10.5 million tonnes of unmined coal perryteebe produced at the Mount
Pleasant operation was equivalent to two-thirdhefUK'’s total of 16.5 million
tonnes produced by 132 open-cast coal mines in.188®, as a side note, when
Margaret Thatcher moved on the English coal ingustd 985, there were 170
underground mines. By 1995, there were only li9hedperation. The English .....
brassed off. It's a bit of an insight into the iaap of these closures on the mining
community. Since ..... was awarded its approvadlQa9, there hasn’t been a
dramatic increase in the extent and size of opé¢matues and also production in
terms of money, whilst the opening of ..... clozd.60 million tonnes of coal went
through the port of Newcastle last year, well upadrat it was when Mount Pleasant
was first approved.

We also have to remember the bankrupt bogan balirenNathan Tinkler, ex-
chairman of Australian Pacific Coal, is behind biding to reopen the Dartbrook
mine, which is code for opening up another masspan-cut mine west of Kayuga.
This mine would be directly north and totally alsidg the Mount Pleasant
operation. My understanding is Tinkler still owesdf a billion dollars to creditors
and the reason they haven’'t moved on him is thegt klope this clown could pull
another rabbit out of a hat and clear his debst ibnagine the interest the Indonesian
..... group who own MACH Energy would show if Tiekls mob decided to sell the
Kayuga approval. A mine alongside their Mount Béd operation, which has an
alternate access to the Hunter River with an exgsitasher, interconnected to the
northern coal mine mainline railway via a loadiogp, direct railway access to Port
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Newcastle. Another reason why we need to be daséfaine approvals is the
jailing of ..... and lan McDonald. Both are ex-MRAseed | say more?

The second issue | wish to highlight is dust. €latrng with the increase in open-
cut mines and production, there is an increasé&lm@e dust. Back in the 1970s,
those that lived on the land had an idea if a slitHront was heading up our way.
The other, upper atmosphere would be clear andviatieheavy dark stormclouds
being pushed under it. Now, we know when a solytli®icoming because the dirt
comes first. Highly visible, and if it comes upfdre nightfall, down overnight, the
dirt is still hanging around the upper Hunter Vlieountains. Lovely, clear, clean
days are becoming a rarity. A local pilot has told when he comes from the north
in his plane and drops over the range into the éluvialley, there is a dramatic
increase in airborne dust. Why worry about the2lu&/ell, there is a real
possibility, at times, this dust will contain, angsh other things, crystalline silica.
Silicosis is a lung disease caused by breathinigynbits of silica, a mineral that’s
part of sand, rock and minerals such as quartmo#tly affects workers exposed to
silica dust in operations such as mining, glassufaturing and foundry work. It
has been revealed in the media of late ..... pesbtehave been working cutting
modern stone-based kitchen tops have been succgrabihis disease.

Considering the Mount Pleasant mine and the pas&iayuga mine are
predominantly located to the northwest of Musweltik, the impact of the usual hot
westerly summer wind is going to blow all this mohest over the town. Is the dust a
product of one’s imagination? | don’t think softék a calm night, one has only got
to drive down from Wingen or observe from Wallingteoad the individual multi
layers of dust hanging over the mining areas sotiMuswellbrook and west of
Muswellbrook. It hangs there until the breeze ggtsand moves it on. | think that
would be a real problem if the powers to be ke@piimg this legitimate warning.
My very thanks, Commissioners.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Peter. Maxwell Jones.

MR M. JONES: First off, good afternoon. Firstyduld like to thank you for the
opportunity today to be able to speak on behaMoiint Pleasant operation. For
those who don’t know me, I’'m Max Jones, the owrfddjgper Hunter Computers.
We’'re a small local business and have grown logallMuswellbrook. We see not
only the mining downturns that have impacted ounicnity, but the amazing
community support they have brought to us as w&lhen we first — when we were
first approached by Mount Pleasant, we were a oeal business with a small
customer base. We thought this was not only aegotgpportunity, but for how
lucky we were to be given this opportunity. It was first big break. It gave us the
opportunity for progression with our business babte to expand and grow within
the community.

As it can be with big mining companies, we thougiight be a tough road ahead,
but our first impression, it was different, not poin the phone, but when we went
out on-site, as they were just a new company lgkkeThe impression they gave us
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was a different way of thinking. Their focus ordbbusiness, buying locally and
hiring locally, not just the bigger businesses wiith turnover, but the little guys as
well. The people we first met out on Mount Pleasansite were like you and me.
We didn't get treated any different from the biggesinesses. We chatted with
them about the jobs and had a few laughs as Wik first opportunity was the first
of many.

We later on got asked to develop a website for thé&hs helped us with our own
expansion not only as a business, but locally dk gieing us the opportunity to be
able to hire locally as well as being able to @spport locally through donations
and advice to other businesses through our owrr@ssmpn and experiences. Mount
Pleasant have maintained their relationship withng other great local businesses
in the area. They will continue to employ locatlangage local businesses. They
have helped small businesses like mine grow to wiest are today, and | know they
will continue to support us into the future. Theg'continued to give us the
opportunity to come to them with our ideas, as asltalking to us about upcoming
and future projects, and continuing to work at MoRleasant. Thank you.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Max. Andrew Beatty.

MR A. BEATTY: Good afternoon, Commissioners. THwenter Thoroughbred
Breeders Association has asked me to addressréneirks to you in your
consideration of an application for a modificatmfran old planning consent. The
HTBA has already made written submissions to then@dsion through its
president, Dr Cameron Collins, who'’s presently seas. The enterprises which the
association represents operate across most ofaléy and have done so virtually
since the start of European settlement. The imglissa significant local employer,
directly and indirectly, that's recognised as a&tnd national significance by
various levels of government.

I've got seven main points I'd like to make to yaloout this application before |
briefly summarise some expert reports put to yothleyassociation. The first point
is that this application is a misnomer. Commissisrwill immediately appreciate
that the proponent’s description of the applicatgnot for an extension of mine life,
it is an application for a new mine. No coal mgnimas yet been undertaken at
Mount Pleasant, despite nearly a 20-year hiatugsts approval to do so.

The consent which MACH says it now seeks to mowify; if approved, bear no real
resemblance to the legal, physical or social emwrent in which the original
consent was granted nearly 20 years ago, or tlieus@& which that old consent
authorised, which was never acted upon, save eohnically to save that consent
on its lapse. If this application is approved, @@nmmission will be permitting the
establishment in 2018 of a major new greenfield=snaogut mine, the first new such
mine since Mangoola, otherwise known as Anvil Hilter 10 years ago.

Second proposition is this. The Commission hasumsubmission, two tasks. The
first task is ask yourself is the application befgou one which is legally
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competent? Is this actually a modification, wheglttion 75W might allow to
proceed to a merit assessment, or is it a new Disiguise? Secondly, even if the
applicant is considered legally competent, is tlagemial adduced by MACH in
support reliably current, complete and accurate® cdhtend that this application
fails both of those tests.

Third point, this is not a section 75W modificatiohrepeat, this is not a section
75W modification. The association adopts and esefothe proposition succinctly
articulated by Bengalla in its submissions to tlep&rtment of Planning by reference
to the decision of Justice Robson in the ..... greyreproduced by MACH in

MACHSs response to submissions, and a copy of tilbba/provided in our written
notes to you. We note the same very serious tEgaplaint was made by
Muswellbrook Council in its ..... to the departmairhost a year ago.

What's now sought to be approved is manifestlyedéht from the 1999 approval in
important ways. For example, deletion of the npithchanges to water
management, described in more detail by ..... lhitte complete rearrangement of
the fines emplacement area as already describstt byhite, and, of course, the
substantial reduction in run of mine coal from mg200 million tonnes to
something — a fraction of that with consequent céidas of any potential economic
benefits to the state or local community. MACH tagly on 75W to avoid the
burden of preparing a fresh DA if it wants to mamal at this site.

The fourth proposition is that the Commission stddaé very conscious of what .....
salami development. The application now before ypay be no more than a slice of
salami. You can'’t yet see the whole picture. Afmm MACHs own response to
submissions concerning the work it envisages afi@6 and going out to 2038, it
seems probable that more applications to extentif¢éhef this mine must follow in
future, because, for example, mining which is fabmpleted, including
rehabilitation, within the short extension periaminsought could not possibly
justify the capital investment made so recently.

And secondly, there will be no means of lawfullgrtsporting coal from the site after
2021, in the absence of a further approved modifinaf the 1997 consent. Again,
that’s not before you. To illustrate this, | drve Commissioner’s attention to Mr
White’s presentation, and in particular his condoghat MACHs production targets
for the extended life of the mine can’t be achiewgtth the equipment identified.
Either more equipment will be required, reducingfpprand increasing noise and
dust, or the length of the extension sought nowasshort, and a consent authority
will be based on another extension application feeflois extension expires.

The fifth proposition, Commissioners, is this, thatvate agreements are no
substitute for proper public environmental assessmé&he department says that a
recent deed of agreement which MACH and BengaNe& lemtered into has resolved
all of Bengalla’s financial concerns. It's impddsifor you or us or anybody in this
room to test that conclusion, because as we watdyothe department last night,
that deed must remain confidential to its parti@egardless of any financial
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settlement that may have been agreed between tthosmmpetitors, the physical
and environmental facts remain largely unalterad.Bengalla itself said before
reaching an agreement with MACH, the IPC cannaletermining its application
rely upon “private agreements” which are suscegtiblchange or non-performance.

The sixth position of this, Commissioners, thas éyoplication fails its own merits
tests, assuming that you accept that we are namerit land rather than in we have
no power to act land. The authors of the 1997d&f& the pending consent in 1999
concluded that the project is justified becausesti@al and economic benefits
exceed the environmental costs. In undertakingvits balancing exercise, the
Commission must assess the economic and social aodtbenefits of the form of
mine currently proposed by MACH and not one thaghhexist in the future in
reliance upon further as yet unapproved and, ip &@n unmade modification
applications. You must take this application as fod it. Advances a
modification, MACH relies heavily on the work doime1997. Apart from the legal
factual and physical staleness of that work, teere'analysis of the key costs and
benefits in those old assessments. They consi&lyn& assertions about royalties
and employment.

Tellingly, there was no consideration then or ndwthe other obvious social and
economic factors created by a new mine, espemallyin proximity to so many
others and so very close to Muswellbrook itselhe Teviews undertaken at the
request of HTBA by ..... which | will come to, higght the deficiencies in the work
relied upon by MACH in asserting any overarchingiseconomic benefit. They
instead throw up a series of questions about whétieemine will generate any of
the benefits claimed by its new owners. The s@tnemic case for the mine is
dubious even before it’s required to be balancednsg a wide range of adverse
impacts which will inevitably be suffered by themwnding environment.

Taken together, the expert reviews in respect e¢émand air quality, heritage and
noise describe inadequacies, errors, overstaterapdtemissions which riddle the
work on which MACH and the department both reljhelcommission would have
little or no confidence in that work. Whilst tharey be a common form — this may
be a common form of criticism levelled by objectorsunpopular or controversial
projects, in this case, however, the commissiaiss invited to consider how the
reviews were cured by my client identifying in bdoautline how this new mine will
adversely affect the local and regional environnaartt the non-mining economy it
still sustains.

The department’s environment assessment reportyspaprots the proponent’s
assertions and sweeps aside concerns about acknowledged cumulative impacts
with the usual balm of strict conditions. Thategghas no analysis and no
meaningful assessment for your benefit. | willeglou briefly through the findings
of those expert reviews after summarising the Ipgaltion now. We submit that the
commission needs to find five things. This istrith, an application for a new
greenfields open-cut coal mine disguised as a noadidn of an approval issued a
generation ago to avoid any real assessment. kWimatins today is an approval kept

.PUBLIC MEETING 4.7.18R1 P-46
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

in legal formaldehyde for a generation while owrdaand our social views evolved.
How, one might ask, would approval of this sati$fg requirements that have been
generated in equity.

You've been offered no meaningful assessment oiintipacts of this new mine
because MACH ask you to simply accept the ...ontsorepared by Coal and Allied
20 years ago. Second, the mine which approvdlisfapplication will permit will
bear little resemblance to the approval receivel®®9. A consent authority, in our
submission, has no power to allow a modificationcltwill produce something so
significantly and materially different. Thirdlynahis threshold legal point, the
public interest in the objects of the planning las best served by requiring this
proponent to lodge a full new DA without relying tive last rays of light of the
sunset of part 3A.

Any new DA would properly oblige the proponent dhd department to assess the
socioeconomic benefits of a new mine against copbeary laws and contemporary
views about exploiting fossil fuels. This is, afedl, Commissioners, a business now
publicly abandoned around the world by the paréthe original beneficiary of the
1999 consent. Fourthly, even if the Commissionewterdecide this application is
somehow legally competent, any reasonable analy$iee material on which

MACH relies or the department unequivocally endsrseuld lead you to conclude
that that material is unreliable.

You must have a very high degree of confidenceumsubmission, in that material
if you are to undertake a properly calibrated beilagn exercise where it's undeniable
that this new mine will cause long-term harm tolteal and regional environment
and the sustainable non-mining businesses currsaglgorted by it. Fifthly and
finally, any reasonable assessment of the advergaats which this new mine will
visit on water resources, human health, heritagetlag sustainable rural economy in
this region would lead you to reject this applicati Commissioners, what | will

now do very briefly is summarise the work procubgdhe Association from a
number of experts.

Firstly, economics. And | have five to get througb | will do it as quickly as | can.
Marsden Jacob Associates, one of Australia’s langdgpendent economic and
financial advisory firms, undertook a review of g®nomic analysis of the
proposed modification. Their assessment is tNig.cost benefit analysis was
undertaken with the original approval. No econoaust benefit analysis has been
undertaken for the proposed modification. BaseM&€CH and Bengalla’s press
release, it would appear that Bengalla’'s privatemmercial concerns about the
proposed modification have been dealt with butesms that are not available to you
or to us to assess.

However, while these financial ..... might haverbessolved, it doesn’t mean that
the economic cost benefit consequences of the alevent have been carefully,
properly, transparently considered, avoided orgated. In short, the Association
would say off the back of that economic assessthenCommission can't rely on
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either the proponent’s or the department’s conolughat the proposed modification
would provide significant socioeconomic benefitshe local region or the wider
community of the state as it doesn’t have befoeedetailed and thorough economic
cost benefit analysis to inform any consent conatitans. All the Commission is
told by the department is that without an extensiotihe current date of expiry, the
mine is unlikely to be commercially viable.

Equally - you've heard all about this already timisrning. Stephenson
Environmental has reviewed what MACH put forwanal ahey have reached these
conclusions. The proposed project will result>xceedances of PM10. The plots of
data presented by MACH in their environmental assesnt show regular PM10
exceedances for most of the year. MACH'’s enviromaeassessment also
acknowledges local air quality at times will excéleel maximum 24 hour average
PM2.5 concentration and annual criteria. Put wemply, read the Newcastle Herald
article of two days ago, which has already beesddihis morning.

That's what many local people already ..... or BOACH and the department have
conceded that air quality exceedances ..... ircts@eof the proposed modification.
To put this plainly, the background ..... alreadygexd the criteria for all potentially
affected receptors. Fifth, despite this, neithé&x@H nor the department attempted
to address the cumulative impacts of this minehenlpper Hunter’s air quality.
Last, MACH acknowledges that compliance criteridd lné exceeded — blames other
mines and wood fires and takes no responsibilityiatends to use “reactive dust
mitigation strategies” to manage the situation. GH\— the Association makes two
submissions. This is a clearly unacceptable sindhat can't be conditioned.

And the community is at a tipping point. And Irtkiyou’ve heard that phrase
already this morning. The Commission can't relgrufhe department’s
recommendations to update air quality criterighie ¢onditions of consent and grant
further acquisition rights as these actions doanatill not address the underlying
and cumulative negative air quality impacts of frigject in this region. We turn to
water. OD Hydrology reviewed the water impacts] #rey made four key findings.
There are significant gaps, omissions and oversighivhat the department has
considered. There is a lack of understanding@fdéal risks of unauthorised
discharges to Sandy Creek and other watercourses.

There are material changes — material changes tomMRIeasant operations surface
water system. Key components of the water sysimmhave fundamentally
different functions and therefore design and assessrequirements to those under
the approved 1997 plan. For example BU2 no lopgeiorms the function of
environmental dam. The original function of thevieonmental dam would now
need to be provided by the fines emplacement enmbank You've already heard
about that. Third, in the 1997 EIS, environmedtahs were described as being
impermeable to prevent off-site discharge as weell.a specific components of dam
design which were minimisation, interception antlemion of any seepage.
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However, the walls now to be constructed were usmgse rejects. They won't be
impermeable. And the fourth point that's made by B@ydrology is that there are
material changes to effects on groundwater. Agdim you've heard some of that
this morning. There has been on comprehensivetegdmoundwater assessment
since the 1997 EIS. All issues regarding .... ewatanagement assessment
previously raised by the Hunter Thoroughbred Brezdasociation in July 2017
remain relevant and valid. The changes proposedtisynodification and their
impacts on groundwater are materially differentttfaose proposed in the 1997 EIS,
including mining, from four pits over a 21 year iperto a single pit that's now
proposed; timing of extraction from proposed mad 8ifferent to the 1997
approved pit progression and we’re using diffetenhnology. We're using trucks
and shuttles rather than draglines.

Accordingly, the expert concludes the changes megdo the mine plan will change
the predicted impacts to groundwater resourcesth&association draws these
conclusions and makes these submissions. MACHtrasnplied with any of the
accepted criteria for assessing acceptable le¥éspact on groundwater systems as
required by the Act or ..... policy. Nor does freject comply with the national
Australian Groundwater Modelling Guidelines. Wetlfier note that these project-
specific issues are in addition to the recent fa@deork undertaken by Heron
Brothers regarding the cumulative regional impa€tsining on the Hunter’'s water
systems due to potentially large changes in flogimes and water availability in the
regulated river system.

Lastly, the Association submits the Commission waelcognise the significant and
material differences between the proposed modifinand the original approval,
take into consideration the deleterious effechef project on the Hunter’s water
security and supply reliability and give little w0 weight to the department’s
recommendation that MACH merely revise its watenagement plan if the
modification is approved as, by then, it will be tate.

On heritage, Gordon Mackay Logan was engaged tewethe impact assessment
model 3. On non-Aboriginal heritage, Ms Veale doded that apparently an
ignorance of a fundamental precedent of the Buhart@r, there has been no
assessment in 1997 or now of the historic cultaradscape or heritage curtilages
around those few items which have been identifil@d. Aboriginal heritage, Dr Tim
Owen concluded that, first, there has been no deriion in tangible or social
values of cultural heritage landscapes in satigfacif the Burra Charter, merely an
acknowledgment of harm, large numbers of identiGbpbcts.

Second, there has been no assessment of cumufapaets to Aboriginal heritage.
Third, there has been no assessment of how thegeddinal landform will affect
Aboriginal heritage values across this land, eglgcas the site will then have no
objects left and no remaining sites or placesgfificance. And, lastly, MACH and
the Department appear to have proceeded on the thasithis part of the Hunter
Valley contains no Aboriginal cultural landscapeaay intangible values. It's
simply not assessed or looked at.
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On visual impact, this was carried out by Mr Mich@#&ight, a registered landscape
architect for over 20 years. In his report, heatoedes that open cut mining is the
largest impact of any land use in a rural settiBg.contrast, thoroughbred breeding
studs have the highest standards of landscape @swemity and presentation that
relates directly to their reputation and their imagpecifically, the expert
concludes, open cut mining in close proximity tortughbred breeding areas is,
evidently, one of the most incompatible neighbogitemd uses for these studs. The
presence of such intrusive and damaging land uyseed to and in the vicinity of a
thoroughbred breeding stud is contrary to recoghimst practices that have been
established over the last two centuries.

This is also the case for the towns of the Huntaiey region that rely heavily on

the tourism industry. He further opines, theredsr@cognition in the environmental
assessment of the importance of the Hunter Vadlagldcape to the towns of
Muswellbrook and Aberdeen and the surrounding Itycad terms of city quality,
visual amenity, the identity of the region. Thatge assessment doesn’t consider the
proximity of the modification to the towns of Muslook and Aberdeen, or the
surrounding high value agricultural industries utthg thoroughbred studs. There’s
a lack of a buffer between the mine, and the tamd, the studs. There are sensitive
receptors within the town to the agricultural aredsch include equine and
viticultural districts as well as locals and totsisequiring a level of consideration
which hasn’t been afforded them and an analysikepotential impacts.

He further concludes that an understanding habeent developed of the full range
of receivers located within the area, nor theirsgevity to this intrusive land use,
particularly the range of impacts in Muswellbrodkerdeen and the surrounding
locality. As recognised by PACs, the studs woelguire the highest level of
landscape visual quality and presentation, asagedl clean physical visual
environment. The direct, indirect and dynamic alsmpacts that the modification
would have on these receivers has simply not beesidered. As a consequence,
there has been no mitigation measure proposed;, thidue to contour the final
landform and undertake rehab on the batters ofviste and placement.

Given the degree of visual exposure to towns, readssrural properties and their
close proximity to this mine, this sort of mitigatiis insufficient to satisfy the ..... to
mitigate visual impacts. Mr Wright also concludleat visual impact — the visual
impact assessment ..... 2017 is incomplete andidefiin information acquired for
an acceptable visual impact assessment becauBeahlandform lacks detail, the
stages of rehab lacks detail, the new locationsvaste ..... is more exposed. The
visual assessment relies on a 20 year old assesanttthe extensive visual
catchment is not acknowledged or assessed. Thgeists are not representative of
the affected areas.

Given the location, Commissioners, of this propoggen cut mine, its proximity to
the Hunter’'s thoroughbred breeding industry, maunts and tourist streets and the
significant deficiencies of MACH'’s visual impactaysis, the Association
respectfully disagrees with the Department’s casioln and submits to the
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Commission that you should place no reliance uperepartment’s assessment.
All of these experts, Commissioners, will be madailable to you should you
require more information from them. Thank youyour time.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Andrew. Steve Fordham.

MR S. FORDHAM: Good morning. Before | start, &mt to acknowledge the
traditional lands we stand on today of the Wonnanthe Kamilaroi People and
pay my respects to elders past, present and futiuhenk the Commission for giving
me the time to speak and everyone who spoke todayavdiverse range of
opinions, which is fantastic. So a little bit abowyself. I'm the owner of Blackrock
Industries. | started my business in 2016 witlit @bhope, faith, $20,000 and a
tipper, and | kicked my first operation — first pgct off with MACH Energy Mount
Pleasant. Not only am | the first person that imdsicted to the mine site, in the
whole process of engaging with Blackrock, they eef very diverse to provide
opportunities for Indigenous people to succeedgatb the best of our abilities.

So Blackrock Industries, we met with the ACF Conmteat which is a program
which MACH Energy actually put a lot of funding anprograms for Aboriginal
community development, everything from the prisgstem to provide education
and to give that next step. So one thing thaty¢aliches base with us, we got a
phone call one day off MACH and they said, look;w&esponsored this program.
There’s a great candidate that’'s come out of i&'sth guy that's come from the
prison. We’d love to see there’s an opportunitytion to progress, and is there any
way you'd like to give him an interview and a bitaoshot. So we employed this
young fellow and we gave him a shot.

He sort of came through to our books, and it wamiabix weeks later, | was driving
down the main street, | pulled up beside him. elnskim, he was walking up there
with his blue jeans on, his orange work shirt, hedgloves hanging off the side. |
pulled up and had a bit of a discussion with hirsaid so how’s everything going?
You enjoying the job? He said, yeah, no, look, lawing it. It's fantastic. It's

given me — I'm enjoying it. It's good. | said wlaye you wearing your orange work
shirt on a Sunday? He said to me — he said winarat this work shirt, he said I'm
..... he said I've got a purpose in live. He daidnot just a black man walking

down the street. He said I — when | go into a shdpn’t have people following me
around. He said I've got something that gives heeltenefit to improve myself.

After that, with the support of MACH Energy, we'new been able to pull 17
inmates out of St Heliers Correctional Facility gardvide opportunities for
sustainability and increasement in developmentaotocommunity and operation.
I've been in this area the majority of my life, and talked about earlier about the
issue that 3000 more people live in this commumdty, and that’s going to affect
operations and things. 3000 more people liveimtthwn because there is
opportunity, there’s jobs, there’s sustainabilitythe way in which we move this
community.

.PUBLIC MEETING 4.7.18R1 P-51
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

We're heavily reliant on the mining industry, amdsian industry that provides all
those necessary steps for — not only for educationonly for opportunities. We've
got more apprentices in the area. We've got mades qualified people because
these opportunities are here. MACH Energy out ohe thing I've noticed today,
everyone is sort of trying to tar MACH with the sabirush and say the mining
industry is terrible, so let’s throw it onto eveng but not all pits are the same.
There’s opportunity here. They're taking their wayadvance their mine into a new
level. They're putting more social economics witthe community to provide jobs,
sustainability, and everything that makes this t@neat.

Some of the big key factors I'd like to point oatthat, at the moment on the project,
80 per cent of the people live locally. 20 pertadrthe people live just out of the
footprint. 22 per cent of the project in the matehe moment are female employees,
and that’'s massive. In any industry, it's verychtr get that diverse to give
opportunity for all genders, all races and all coo 42 per cent of the management
on-site are female positioned. That's massiveatSigreat. And one of the big
things at the moment the project is trying to gisva 10 per cent Indigenous
employment rate, and I think they’re going to smiash think that’s one thing that’s
gone around the industry for a long time, peoplag to progress that number,
provide opportunities for Indigenous people.

These guys are doing it. They're going above aybbd. | think the main

necessity that we’'ve got to take out of today, alked about horses, we talked about
all the disadvantages. The one thing we've gébt¢as on is the people. Do you
boys want to stand up? These are two guys tha &awpportunity. They've
actually progressed out of our inmate program. yMeehad a shot in life and a
second chance to do something so much more armhhoprovide for themselves

but provide for their families. Not only do thegueate themselves, not only do they
take themselves to a next level in life, it's besmthey’ve got this opportunity.

Not every company, not every industry is going éaable to give that change. This
pitis. And | say MACH Energy. It's not mining;9 MACH Energy. These guys
have given everyone the full ability to be ableltowhat they can do and to go much
further. So | know you guys have got an amazisg thead of you guys. As | said,
there’s so many comments that you’ve got to take taay, but you've also got to
remember this is jobs. We learned what happent#dbvayton. We learned what
happened with the jobs that lost. I've been is triea since | was in preschool.

How many kids that | went to school with that hadgave the area because the jobs
aren’t there.

We talk about getting rid of mining and going tealu There’s no job sustainability

in rural end any more. The new technology of basictors — my grandfather started
out in a dairy. There was 30 people working théXew, robotic dairies, there’s two
people working there. The suicide rate in ruralbaris massive because they haven't
got the chance to progress. This is what this oes. Muswellbrook is mining,

and everyone can say there’s rural, there’s evienythBefore it was our land. Then

it went to rural. Now it is mining. They say thatstralia was found on a sheep’s
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back. Now it's found in the back of the haul trugkthe back of a train truck, on
shop going overseas, because this is what weTdme.is what keeps the lights on. It
keeps the power and keeps us moving. So | knogvdaen going a bit, but yeah, as
| said, it's a big chance for you guys to make@agjopportunity to try and progress
this down and give opportunities, so thank you.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Steve. Thanks, guys. Alhtjdadies and gentlemen.
That's the end of our meeting today, so | do agpte@veryone coming along, and
particularly those that have made presentatiorge pFesentations have been very
high quality, so thank you for your attendance.

MATTER ADJOURNED at 12.50 pm ACCORDINGLY
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