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MR A. COUTTS: Good afternoon, ladies and gentlemk you would like to take
your seats, we might get underway. Before we hdgimuld like to acknowledge
the traditional owners of the land on which we mdetould also like to pay my
respects to their elders past and present ance teldiers from other communities
who may be here today. Welcome to this public mgedn the Yass Valley Wind
Farm MOD 1, state-significant development 6698 freor Goldwind — sorry —
Australia Proprietary Limited, the proponent, whasmseeking to modify its
development consent to increase the approved wihdhe tip height from 150
metres to 171 metres; reduce the maximum numbapmioved turbines from 79 to
75; increase the vegetation clearing from 68.3dres to 179.8 hectares; relocate
the ancillary infrastructure, including additionemporary facilities and minor
clarifications regarding the project design, inaghgdroad upgrades.

My name is Alan Coutts. I'm chair of this Indepentl Planning Commission New
South Wales panel, which has been appointed tordigte this proposal. Joining me
are my fellow commissioners, Professor Zada Lipiuash Adrian Pilton and Jorge
Van Den Brande from the Commission Secretariafo®d continue, | should state
all appointed Commissioners must make an annudddion of interest identifying
potential conflicts with their appointed role. Rbe record, we are unaware of any
conflicts in relation to our determination of tipigoposed modification.

You can find additional information on the way wamage potential conflicts in our
policy paper, which is available on the IPC websitethe interest of openness and
transparency, today’s meeting is being recordedsafndl transcript will be produced
and made available on the Commission’s websitas filblic meeting gives us the
opportunity to hear your views on the assessmeuatrt@repared by the department
of Planning before we determine the developmenliggimn. The Independent
Planning Commission of New South Wales was estaddidy the New South Wales
government on 1 March 2018.

Its predecessor was the PAC or Planning Assessg@wntnission, as an
independent statutory body operating separatelyeaepartment of Planning and
Environment. The Commission plays an importard mlstrengthening
transparency and independence in the decision-mgocesses for major
development and land-use planning for New Southed/aThis meeting is one part
of our decision-making process. We have also beiefed by the department, met
with the proponent and we will carry out a sitepiestion tomorrow morning and |
think we are being joined by representatives dfimlmer of community groups on
that site inspect.

After today’s meeting, we may convene with relevatakeholders if clarification or
additional information is required. Transcriptsatifmeetings will be published on
our website. Following today’s meeting, we willdeavour to determine the
modification application as soon as possible; hawuethere may be delays if we
find the need for additional information. Before weard from our first registered
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speaker, | would like to lay down some ground rtiteg we expect everyone taking
part in today’s meeting to follow.

Firstly, today’s meeting is not a debate. Our pank not take questions from the
floor and no interjections are allowed. Our ainoigrovide maximum opportunity
for people to speak and be heard by the panelyoAsvould appreciate, I'm sure
public speaking is an ordeal for many people. THhoyou may not agree with
everything you hear today, each speaker has thetdagbe treated with respect and
heard in silence. Today’s focus is public considta Our panel is here to listen.
We may ask questions for clarification, but thisissially unnecessary.

It would be most beneficial if your presentatioridsused on the issues of concern to
you. It is important that everyone registeredgeak receives a fair share of time. |
will enforce timekeeping rules of your allocateméis and | will mention those
allocated times when | introduce you as speaker chfair | reserve the right to allow
additional time for provision of further techniaahterials if we think that is
necessary. A warning bell will sound one minuttobethe speaker’s allotted time

is up and again when time runs out. Please reipest time limits.

Though we will strive to stick to our schedule tpdspeakers sometimes don’t show
up or decide not to speak. If you know someonemnil be attending, please advise
Jorge. If you would like something onto the scresdgo please give it to Jorge
before your presentation. If you have a copy afrymresentation, it would be
appreciated if you would provide that copy to tleei@tariat after you speak. Please
note any information given to us may be made publice Commission’s privacy
statement governs our approach to your informatibgou would like a copy of our
privacy statement, you can obtain one from the&adat or from our website.

Audio recording of this meeting is not allowed, egtfor the official recording for
transcription purposes. Notes made throughoudl#lyeon issues raised will be
summarised on our determination report. Last thwguld ask you — if you've got

a telephone or mobile phone, please put it ontsdeturn it off. It's very distracting
for people who are trying to speak. And | appreceveryone’s attendance this
afternoon and we look forward to hearing the vagispeakers, and | would like to
call on Michael Chapman as our first speaker andhbgl, you have got 15 minutes.

MR M. CHAPMAN: Thank you - - -

MR COUTTS: That microphone takes a second ortbw@ome on - - -

MR CHAPMAN: Okay.

MR COUTTS: - --once you turn it on.

MR CHAPMAN: Thank you, chair and members, ladiesl gentlemen. I'm

Michael Chapman, for identification. I'm a solmif number 2567 of New South
Wales. | represent Phillip Bennett and ..... &sown as Garryowen, at 378
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Garryowen Road, Binalong. Their boundary is 3l6rketres from the Goldwind
site. It's 1953 hectares, so it's significant stjaver 2000. In my view and
experience, the department’s consultation procassat be relied upon as accurate
or fair. | believe it's distorted. Goldwind obt&d agreement from 25 non-
associated residences, which accepted the vispalcts

The agreements have been obtained, in the mostygrayment. No figure is
given for the total number of residents in the aftescribed. As a result, the
department’s assessment focused on the eight remgaion-associated residences
located within 3.5 — 3.4, and | make that mistakentionally — 3.4 kilometres from
a turbine, but the Bennett's property is 3.5 kilorae from the turbine and it's 2000
hectares. To use the additional 25 agreementgeiteicts community support is, in
my view, a false premise. So the department’'ssassent of the visual impact, in
my view, could be considered flawed.

What it really does, using this approach, is tosider the individual views of people
without regarding the quantum of area impactedpé5cent of this property is at a
position where the turbines could be viewed promilye The increase in height is
not modest. Compare it with the capital wind fammch we view from Anderson
VC lay-by on the side of the Hume Highway and L&eorge. That's 100 metres;
this will be 170. And Mr Bennett has some montagbih will be presented to you
for comparison, but we — for the sake of time, vamivdisplay those today.

There has been zero consultation with the own@0060D hectares, the Bennetts.
They've never been consulted by Goldwind or theadepent. The — as | said, 80 to
85 of their land is affected. The first contactytthad with the department was on
October 16 caused by them sending a written olbjectiThat’s a regrettable
omission. It appears to us that the approach thikghe department and Goldwind
is to regard the opinion of people as | said mornedrtant than those who not only
would be affected but that whose biodiverse landld/be affected.

Land clearing will increase significantly the numioé trees destroyed in the impact
area, most of which belong to local tree specigsaaa endangered. Included in the
areas to be cleared will be a substantial numbslosf growth trees. Most of them
are in excess of 100 years of age, some of theta 800, it is estimated. Will these
be adequately replaced by plantings? Remembgrap®ff is that these — the
economic life of these turbines is a lot less th@d years. Garryowen Pastoral has
over the last 15 years planted approximately 1@),08s, 100,000 trees, mostly
endangered local species in corridors leadingltiopdasanctuary monitored by
Canberra University. The tree planting has coatéal to rehabilitating the land, as
well as clearing and cleaning the water flow toMh@&rumbidgee. So when you do
those sorts of things, you would think that youhdwe a personal investment in the
environment and therefore you are sensitive.

The department appears to have based its assessinttemimpact of the modified
project regarding its impact on threatened speclé® statement in the assessment
is importantly:
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...Goldwind has advised that it will not be able tmstruct the project as
approved with existing vegetation clearing restant

So let’s just think that through a little bit, pt&a The department’s executive
statement says that the proponent would not betaldenstruct the project approved
with the existing vegetation clearing restrictiart the clearing restriction is going to
be increased from 85 to 276 hectares. Now, tlaa®24 per cent increase in ripped
out vegetation. So | think the underlying questioat | would like everyone to ask
themselves and, in particular, the Commission, il project as currently
proposed have been approved if it had been presentiee form that was — so if you
put the original format and this format togetheowd it have been approved
originally? 1 don’t think so. And yet we’ve betsid that in the executive summary
— | think it's — that the proponent would not hdeen able to make this viable with
the existing restrictions. So, in other wordghi§ variation or modification is not
approved, it wouldn’'t go ahead. So it has beamoastep application.

That'’s the key question, in my view. The next gioes are — that haven't been
answered — what is the health issue regardingitirease in noise levels because no
objective base measurement has been agreed upow?vitl the breaches of the
noise level be monitored, and those breachesiext?if What is the enforcement
process? What is the potential reduction in sumdng land values, which is a
minimal one? Now, if | can comment on two poimts3oldwind’s response — 7.15:

...there is no formal agreed environmental plan toimise visual scarring of
the prominent hillside from excavations, cut aficafid road access and
infrastructure works —

so there’s no environmental plan of how to do hatthe clearing is, how to
remediate it and what it's going to look like frandistance. It's vague. 7.16 —and
this is something that, in my experience, is verpaortant:

...Goldwind acknowledges that a decommissioning nemagt plan is
required at the end of an economic cycle —

but it provides no mechanism: there is no bankantae; there is no security bond
to fund removal, restoration and remediation ofdites. What if Goldwind, which |
understand is owned in China, fails to do so evasnd up or is insolvent? Why
does the department not address this? The depdrappears to overlook a major
risk exposure to the New South Wales Governmettiaf having to turn around,
decommission and clean up at taxpayers’ expendeat'¥\the ..... life cycle of these
turbines and what happens at the end? Why hadréen addressed? If this was a
marina on Sydney Harbour or any other harbour efsthte, there would be a
remediation plan, there would be a bond and thenddvbe checks to ensure that it
was cleaned up and removed and restored at théenthat's not so.

A water consumption plan — where will the storaaeks be located? There is a huge
amount of water that’s going to be brought in fonstruction, for maintenance, for
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mixing concrete for roads. Will water storage &bk removed after use?
Remember if you've got a water storage tank orldHat’s so high that it’s there to
capture wind for the turbines, therefore the wtdaks are in exposed position. We
all know and have seen water — empty water tardwrbbff hillsides. So has that
been considered? What's the impact? There'$iagtnot been addressed in the
conditions or — no proposed conditions. So | kiiowgoing over time, but if | can
summarise, the department’s consultation procassyiview, cannot be relied as
accurate or fair. The increase in height is notlesb.

The consultation process, in my view, was seleaive it's more about the people
that were omitted than what it included and howentéey obtained. Was it — should
one assess something when responses have bedarfaM/hat is the impact on the
biodiversity? | don't believe it's acceptable besa it's a two hundred and — it's two
and a quarter hundred increase in the amount divacsity — the clearance on a
prominent — on prominent hill sides. That is hudged | think that if it had been
rolled into the first application, it would not hexgot off the ground. There is no
clear plan on how the building can be done on siadang land at the top of a hill.
We all know that you need very extensive geotecimorks when you build on top
of a hill or a cliff. Thank you very much on behat Phil Bennett and Garryowen.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Michael. Alan Cole from thasé Landscape Guardians.
15 minutes.

MR A. COLE: Firstly, | would like to thank Alama Zada and Adrian for visiting
Yass today, a beautiful spring day, very light véind’ou don’t have to worry about
your hair getting messed up. And spring is ourdyiseason. For the record, the
Yass Landscape Guardians is not an anti-renewah@ation. Our organisation is
not pro-coal. What we seek as an organisatioana LUse planning in New South
Wales which protects the rights of rural people dradintegrity of our landscape.

We seek national energy policies that allow faol &me market forces to operate and
the removal of wind energy subsidies and their miadlstortion.

Now, let’s talk about Coppabella specifically. \Wianergy represents one of many
renewal energy alternatives which a rapidly beidgpded in all Australian states and
making a significant impact on the Australian lasaj®. Some features, including
the reply to the Coppabella modification and thedvénergy industry more
generally, the vast majority of wind energy compuse- or proponents are overseas
companies. The towers, blades, turbines are kargglorted with limited Australian
construction. Towers need significant footingbwadather service roads, the
clearing of vegetation for power line easements,clbaring of vegetation for
substation establishment.

The proponent has claimed that this project walate job opportunities. The reality
is most Australian-based employment opportunit@sioduring the construction,
sourced by major construction firms based in Methewr other capital cities.
Construction period might last two years and thgoimy maintenance of the facility
would be probably managed for people out of redioiti@s — probably unlikely to —
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the township of Yass is probably unlikely to gey a@al benefit out of employment.
Project life is typically 20 to 25 years, and moftis in this room unfortunately
won’t be around when the decommissioning periodep.

So this flags to me how critical it is to get thecsion on the Goldwind modification
right. It's the IPCs obligation to — by wise an@gautionary decision-making for
the benefit of our children and our grandchildr&dind energy is intermittent with
limited capacity during periods of very low andrexte winds. | note the
Coppabella modification does not include any enstgyage. The wind industry has
met significant resistant or backlash, both inteéomally and in Australia, and
certainly — hope that’s not the bell —in the dc$tof Yass. Coppabella — let’s just
reflect briefly on the history of the Coppabell@ject. Prior to being Coppabella,
this project was a component of Yass Valley Windka

In 2015, the New South Wales Government refuseddeps Yass Valley Wind

Farm on the whole project basis. They said it m@sn the public interest. They
raised three principal objections in their repddine was in relation to the connection
of infrastructure and access across the grid waish includes the applicant’s failure
to undertake an appropriate level of impact assessfor all aspects of the proposal.
Second reason was around airports of Canberra HnoyA The third was about —
and | read it in full — the development will resimtunacceptable impacts on the
biophysical environment as a result of inadequatédance of biodiversity,
inadequate provisions for mitigation measures afadlare to adequately offset
biodiversity impacts.

To my knowledge, the refusal of the Yass Valleyj@bwas the first wind energy in
New South Wales totally refused. Prior to thisusefl, wind energy projects appear
to be, to me, to be a tick and flick through thpatément of Planning and this
emboldened the wind energy industry to push fogéigand bigger projects.
Unfortunately, in 2015, the then PAC threw the dieci back on the government.
The Minister mysteriously moved on and officershia department suddenly
changed. The outcome of that Yass Valley PAC mestion was the reinstatement
of the Coppabella precinct, a new minister for plag and we welcomed Mr Mike
Young as the director of resources and energy SIS&egs.

We should also reflect why the IPC is here in Yfasshe first time today in relation
to this project, and the reason for that is thatdhginal — wasn’t the original — the
previous proponent of the Coppabella project, Epudid such a useless job of
consultation that there wasn’t enough objectiomnsr fio the end of consultation
period to trigger a PAC hearing, so we never had®AC here before on this
project. And while they were quite apologetic ythieere within the rules. And |
could talk all day about the failings of plannimgNlew South Wales, but what |
would like this committee to focus on is that thisject has been on a knife edge of
acceptability right from the onset and it was poergly refused by the New South
Wales Government. All right. So we’ve got a nawjgect. We've got a
modification. Is it a new project or is it a madédtion?
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Goldwind never requested a modification. | mamthat it's a whole new project.

| maintain that it's a whole new project. And tieason for that is the project
represents a 184 per cent increase in the desinuafia Commonwealth and State
listed critically endangered ecological communégyd that is the Yellow Box-
Blakely’'s Red Gum Woodlands and tomorrow you wek ghat on Whitefields Lane.
| should also note that OEH have stated they belibe proponent has understated
the area of environmental destruction. It involthes project or modification —
involves a 17 per cent increase in blade lengthadiritie associated implications of
that for both flora and fauna and for the adjoinstakeholders.

It results in a 14 per cent increase in overalyhewith the implications on our
landscape and visual impact for the whole commuriitynvolves a 36 per cent
increase in what | call the “dead bird zone”, sat'ththe impact where birds and bats
will be struck by rotating blades. The modificati@ctually, when you do the
mathematics on it that I've done is equivalent2an@w wind turbines of the original
specification. So basically, | would argue than@2v wind turbines is not a
modification, it's a whole new project. The NewuloWales Department of
Planning has argued that modification still inva\arbines, blades and therefore —
and as a legal precedent that is — can be caltead#fication.

We object to that position; we don’t believe th@ommunity resistance —
community resistance to wind energy and the Copgfabwdification is basically
based on a whole lot of reasons: landscape daroagenunity division,
environmental damage, wildfire risks, health arnfétyaannoyance — health and
wellbeing, annoyance, planning failure and windrgyes failed business efforts. |
haven't got time to speak on all those subjects) banderstand other speakers today
will. 1 just want to mention one thing that we &paecently with Yass Valley
Council about and | introduced to them the conoépite Chernobyl effect and what
these projects do is create a Chernobyl effedtaridcal region whereby no
landowners or farmers will spend any money investin their capital infrastructure
or their properties because effectively they waler get a return on investment in
terms of resale into the market.

| do want to talk quickly on safety and the preanary principle. | think this will

be picked up later, but | think | need to remine IRC of the precautionary principle
in relation to the modification and workplace healhd safety law in New South
Wales. Just quickly, the Workplace Health and yafet 2011 section 22 talks
about safety and design and it says:

Thee designer must ensure as far as reasonablyigaathat the planned
substance or structure is designed to be withakt td the health and safety of
persons —

and it lists a whole lot of construction peoplet then it goes on to say in section F —
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who are at or in the vicinity of a workplace or waie exposed to the plan,
substance or structure at that workplace or whosaith or safety may be
affected by the use or activity referred to above.

We feel that the modification of Coppabella inciegghe height to 150 —to 175
metres will impact on noise, disturbance, infragbarwhilst unproven have not been
totally dismissed — will have unacceptable effectime local community and, really,
your group should consider the Health and SafetyoAtlew South Wales.
Landscape damage — | mentioned earlier what a ifdesgring day it is and the
winds are very light. In inland Australia — inlaNeéw South Wales, the reason why
energy proponents go to the top of our iconic manst ridgelines and hilltops is to
get more wind. You probably have known — notice&urope, western Victoria,
South Australia, Western Australia, a lot of thpegjects are along the coast.

On the coast, you get uniform, regular, steady wdiag and night. Here to get any
wind you have to go on top of our ridgeways. Amdibally, we are sacrificing our
iconic landscape for companies like Goldwind tarmpe their dollar return on
investment. Environmental damage has already seeken about but | will

continue. You need to clear land for tower sigegess roads, power line easements,
substations and other infrastructure. Unfortuyaiel this part of the world, we have
a thing called the critically endangered Yellow B8bakely’'s Red Gum Woodland
and a whole host of associated threatened species.

Other wind projects with significant clearing oetekame EEC — and that’'s an
ecologically endangered community — have alrea@ylaoproved, for example, Rye
Park, Conroy’s Gap. Numerous state and federaleawation projects encourage
farmers to preserve this EEC in the same distscaldwind proposes to destroy it,
and we've already heard of another farmer plarttiogisands of trees. The
Coppabella ranges is a key habitat of a numbdirefitened species and one is the
superb parrot. There’s the diamond firetail firgetd there’s potentially a habitat of
the swift parrot.

Blade stripe. The blade stripe of these increatmdes will have even greater
impact on — threaten — on birds and bats and, mgsirtantly, our raptors, which
include the wedge-tailed eagle, the little eagie e powerful owl. Other
environmental damage includes erosion and poténtfa tracks to service these
constructions will be on ridgelines and the windustry is — because it’s not
associated with Land New South Wales, there’s e @af practice or regulation
governing what you can and can’t do on road coostm to accommodate the wind
industry.

So the 184 per cent increase in the destructiataté and Commonwealth risk that
critical endangered Yellow Box-Blakely’s Red Gurmpnesents, | believe, an
unacceptable community outcome, especially consigéhnis estimate is potentially
understated and does not acknowledge the cumulatpact the wind industry has
already had on ..... on other New South Wales ptejeLastly, | would just like to
touch on bushfire.
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MR COUTTS: One minute.

MR COLE: One minute. All right. Quickly speakinl will just cut the chase. In
2014, the Bookham district was subject to a cadpbic bushfire that burnt from
Jugiong to the outskirts of Yass. Aerial suppr@ssvas heavily used in this fire. In
1910, a catastrophic fire destroyed all the bugdion my property — not only my
property; probably half the Bookham distract. tis® point I'm trying to make is
catastrophic fires are common in this landscapetlag@ has been a history since
European settlement of them occurring again, aathagnd again. Industrial
energy facilities, in our fire-prone landscape respnt an unacceptable risk to both
the immediate stakeholders in the area and thénamfjocommunity and a risk that
cannot be controlled by the proponent. Thank you.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Alan. John McGrath. 15 masut

MR J. McGRATH: [I'm like Alan and | would like tthank the panel for making the
trip to Yass. I've prepared a PowerPoint pres@natl don’t know that —
unfortunately, it's going to be behind you. Frogaling with things — anyway, I've
got some — first of all, I'm just going to — | wiljet started. Is it right to go forwards?

MR COUTTS: Yes. Whenever you're ready.

MR McGRATH: Yes. Okay. I've just made up thishere’s about 11 slides in this
— 11 images in this presentation, but what I'm gdiocus on is lack of transparency,
lack of clarity from the proponent, because we’ad kdealings with — well, | was
involved with Gullen Range before this, and | knetvat Goldwind are capable of.
I’'m going to focus on the transparency of the pregrg, lack of decommissioning
legislation in New South Wales and the increas&dof fire. My qualifications and
background — I've lived in Yass all my life, raised a property the Black Range
Road — | still live on the Black Range Road.

| became an electrician; | started in '73; ll$tdld a New South Wales and a South
Australian licence. | worked for TransGrid fort&ién and a half years from 1981
until 4.17 on 19 July 1996. | left for politicadasons. I'm an elected Deputy
Captain of the Bowning Fire Brigade. I've got 4ays experience in fighting local
fires. Secretary of the Landscape Guardians groliqp a member with Alan — and
I’m a member of the Coppabella Community ConsuwtatCommittee. | was a
previous member of the Yass Valley Wind Farm ComityuBonsultation
Committee.

And these are the things I'm focusing on: lackrahsparency; decommissioning;
information on underground high-voltage cables apeérceived delivery of
generated power to the transmit line — the 99Md-lanay make a note here that
neither the department of Planning, nor TransGanew the designation of the
power line they were going to connect a multimilidollar project to before | told
them. So this is how much planning goes into tltigsen though the proponents say
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they were in consultation all the time with TranslGthey couldn’t give me the
name 99M. Okay. Decommission.

There is no wind farm decommissioning legislatiorhis country. There’s a
recommendation that came out on 3 March this yesrthere are self-funded
decommissioning expenses. I'm not willing to be#ighat. Sorry. | tried to find out
from Tom Nielson, who is the project manager —gh@gect manager for this farm —
wind farm — what is the mechanical protection o088 volt cable that's 750 mil
under the ground. Okay. He can'’t tell me. Yestaes in the transcript to the IPC
that Goldwind have got 20 years of experience ewtind industry, one of the
largest wind turbine manufacturers globally andehaver 44 gigawatts of wind
power — that's a thousand thousand watts — of winer installed into 28,000
turbines worldwide.

Cannot tell me the mechanical protection on a caBlery. Okay. The existing
load of the 99M — and | thank Tom Nielson for fordiag this through to me — this
little chart — you will see there the MVA loadinghe existing loading. Goldwind —
and | have spruiked this all the time — these Warths cannot get the power into
these — into the grid. Goldwind ought to be 2@B6 thegawatts into this fully
loaded line, and this has been going on for a tong. 29 October this year, Tom
Nielson said to the IPC, “We’re still negotiatingtkvTransGrid to get the 99M
upgrade.” 8 November this year — about 10 days tahe hits us with a little gem —
TransGrid are going to build them a specificallyifdine. You don’t organise a
specifically-built line from Binalong to Yass, inaling a switch bay, in eight days.

It just doesn’t happen. So what I'm saying is ph@ponent has not been passing on
the information. Yet on there — on the newsleftrsy say, “We keep everyone
totally up to date with it at all times.” I've juthrown in that image of a power pole
there — it could be what TransGrid will erect —acaublle-string line from Coppabella
back to Yass. All these things are subsidisedtek’s no argument. They come
out of the RECs. A whole lot of this stuff is sidesl. Are we, the power-paying
public, going to be paying for the extra power linego in? | would say so because |
was — we were told at our CCC on thfetBat the — Goulburn are going to be paying
payments to TransGrid for that line. Okay. Thisden’'t know why that has taken
off with me. Sorry.

These are the blades for the White Rock Wind Fabrkay. They’re — the ones for
Coppabella — if I've got my figures right, are goiftom 70 — 60 to 70 metre blade
lengths, and that’'s from the SSD 6698. Sorry,llga back. And that's — what I've
done there is a three trailer road train is 53.%@3dong. These blades are going to
be 70 metres long. A road train is not allowedtemnHume Highway, yet they're
going to take these things down the Hume Highwiaw. sorry. It doesn’t add up to
me.

Okay. There’s another image from the GoldwindGeldwind image from White
Rock. There’s the tonnage for a 59 metre bladayo&nd | have got figures there of
about 4000 tonnes of fibreglass and resin, whicimegbe recycled, is going to be
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put up on this hill. More than that. There’s gpio be a hell of a lot more than that
go on these hills if this is allowed to go ahedthere were 500 oversized rock —
again, off a Goldwind site — went through WalcHéere for the local roads — and
there are other people going to talk about thel lmzads after me — are going to be
adversely affected by at least that many overdizads.

| will get onto fire here and | will correct my ¢ehgue, Alan. 8 January 2013 that
Jugiong fire started. 1939 another big fire cohteugh, when my mother was 10.
The — as anyone knows, the Capital Wind Farm leatesta fire, 17 January 2017.
20, 21 January 2018 | was at the Taralga fire whiah also ignited in the footprint
of the wind farm. Are we going to let this happbacause these things do start
fires? The proponent will deny that. Okay. Lobin sorry, | have probably got
through that a bit quick but, look, thank you verych and if there’s any questions,
I’m open to questions. Thank you.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, John.
MR McGRATH: No, thank you. Sorry. Get out ofwaoad.

MR COUTTS: Okay. Charlie Prell from the AustealdiWind Alliance for 15
minutes.

MR C. PRELL: Thank you and thanks, Commissionknsyour time. | appreciate
the opportunity to speak to you. I'm here repréisgrihe Australian Wind Alliance
but I'm also representing myself as a farmer froradBwell that lives under the
Crookwell 2 Wind Farm which has virtually been cdeted — construction has
virtually been completed. So background on thetralian Wind Alliance. We're a
community based organisation and we have over in@@dial members and more
than 11,000 followers on social media. The Wintiafce encourages best practice
community engagement and supports wind farms fowrcontribution they make to
reducing Australia’s carbon emissions and to ting lierm benefits they bring to
regional Australia, to areas such as this.

I’'m Charlie Prell. As | said, I'm a farmer from @kwell, about an hour east of
here. And as | speak to you, the Crookwell 2 Wriadm is just about to be
completed. It has actually been built through ohthe driest winters we have ever
lived in in Crookwell but it has been built sucdedig with minimal environmental
disturbance and no environmental damage. So my dad three adjoining farms
are hosting those turbines. There’s 28 turbinegather, similar size to these ones,
about 10 metres shorter in blade length. | knaat the two people who work for me
and their families can rest assured that their gzbssecure.

It doesn’t matter how bad this current drought gestsy know that their jobs will be
secure on my farm, and their families will havettharety as well. | also know that |
can reduce my stocking numbers as needed, tofzeecessary, to allow my land to
retain a good level of pasture cover and to natdgraded as this drought worsens,
which all the forecasts are that it's going taldo know that | can retain the

.IPC MEETING 12.11.18 P-12
©Auscript Australasia Pty Limited  Transcript in Golence



10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

ecological and environmental health of my farm ratter how bad this drought gets
as well. I live in the top of the Sydney catchmama on the foreshores of the Pejar
Dam, which is a very important environmental andewgupply dam just to the

north of Goulburn.

Now, that is all due to the passive income thailllneceive from hosting turbines.
And | want to see as many farmers as possible tieeisame situation that I'm in,
where they don’t have to worry about the impacttefdrought of overstocking
their land, of degrading their land, and I'm absely passionate — and have been
involved in this debate for more than 10 years raatout trying to roll out wind
farms in the best way possible for regional comriesi That's why | support well-
designed wind farms and | believe this wind farmaldies as a well-designed wind
farm, especially in relation to this modification.

| will just speak quickly to some of the points vaésed in our submission, which

I’m sure you have read, but | just want to reinéotisese numbers. This wind farm
will contribute 25 to 30 million dollars to thisgen over the next 25 years. That's
not insignificant. In fact, it's probably the biggt economic injection that this area
has received in decades, possibly ever. The Bihes — in addition to that 25 to 30
million dollars, those 75 turbines, as recommerfdedpproval, will generate
something like $1.5 million per year for hosts aw@ighbours of the wind farm. That
is also not insignificant; so that's 25 years tn$d.5 million.

The community enhancement funding is in additioth&d; 290-odd thousand
dollars per year for 25 years, something like seargtha half million dollars again,
and more with CPI increases. That is not insigaifi. | believe that since Goulburn
picked up this project from Epuron — and | haveemnéyeen an apologist for some of
the behaviour that Epuron have — has done oveyehes. But since Goulburn have
picked up this project, most particularly sinceythave looked to make this project a
viable wind farm, | believe they have been reafi and fair and transparent,
particularly with their neighbour agreements whgchout to five kilometres from

any turbine — any residence within five kilometoés turbine has been offered a
neighbour agreement.

There’s no stipulation, there’s no condition onstimeighbour agreements and that’s
way over and above the requirements in the NewlSdlgles planning guideline.

All the 33kV cabling will be underground. | repehat. All of the 33kV cabling

will be underground so that's minimising the rislat John just spoke about, about
fire. 1 would also like to just reiterate thatelrturbines have been removed to
lessen just the visual impact on one particuladesse to the south of the wind

farm, which I'm sure you will see tomorrow. Onelime has been removed to allow
the retention of about 50 hollow bearing trees sedously degraded landscape,
which again you will see tomorrow.

And also, | would just like to point out that Golohd have committed to developing
a decommissioning plant. It actually may even becanditioning plant. In Europe
now, where there has been wind turbines in heaetiled and populated areas —
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densely populated areas, turbines are not beingnai®éssioned. They're actually
being recommissioned and that — the European exqpriwill be replicated in
Australia. 1 live next door to the Crookwell 1 Vdifrarm. That licence expires next
year and the company that owns that wind farmaokihg at the options of either
decommissioning it, which means it will be returnedhe pre-wind farm state, or
recommissioning it and putting modern turbinestat tand.

| just want to reiterate also the point about watérookwell 2 Wind Farm was
constructed in about 18 months. It's nearly fieidmow. It started about May last
year in one of the driest winters, autumns andipusvsummer that we have ever
had. Water was an issue — it was a problem huastresolved and the construction
that the company did on that wind farm with theaeaational management plans,
with their environmental management plans, wittoatheir biosecurity
requirements which, to me as a farmer, are reablly important, are covered off
under the agreements that | have with the comgaaty'm in partnership with and
I’'m sure that the landholders here who are in gastmp with Goldwind have the
same sort of coverage.

So thank you very much for your time. | just wemtlso recommend to you to keep
in mind the New South Wales Government’s renewatg@nstrategic plan when
you're looking at this project. One of the thirtgat | hear most from host farmers in
relation to wind turbines, this one included, is thterminable delay in progressing
these projects through the planning system. Sdrtieabis not due to the planning
system; some of that has been due to the polgit#tion in this country over the
last 10 years or more, but the delay, | believa,lmaminimised by good behaviour
from wind farm companies such as Goldwind, sucGlabal Power Generation,

who I'm in partnership with, but also competentrieg legislation, which | believe
now is in place, and also independent commissiosighk as yourselves who can
oversee all of the issues that I've raised. Sakhe@u very much for your time.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Charlie. James Francis Fifdminutes.

MR FIELD: Thank you very much for allowing megpeak here today. For those
that do not know me, | started Yass Earth Movere@&@ years ago. It is still a very
successful business. Has done earth moving wbaka@ind Yass and the
surrounding districts, including the Coppabellaaar®/e know what will happen to
the Coppabella hills. The Coppabella hills, whéch very visible from the Hume
Highway and the Binalong area, are going to chdraga beautiful, grassy, rolling
hills to an ugly VMS with massive erosion. If tlievelopment goes ahead, there
will be a lot of disturbance that will take placevi cause a lot of problems.
Irreplaceable erosion that will get increasinglyrs& never better.

Imagine the view from the well-travelled highwaydamom the Binalong area and all
the people that have to live with this view fromeitthouses and properties. Would
you like to have to put up with that? There asoaloise problems and health issues
created by these turbines. All the wind turbines gee on TV are on almost level
ground but no disturbance and not a tree in si§eiople who know or don’t have
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brains think that they are beautiful. This siteave discussing here today is the
complete opposite. The hills are very, very stetgse to mountain size. This
unbelievable disturbance will totally change thesaicertainly not for the better.

Access to the site will be difficult. The bladewlaowers are very long, longer
proposed with the modification, and do not enchiminiddle. We, Yass Earth
Movers, have had a lot of experience with wide $ambt with long loads. We know
the difficulties that will arise getting these lologds to site. The turn-off into
Whitefields Lane will require a lot of modificatido the entrance and to the road
itself for these loads to have access. To get #\dnitefields Lane onto site will be
very difficult. To get the towers and blades i thighway onto the top of the hills
and along to where they will be placed will be asitnionpossible. The access will
have to be always straight and level.

Of course, the hills are not in line or the saraight, and if | could get John to show
you some photos of the hills, the photos are ngioasl as | wanted them because |
have a new phone and could not zoom in as | dithwve my grandkids with me. If
you can have a look into those, you will see whaehn. That is an aerial or a
satellite photo of the top of the hills. And asiy@an see, they are very, very unlevel.
And | will try to explain to you what | mean. Thecess will have to be almost
straight and level because hills are not in linthersame height. Massive amounts
of material will have to be moved to get this altngisaight and level track. The top
of the hills are not in line and have big depressim between. The sides of the hills
are very steep and rocky. If the tops of the faitis cut off and the depression
between the hills filled, the fill will have to hery deep and will therefore erode
very easily.

The sites for the wind towers will have to be leartl level access will be required
to get the materials and towers themselves, inetutlades, concrete trucks, cranes,
etcetera, across the whole site from one of thee-emd of the hills to the other.
Imagine the massive change to the landscape anchfaet it will have on the
productivity of the area by creating huge areasraack run-off. It is going to be
almost impossible to get a suitable track to aahmacess for the large types of
vehicles that will be required to get the mateaiadl construct the wind towers.
Hundreds of vehicles will be required to get thearal on site, plus the very large
number of vehicles that are already needed tomdmstruction.

If a cut is put along the sides of the hills, itlwi straight enough near the towers and
blades along the track — to the length of the lddmcause of the length of the length
of the tower. That is the hills in the distancé gou can see they’re up and down
and not in line, so how in the hell are they gdimget these massive towers and
blades, put a track along the top without creathagsive — and | mean massive —
disturbance. It —and it will wash away. Massi&urbance will occur either way.

If you could show that other one, please. Seegth@nother one, which is a better
one, that the hills are not in line, so where asytgoing to put a track? Are they
going to go around the side of the hills? | dahibk so. And if they knock the top
off the hills, they’ll be there for the next 12 nmtbe making a track in there.
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And — anyway, the traffic along the new tracks \alve furrows which will
concentrate the rainwater run-off, and there’s plubtWhitefield Lane in the left
there, and, you know, it's going to be difficultdet along. | don’t know whether |
said this, but I'll just repeat it if you don’t mdn Massive disturbance will occur
either way, with massive bare, loose areas thaenode away and become
unproductive. Areas that will be disturbed willtio@ able to have topsoil respread
back on them because there will be none to dotthath will prevent grasses from
growing and the batters will be so steep, nothifibgrow on them. Imagine the
areas that will be made bare, starting with thebatiters, flat areas and the fill
batters.

Traffic travelling along the new tracks will leafterows which — I've said that —

will concentrate the rain run-off. If any rain,tlespecially in heavier rain, there will
be 100 per cent run-off, which will concentratefte lowest part and start to erode.
Will never stop. The water will increase in sp&&o the wash-out, washing the dirt
off the side of the hills away. This will silt Wfams and creeks, ruining water
supplies, livestock and wildlife. If the wind tumes generated electricity all the
time, they would be okay maybe. They only geneetgetricity when suitable wind
blows. And I'll repeat that. They only generakectricity when suitable wind

blows. No wind or very strong wind means nothisgénerated. This is the case
approximately 80 per cent of the time when thepoeeven generating. Why do we
need them at all?

Millions of dollars in subsidies are given to theserseas companies to construct
these inefficient and ugly towers. Are they realiyrth the health issues and the
absolute destruction of these hills forever? Timenge to the look of this iconic area
is unimaginable. What would Banjo Paterson thirt& lived in this area. I've
worked all my life to build up some assets. Anyerith property close to the wind
turbines will have the value of their property assed. A property near me has
been on the market for two years and the realeeaggnt has taken it over due to a
lack of interest because wind turbines are going deor. | will be 83 next

February and these wind turbines are by far thesttbing to happen in my lifetime
and | think it's — that the majority of everybodghthat view, as well. And bushfires
were brought up previously. I've been a membehefRFS all of my life and I've
been ..... thank you.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, James. Okay. Noeleen HaZdliminutes.

MS N. HAZELL: Well, good afternoon. And thankiwdéor coming today to listen
and | hope understand the genuine despair thiegirig causing to so many
impacted neighbours. I'm Noeleen Hazell and lived on the property “Kia Ora”,
Bookham, for the 58 of the 60 years we have owhiedaroperty. Now, | — neither |
nor any member of our family have signed a neighthood agreement | would like
to add. I'm not a confident public speaker, howelam a landowner, wife, mother
and grandmother and at this — as this project &ffibe lives of three generations, |
have no other option.
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This devastating situation has been thrust upamusnly our family but all
impacted landowners. We have been left completeprotected. There is
absolutely no one, not a committee, a panel, netparson other than the National
Wind Farm Commissioner to collate our situation arsiist the department resolve
the complaint by insisting that the complaint isaleed and supporting us, the
impacted landowner. These open-ended approvaisatsing — sorry — sorry about
that — these open-ended approvals traumatisingagheassociated neighbours and
defacing our rural landscape has to stop. Thigptothe Coppabella project — this
has always been a marginal project. As the degattiof Planning have outlined the
history of the Yass Valley wind farm to you earjigray | take the liberty to give a
brief history of this project, including the distination shown to our family.

Epuron purchased the development from Origin inf2080 consultation. The DPE
recommended the entire Yass Valley wind farm besed on 5.1.15. And to quote
the last line of the conclusions and recommendatioithat refusal:

...the department considers the applicant has fadeneet the objects and
principles of the Act and the principles of ecobtadliy sustainable
development, so given the above, the proposattigiritbe public interest and
should be refused —

so we were then — we were unaware that Epuronfeeree the entire project during
2015, with minimal change and without consultatidine DPE then set a precedent
and divided the project without consultation on.5&2recommending to the PAC to
only approve 79 turbines on the western portiothaswould not result in any
significant visual impacts on the local communitgave would be able to comply
with the applicable noise criteria and the riskesidual health effects would be
negligible. The discrimination is unbelievable.

But without any public meetings, the PAC approv@d tecommendation, including
Coppabella south precinct, the Whitefield Road #edfragile soils of the Whitefield
area and allowed the destruction of hollow-beatiags. How was this project ever
approved? But the Auditor-General did issue arasgq breach of code of conduct
in January '17 perhaps for the decisions made6n Goldwind then purchased the
entire project in February '17, immediately applfeda variation to conditions
attached to approval with approval action to —tlfi@r construction, operation and
eventual decommissioning of a wind farm of up t6 ii&bines. Obviously, this
allows for the balance of the 51 turbines to bestroicted on the Marilba pre-set
already owned by Goldwind as they purchased theegmtoject. Goldwind then
made application for their significant modificatiand therefore that is the
importance of the Whitefield Road and, in particutarbines 73 and '4 as the link
back to the Marilba pre-set.

With the increase in height of the turbines fromd 1® 171, the visual impact has
now increased to 2.3 metres from two metres, sointeresting that the proponents
offer neighbourhood agreements to the Bookhamgell@sidents five kilometres
from the site whereas if your residence is 2.4rkétres from the nearest turbine,
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you need to get over it. When huge industrialingb are constructed on ridges as
steep as the Coppabellas, they would be visiblal@athetres from the site. The
project now consists of variables which change wherconstruction team arrive on
the site. Itis too late then. This project dtdls many unresolved issues, for
example, internal roads, exact turbine positiolisd the increase in land clearing is
unacceptable. There are assessments still pentfiagoroject needs to sponsor
community organisations and bribe neighbours teiueclocal support, | think the
project must lack authenticity.

Epuron, who had never visited either of our rest@snvisited us in 2012 with a map
to tell us that they would be constructing the asaead through our property — “Kia
Ora” — as the Whitefield Road was not suitable.siBoe the project was first
proposed, the OEH have been requested to assesiteth@any times. However,
both the DPE and, of course, the proponents, yosakm to ignore these
assessments. Following the modification applicgtibe OEH visited the site on 18
January this year and, again, assessed the Whitafiea as the highest ecological
area of the whole site and to avoid any disturbameeadside vegetation. The intent
of the site visit was to clarify vegetation mappdigcrepancies that the OEH
identified during their review of the Coppabelladif@ation application. They

found several areas were incorrectly mapped itivironmental assessment,
including areas that were mapped as exotic that wative.

As the blades of the Coppabella turbine have ise@&o 70 metres, the impact of
vehicles such as a four-trailer rigid road traavélling not only on the Whitefield
Road but on the fragile grey granite boggy soihef Coppabella hills would cause
irreversible damage. This project has consumedives since the devastating item
in the front of the Yass Tribune dated 5 Februa6yand the invalid approval by
PAC on 30 March '16. And, since then, we have baaonstant contact with the
National Wind Farm Commissioner, Mr Andrew DyemllBwing a site visit late in
'17, Mr Dyer phoned us and said he could not urtdacswhy the Whitefield Road
and not the Berremangra Road would be the accasds dnd if the panel — your
panel today — had the opportunity to view both\Wiatefield and the Berremangra
Roads, it would be clear there really is no congmari Our request remains, as in
'16, and is supported by the National Wind Farm @uossioner.

We request that the Coppabella south pre-set heagdf This would eliminate the
use of the Whitefield Road completely and the fisdbines in the Yass Valley
Council and two turbines in the Hilltops Counailgiuding turbines 73 and '4.
These are the turbines linking the project back ¢m¢ Goldwind-owned Marilba
pre-set. To go on to decommissioning, there mest tmoratorium on the
construction of all wind turbines approved andimpwsed until there is legislation
acknowledging the host landowner is legally boundismantle all the turbines on
his or her property within 12 months of decommissig. The Goldwind and the
department of Planning guidelines regarding decasioning are open-ended and
do not give the non-associated neighbours any asser It is vitally important to
have such assurance as in this project, therelahesits, with only three hosts living
on their properties.
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In the transcript, it was noted that the decomroisag was — seemed to be a
concern of this project more than other projects this is because we love where we
live and we expect our properties to remain infaarilies for years to come. We
don’t want them to be — our grandchildren to bekiog at these turbines forever.
Legislation must also apply to pre-set ownersihen a project has been refused,
the ownership of that precinct must be revokediwifl2 months, with no further
referrals. There’s a project — first project ardumthe Yass area was the Conroy’s
Gap and it was approved in 2005.

And it is approved but there is — nothing happengdd the neighbours nearby, you
know, are left in a state of not being able to contsndo many things because you
never know if it's going to be activated. At a @rwhen the entire state is in drought,
| think it is appalling that landowners have noestbption than to go to the
Environment Court at their own expense simply ttget their own lifestyle and

land values. And, finally, to even contemplateageig the unique landscape of the
Coppabella hills would be a breach of code of cahdu

The environmental carnage resulting from wind taebtonstruction is disgraceful.
To allow the destruction of 285 hollow-bearing ge@ghen a farmer would be fined
heavily for removing one tree is discriminatoryor Ehe government to allow such
destruction to produce four per cent of the workiergy and to construct one
turbine uses more energy than it will ever prodligest think we need — if this is
allowed to proceed, we need to discard the enviesmial handbook. Thank you
very much for coming and for listening.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Noeleen. Geoff Frost, 10 rtesu

MR FROST: Thank you, Mr Chairman. Mr Chairmary, mame’s Geoff Frost.
I’'m a local councillor with Yass Valley Council.

MR COUTTS: Might use the mic, Geoff.
MR FROST: Right.
MR COUTTS: People can't hear.

MR FROST: Thank you, Mr Chairman. My name’s Géabst. I'm a local
councillor with the Yass Valley Council, and | sit the CCC for Coppabella on
behalf of council, but | have not sought the may@greement to speak on behalf of
council today, and the views that | give are — $pgeaking on my own behalf and
they’re my views. Having said that, | have to s&ylly support Yass Valley
Council’s position on wind farms in the area, ahldmight just explain to you
exactly what that is or provide you, perhaps, wittopy, this is last — three copies
there. This is the — a draft policy that has bgingout and is currently under — out
for exhibition. It's the last of three resolutioosuncil has made over the last six
months regarding wind farms. They all contain g jgkrase and a key paragraph,
which is there in item 4B, and it says that:
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While supportive of a renewable energy in gena@lincil opposes in
principle further large-scale wind turbines sitesYass Valley.

And so we’re in principle opposed to having moredviurbines in Yass Valley, and
| perhaps can use a little bit of time just to ekplwhy that might be and why |
support that policy. Council — this council liveght next to a very large regional
centre, which is growing very fast, and that isA@T. Something like four or five
hundred thousand people, and we live right nekt tdhe planning challenges for
Yass Valley Council are considerable. We — and/eveet those. We have revised
our LEP. We have developed a specific Yass setthestrategy designed exactly to
cater for that, and | might just give you the exeusummary, if that's okay. What
this does is it defines where we want developmegbtas we go through from the
ACT. Big focus is on Murrumbateman and in Yasg,dluthe villages get a — are to
retain their existing — retain their existing cheea and be built on as we’re going.

In conjunction with that, we've recently been atdebtain from the department of
Planning a change to our LEP to allow the lanchfauses to be built on lots of now
about 40 hectares. In other words, it was 80 hestaNow been run down to the 40
hectares. The reason for that was to allow petopteiild on smaller blocks and,
therefore, reduce the amount of land that is wastgdu like, providing lifestyle
blocks. And lifestyle blocks are the future forewé this area is running. The
strategy theme, as you'll find in there, is thas to focus on all the development and
minimising potential conflict between adjacent larsegs, and that's one of the
guestions behind the — and this is obviously cauot@&aving wind farms there
because this is probably the most divisive thimgl bthink Mr Field has already
explained in his 85 years and certainly in my 6&rgehere, this is the most divisive
thing I've seen in any rural community.

| see families that | know have been friends faregations now not speaking to one
another. We see people upset because money rsftake the wind farms, and |
don’t necessarily blame the wind farms proponemt®ffering money, but it just
seems a bribe, and it sits like a burr in the comtgwand annoys people. Itis —it's
created an ugly scene. In contrast to my emotioyisu know, and that's a rather
emotional argument. It's very real, but it's enooial. | guess my support for this
strategy comes from my 10 or 15 years — about asyactually, as a researcher for
the Bureau of Infrastructure, Transport and Redi&eanomics, and being a lead
researcher on regional economics.

And | will there — I've only got one of this, I'mfiaid. It's my last copy, but I'll let

you have it. It is a book that was written thatasulated much of that research.

It's called The Evolution of Australian Towns, pigbled by the bureau, and what
that does is it looked at the last 100 yearsodkéd at the last 100 years of
development of settlement patterns in rural Austreland you'll be aware that there
are two big things. One’s been a shift to theesitithe other has been agglomeration
of people into larger and large centres. And what did was put into words, put

into a document, what most of us already know,\ahdt we already know is that
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those — that agglomeration and that pulling togedinel that pressure on small
communities is due to changes on transport and corioation.

So in 1911, when we first started looking at tthig, situation was that if you built an
industry, then the workers lived adjacent to it &tedtally adjacent to it because they
had to walk to work or perhaps a pony. Nowadayse's less and less of that.
Nowadays, people live in one place and they worniather. The reason they live
in particular areas is no longer because they g#i there; it is because they like
the amenity of the area. And that's what we fousdhat the amenity of the area is
now the driver behind our development patternsd #e three things relating to
Coppabella come from this. The first is that thegl term and the employment from
Coppabella — and — the short term and the long @oppabella is unlikely to assist
the areas around it. So it's unlikely that théred much happening in Bookham or
even Jugiong.

There may be a little of the development stuff mhile the construction may be a
little bit of benefit to Yass, but long term, itikely that Canberra and Goulburn,
who are already established — Goulburn in particdes already established itself as
having the skills to be able to supply — Goulbuit benefit. Canberra will

probably benefit because these are places whepdepidee to live. Secondly, the
reduced amenity of the area due to these — the tuihihes, industrial turbines
sitting on top of the hills is likely to reduce thewill reduce the — and whether that’s
visual or whether people are concerned about healtthether it's noise or any
other negative connotation of wind farms — and#sh’t even have to be true; it's
only got to be perceived — means that the capatiass and Yass Valley to attract
people to the area, and particularly to the arearevthe wind farms are, is much
reduced.

And so we will not have the sort of developmentailgerwise would have. And in
the longer term, if we simply tick and have windfisz and we have the incremental
growth of wind farms from our northern borders d éimere are three wind farms —
this is — the three wind farms on northern boradémsur shire — if this happens, then
people will not buy right throughout the show besmthey will be uncertain as to
whether, in five years, 10 years, 15 years, theltdoesanother wind farm and, for
that matter, another solar facility in there andhsimpact is not just on the people
that are next door.

The impact is not just on — it is for the whole 8rand it undermines our whole
strategy of how we actually do the planning and goys are planners and you're
good ones, I'm sure, but you will understand that’se making one decision, a very
momentous decision but we, as Yass Valley and oun€il, will have to live with
that decision and adapt to it as we go ahead. téihes, | guess, is another point
that really irks me and irks a lot of people. Tiogs are not just driven by wind.
The real driver is an ideology and that ideologyesy strong in Sydney; it's very
strong in Canberra but there is not a single wimtdine in either place and, in fact,
Canberra does not allow them. So they have tewlogy.
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They enjoy the idea of being seen to be greenhaytdon’t want the cost, the cost
that are, you know, the cost to the Hazels or tinglBys or the Bennetts or the —
they have to bear, even though they are not the dreing the ideology. It's not the
people that book them that are NIMBYs. It's theple who want these things but
don’t want to pay and don’t want to pay by havimy & the lack of amenity in their
area. Can | just make a couple more points. Chbatdk, when you go tomorrow and
you've looked here, would you please take a dieersvhen you get to Goulburn and
go to Crookwell, out towards Crookwell, and youlwib past Crookwell 2, which is
almost complete, and | think was already alluded to

If you go there you will see the size of turbinkeattyou're likely to see. If you go a
little bit further you go to — there’s an area théor the viewing of Crookwell 1.
Now, Crookwell 1 was described in an earlier tirme-avell, | guess a more naive
council allowed Crookwell 1. If you look at therliines — and you can see them
much better in real life than you can by a phobwtif you look at those turbines
you will see that they’re not very — Crookwell Inigt very obtrusive. Crookwell 2
dominates the landscape and | think you need it tibout that when you think
about whether or not you allow the change here.

MR COUTTS: | will have to wind you up, Geoff.
MR FROST: Okay. Thank you.
MR COUTTS: Thank you.

MR FROST: Okay. The decision, | guess, is nowdar hands, and — but | ask
that you consider the rest of us who have to cameand we have to make planning
decisions around this decision for years and dectardeome.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Geoff. Andrew Field from tWiass Earth Movers, 10
minutes.

MR FIELD: Good afternoon. Turn it on. Good afteon. Thank you.
MR COUTTS: It will - - -

MR FIELD: Yes. We're going now. Good afternoohhank you for holding this
meeting this afternoon. I'm Andrew Field, managitigector of Yass Earth Movers.
I've been working in the earth moving industry d®én a contractor taking over and
helping for my father for the last 22 years. ly& a Diploma in Conservation Earth
Works. | know the area quite well, and as a ptpjéable to proceed, will be an
environmental disaster in this — if it is approvddlo agree on renewables if they put
it in the right spot, and they're sustainable t® ¢émvironment and work as a long-
term investment to the taxpayer. Wind farms arteariong-term investment.

Twenty years is not a long time. | used to thinkas when | was younger, but not
now. The amount of destruction the — and infrastme that has to be put into place
for such a short-term project — | think we’re nmbking any further than our nose.
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Coppabella Ranges is not suited for such a largle safrastructure, nor has it been
used for any other use, other than grazing, beaafube topography won't allow it.
Land use. This is used by the soil conservatiovices and is used to determine
land capability. Anything over 18 degrees slopeusth never be cleared or
developed on. Coppabella Ranges is way over s is why, thus far, nothing
has been allowed to be built on Coppabella Ranbjeser has a wind farm been
built on such steep terrain, nor should one evdyudk on such terrain. If it
proceeds, nothing other than an environmental @isasll prevail. It will be easily
seen and behold the mess from the Hume Highwapaslve past and for miles
away.

The visual impact — it's just been told they’reiiy to increase it from 150 metres to
the 171 metres. This is too much. 150 metresasriuch. As they just said,
Crookwell 2 — 1 don’t know how high they are, bt dominating the landscape.
You can'’t screen this, so trees don’t grow thdt tiilany curtilage is offered, that
will take the lifetime of the project to grow, atiten it's going to be too late because
they’ll be decommissioning or leaving them theredib With the increases of the
blade length, there will be an unquantifiable visogact that can’t be measured
until it is too late. All or — non and in — nonvimived residents should have an
independent photo montage done for them prior tstraction, if approved. If
approved, photos taken before and after can belagddlly to challenge such a
thing.

Noise. With the larger blades obviously is goiagpecome more noise. All studies
have been done that | know of on 1.5 megawatt teweat on five megawatt towers
that we're looking at now. How can this be passbdn we don’t know what we are
dealing with until it is too late? There’s no wiaymeasure it. With all the findings,
with the report from the WHO — | don’t know if yae'aware of that. It's in the
folder | just gave you — and what has been happgenisouth Gippsland, Victoria,
which I've also given you a copy, we’ve asked fawve're asking for a legal
nightmare to be undone. It's going to be like Raat box. The lawyers — we've
got one here today that's even spoken on behalhefof the non-involved residents.
It's just going to get messy. As Geoff broughtagslier, the whole community is in
disruption. It's —yeah. I've never seen anythikg it. It's hard work.

Current wind towers should be turned off at nightet people have a good night's
sleep. If they're not, there should be a 35 déaband restriction put on them in
times of operation. Setbacks need to become lat\a guideline. We all know
there’s problems. I've got a property out near Rgek and we’ve got a wind farm
trying to get approved out there — or it has bggr@ved, | should say. The
Department of Planning have been asking what'sggomand who lives within the
four-kilometre radius of this wind farm. Why atey asking that? Because they
know we’re going to be affected. I've already basked whether | want curtilage
and whether | want double-glazed windows, but I'tleeed that and | don’t want
that. | want to live in peace.
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So, really, we should be looking at that for theser people here as well today, and
also for future projects. If we know there’s algeam, why the hell are we allowing
it to go ahead and proceed and be — cause morkeprslor later on. The clearing, |
hear, is — they're trying to up it again. Origigdproval was 83 hectares down from
226 on 30 March to get this past for the part 4seoh Now we’re asking again for
nearly 180 hectares. Why is this being considerédfR?is was on the original
approval, this thing wouldn’t have been approvedhdhe original consent. That's
why it was taken down, so please take that intsiciamation.

With the road, Whitefields Lane should not be akolto be cleared or used for
access. For normal RMS road construction, the wad#h is 3.5 metres wide and up
to a nine-tonne load limit on each axel. This @ctp going to require a crane that
uses — or is 27 tonnes per axel. That's threestiover what RMS allow for on their
roads. The blades with the increased length k'sugning to be about 75 metres
long, truck and trailer combo. That's going to get four times longer than a
normal truck and trailer combo on a normal highwayd we’re going to try them up
into the Coppabellas. I'm so pleased to hearytbatre going there tomorrow to
have a look; it'll open up your eyes.

The roads that will need to be built to get theasfructure that's needed to get to the
required positions on site will be massive. It like trying to build the Hume
Highway over the Coppabella Ranges. Not somettiiagshould ever be approved,
no matter what reason for trying to do such a thimge risk to the environment and
human life should be enough to question you whydmeed this. If approved, all
infrastructure should be sealed or concreted fo thte risk of washing and
environmental disaster. Also to prevent the reskhe human life. You might think
why the hell are we going to — how are we goingdwue problems. If a truck was to
slip or have a runaway incident on a site on tisbgpes in that area, the outcome
would be fatal. Once a heavy laden truck slips afope, and it is not on a sealed or
concrete surface, you will not stop it. What is twenan life worth for the risk of
such a project?

So just to reiterate, the visual impact of the éased blade height, | don’t agree. |
think it's too much. You will be able to see ibfn miles away. The noise, it's
unknown. Got the report there from WHO, so you garthrough that and have a
read if you like. The setbacks should be from mwoived residents, and | think
that should go out to at least eight kilometrespfan-involved. That's my take on
it. The clearing Whitefields Lane should not bedisIf they can’t build this without
going up Whitefields Lane, they shouldn’t build The environment — it's — you're
asking for a natural disaster and a scar on thastzape that will never heal. Even
after this project has been decommissioned, ybe'lable to see the cut and fills.
You won't see the rolling hills anymore, they'reigg to be flat. You can’t get such
infrastructure up there without doing so. Anddask the roads to be sealed or
concreted, to prevent the washing — to prevenetivronmental disaster, and
whoever does the risk assessment on this job, ldmtigput my name to it, put it that
way. Thank you for your time, appreciate it.
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MR COUTTS: Thanks, Andrew. Barbara Folkard? Eimginutes.

MS B. FOLKARD: Thank you for this opportunity —aéorry. Yes. Is that all
right?

MR COUTTS: Isiton?
MS FOLKARD: That better?
MR COUTTS: It will come on.

MS FOLKARD: There’s nothing worse than sittingckahere and not hearing
what’s going on up at the front. Thank you fostbpportunity here today and to
introduce myself, | am a retired nurse and pastmedr from the hospital team
which has caused me to be listening to people fr@mly in that role there — people
who are crook or who are in hospital in Canberaame they — a pastoral carer sort of
sits and listens and you hear a lot. And I've Heanumber of — a good number of —
second-hand reports, | know, but they were feelingry feeling about them. My
specific concern is the issue with — following tbathe very bad effect of turbines
on people’s health. It seems to be that theréniays a percentage of the
surrounding — what have | done wrong?

MR ........... Keep going. Nothing. You're righKeep going.

MS FOLKARD: Good - of the surrounding populatisho are very badly
impacted, with symptoms and problems being headacleziness, high blood
pressure, nausea, earache, tinnitus, stressbilititadepression — where am | up to —
fatigue, loss of sleep, anxiety, socio-behavioaral hormonal changes, muscle
spasms, stomach aches. Following on from theshese attacks, strokes,
Alzheimer’s and other dementia, sleep apnoea, lplesisirth defects, especially in
animals, an actuality with horrible deformitiestbie ground in lambs and calves,
huge reductions in lambing percentages from ar@@b 85 per cent down to 7 and
8 per cent have been reported to me, renderingrarfg enterprise uneconomic.
How devastating.

| have several times brought this issue up at C@i@sGoldwind and New South
Wales Planning representatives. On Thursday laskwat the CCC at Binalong,
Tom Neilson told us that Goldwind is complying witandards for New South
Wales being a top level of 35 decibels. | mushpout that that has nothing to do
with the problems of vibroacoustic disease, thgmlgis now given to the string of
symptoms caused for some people living or workimthe vicinity of wind turbines.
The measure that relates to that situation is hedizdecibels. It's apparently quite
different and | think it means the measuremenhefvibration level. Where am 1?

These symptoms certainly do cause nuisance to pexadle as well as distressing
visual impact, but it is more than just a nuisankdgrasound vibrations have been
identified as vibrating through the ground and velver there is a house in line with
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that, they vibrate up through the building andfateas a very peculiar sensation
which one feels compelled to move away from. Hasvethe best place for people
to go is perhaps 20 or 30 kilometres away wherg tia@ go to a motel or another
home. That, of course, becomes a horrendous fisamatlay over time and a lot of
families do not have access to spare funds forsibwtof outlay.

Some families do leave their homes for two, threeven four day spell and they
would have to return to tend their farm and stojctvithey do as quickly as they can
and then they clear out again to their boltholeetmver. Can you imagine the
upheaval, especially if you've got children? Theptoms abate when they are
away from the affected farmhouse or any house. Wihd turbines have had a huge
disastrous impact on many districts where the imidgnso triumphantly continues to
plan for more and more of them to go up.

Back to the medical issues, | must request thaintthestry, currently Goldwind,
involved with us here on the Coppabella site asdwhere take a moral stand and
defer their ongoing plans till they or the goverminieave investigations done along
the lines of Professor Mariana Alves-Pereira Shegsesented on the internet and |
can provide a video. The point is that it has b&®wn that these vibrations cause
thickening of tissues in the body, especially sasfarteries and other blood vessels,
such as around the heart and brain, so it woulsh $eeverify the heart problems that
people have been experiencing and the other nasties

We should remember there was a blanket of ignorpatever drugs in the past,
such as the morning sickness pill that resultdairth deformities — that’s going a

fair way back; the final result of bad health efsefrom smoking, now recognised as
causing so many illnesses and early deaths; nmadswtia, now identified from
proximity to asbestos, and so on. Again, | mustesthat we need more investigation
into the outcomes for innocent people who havéveoriear wind turbines. Most
likely, some of these problems will not show up rieany people till further down

the track. But there is the possibility that daiva track, there will be massive legal
actions over these issues. | underline the fattdbme of the families who are
suffering and have had to leave their homes pernimeere willing hosts to
turbines who have had their lives ruined as a apnesagce of ongoing serious health
problems.

Sensitisation is an ongoing problem, even when lgampve away a good distance.
That comes from air conditioning or large fridgesl @o on in the supermarkets,
etcetera. What happens — apparently, you go boidly go and do your shopping
and before long, you've just got to clear out "up@ose you leave the trolley half full
— because those symptoms come up. Please defisrtplaontinue erecting turbines
till the health issues are better looked into. dgenot yet know what extra problems
the extra sizes of turbines and blades will caus®other issue | have is why is the
Berremangra Road or others not considered ratherttte Whitefields Road, which
has the loveliest old trees which should be pretéatot dozed away. Thank you.

MR COUTTS: Thank you. Bruce Hazell.
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MR B. HAZELL: Thank you, panel, for the opporttynto speak today. | didn’t
realise it was coming up so quickly. My name isd&r Hazell, and I've lived on the
property Kia Ora for 60 years, both residence G&Despecially residence C06 are
adversely impacted by the project. Residence Ci6tive only residence within two
kilometres of turbines of the approved plan, no& and 400 metres from the
Whitefields Road, and | have not succumbed to byib&he destruction of the
Whitefields Road would be irreparable and on thet aad adjoining property and on
the west of this property — this property was pasgd in — during 2015 when the
Department of Planning had recommended the entijegi for refusal.

The Office of the Environment and Heritage havetioorally assessed this road and
the entire Whitefields area of one of very highdgyaregetation with an intact
grassy understory and canopy with a high densityeaf hollows. We have never
been consulted during this development. Howewerdepartment insists that
Whitefields Road is the only access, although tlopgnents of this have listed two
alternate roads, the Bouyeo Road north of the Gugdfzaand the Berremangra
Road. The obvious access road up there is a lhneeclearway entry to the
highway. It is sealed and is not — there’s not mee to be removed. The
department representation did not visit the sitd day.

At our Landscape Guardian invitation, everyone diamayed when the director of
resources and energy assessments was quite entpla@ny project vehicles seen
on the Berremangra Road would be stopped and prieskcSuccession planting — it
is unacceptable when an 81 year old farmer of ntadeans who have been on the
property for 60 years, succession planning of wineblves three generations, is
affected by such projects as industrial wind fadegalue the land. Succession
planting should be a time of pleasant reflectiams @mily discussions and bonding;
however, this has become of great concern andssiresland values, especially then
as subdivided lifestyle blocks, could be devalug@d to 60 per cent.

We are now — we feel are now trapping our sonwiifis and our grandsons. When
we were informed that the entire project was reduise2015, in preparation for the
successive planting, the property adjacent Kiadbhjoining the western side of the
Whitefields Road was purchased, therefore furttagapting the new — the next two
generations. Dividing the community is the grettieing that brings tears to my
eyes at times. Bookham has always been a verg clmamunity — the same as the
Mullion, Mullion was something special, as is Boakin

Helped by the Soldier Settlement Scheme — there tieee Soldier Settlement
Schemes in Bookham, and that has been the gréatagfor Bookham and
surrounding areas. Everyone working together ajmyang each other's company,
and the Bookham Hall — you know, built a long tieg® — was all built by voluntary
labour. The cricket club and tennis club have takrefurnished by voluntary
labour. There’s — here in the last 60 years, theret one organisation one member
of our three generations has not been involved, wither as a member or as
executive position at some time. The Bookham Agtiral Bureau may cease — the
only bureau active in Australia — because of alterconflict of interest brought
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aboutbya ..... it's all money ..... and the pmgats sponsoring community events.
Thank you.

MR COUTTS: Thanks. Thanks, Bruce. Richard HylEs/e minutes.

MR HYLES: Hello. | would like to thank you alkavell for coming here today.

My name is Richard Hyles. I'm a fifth-generatidreep and wool farmer and not a
public speaker. | feel | need to speak out in r@éga the modification Goldwind

have put forward relating to the Coppabella WindifzaMy family own historic .....
which held the original Berremangra Post Office amdown Westbourne which has
great significance — historical significance in auea. So ..... gave up parcels of land
from Westbourne to return soldiers from World War |

These men and families worked very hard on thespepties to make a living and
some of the original families still live on thes@perties and are here today trying to
protect their property’s value that their fathemsl grandfathers have fought for in
World War Il. They’re worried about the devaluiofithe land. Westbourne is C13
on the map, so we’re within the three ks of thedfamm while Cannalong, C20, is
described as a “non-associated residence”. Bytréhgoing to — 200 people

working up on the Coppabellas, I'm sure that il \wé very associated, as they're
right on the Berremangra Road.

In mid last year, Goldwind were visiting affecteshtiholders, offering them
neighbour agreements. | felt we were pressurétieabit to sign up, so everyone
signed up because we were told that they were caorcinge the project in November
2017. So people signed these agreements, thittkatgt was going ahead — that
there’s nothing to lose by signing up and | couwd Imelieve how soon after this
happened that | received, in the mail, that GoldWiad applied for a modification to
increase the turbine height, as we know, to 17Xesetnd increasing the hectares.
In reading a report from the State-Significant Degenent Modification
Assessment, which was written October 2018, itrsetfe:

Residents being okay with the wind farm becausehhbee signed an overhead
agreement.

But, as | stated, these were signed before Goldesudied for the modification and
I've been handed a petition here today which ha®ger 100 signatures against the
proposed development. Goldwind has offered toescedfected houses, but my
problem is I'm out working in the land and the slaexdl the yards and that’s — | do
feel that we will be badly affected. Only threetloé 11 hosts live on the wind farm
and the rest are absentee landholders, and | lesreduoted to me by two of the
hosts that they just want — basically, want thelsoa

There’s a lot of anger towards people hosting thed®nes, which is very sad for a
rural community. It has always been a rural countay to help your neighbours but
these turbines have caused huge division. | rbaeel | was very disappointed to
see that no hosts were speaking today so we cealdtheir side of the story. | feel
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that building the turbines on the Coppabella wiit save the planet or reduce power
bills. It's going to cause unrepairable erosiod turn the Coppabellas into a
potential industrial wasteland. Goldwind don’t eleave a Power Purchase
Agreement, which is surprising the other night wheaeard that that — and then they
said there was a large solar farm approved neag#/ap now the power will come
into Yass, they think.

There’s a large eagle population in the Coppahedliagd with the bigger blades, the
eagle population will disappear from up there. Mtleagles aren’t always a
farmer’s best friend, they do serve a significahe in controlling vermin, such as
rabbits and small foxes and we all know the danmagbits can cause if they get out
of control up there. Other residents are conceafedit the pollution into the
Coppabella Creek, which is essential for our steater and is also home to a large
population of gudgeon fish. I'm concerned for miya@d others around the
infrasound issues being raised at other wind faantsaround Victoria. | want my
family to always come home and continue farming sening this area without
being forced away due to infrasound. | was uniderimpression that all the traffic
was to go through Whitefields Road but now | untderd that a lot will be coming
past our two houses on the Berremangra Road, wochies me for safety. And the
Berremangra Road wasn't built for that sort officaf

One big issue that I'm witnessing firsthand is deelining mental health of people
in this area who are affected. People are veryemed about the development.
There’s so much publicity about rural mental healtild suicide and | think everyone
needs to have a — be very mindful of this. My wBé&ph, has created a special
space for wellbeing for women in our restored Stsalduts. Women are coming to
take time out from their busy lives and some td frean past traumas. Steph also
runs workshops. We’'re worried about the noisethrdvisual aspect and so the
impact of her business.

| would like to thank the IPC for having a sitepestion tomorrow. | feel it's so
important for you to see. And you will understdhd irreparable impact on the
environment this development will cause. | havalaaobt that our land value will be
decreased. A quote the other day — I'm sorry; doimg overtime. | heard from the
Bylong Valley coal mine development — and this measime so much of what's
happening here — KEPCO came in; they dividedy tmnquered and gagged an
area and made it an unpleasant place to live,latts texactly how | feel we're
heading. So thank you.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Richard.
MR HYLES: | did want to read out the petition butnderstand I've run out of time.
MR COUTTS: Yes. If you just pass it to Jorgenaiks, Richard.

MR HYLES: Thank you.
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MR COUTTS: Tom Nielsen from Coppabella Wind Fd®roprietary Limited.
Five Minutes.

MR T. NIELSEN: Thank you, Commissioners. Can ya@ar me?
MR COUTTS: Yes.

MR NIELSEN: | acknowledge that this is a forunm fbe community to give
feedback on the modification application and, ahswill keep this speech short. |
would just like to take this opportunity to hightigthe history of the project through
the planning process, summarise why the modificadioplication was necessary and
give a brief overview of the community consultatenmd engagement activities
undertaken since Goldwind Australia purchased thgept. So the Yass Valley

wind farm project was initially submitted for apgdtion in 2008 by the developer
Epuron with a proposal to build up to 200 wind tods across three precincts, being
the Marilba Hills, Coppabella Hills and Carrollsdge areas. The initial tip height
considered was up to 150 metres, which represehéechost efficient wind turbine
technology available at that time.

Over a lengthy seven and a half year process,rtdjeqh was repeatedly reassessed
and minimised, including the refusal, as mentiotgdAlan, Noeleen and Bruce
until in 2016, the Department of Planning recomnezhdpproval for the Coppabella
Hills precinct only. The Planning Assessment Cossioin then reviewed the
recommendation and gave final approval for 79 viurtines on the Coppabella
Hills. Goldwind Australia subsequently purchadee project in 2017 and based on
the outcome of a detailed engineering design, & antified that the original
vegetation limit was not sufficient to allow thepapved access roads to be built. In
addition to this, the advances in technology tleatehgreatly driven down the costs
of energy from wind farms over the past decade trihan the turbine tip height
originally put forward in 2008 greatly restrictdeetproject from being competitive
in today’s electricity market.

As such, a modification application was requirdthis application was based on a
realistic construction footprint that appropriatebnsiders the earthworks required to
build the project on the hill terrain. The majgrif this footprint must be
progressively rehabilitated throughout the constoncperiod and the total

vegetation impact will also be offset on neighbogrproperties by the state’s
Biodiversity Offsets Scheme. The environment inimdi¢he updated design have
been extensively assessed and minimised wheresgsitfp® A specific wind turbine
was also chosen, the Goldwind 140, and a tip heigtension of 21 metres has been
proposed to allow this wind turbine to be utilismdthe site.

As part of the modification process, Goldwind Aatt made a number of additional
commitments on behalf of the project. These inetuthe removal of four approved
wind turbines in order to increase the minimumatises to neighbours and to
reduce impacts on hollow-bearing trees, a commitrteea supplementary
community investment model to be developed in clason with the local
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community to invest a further $100,000 per yeav the local area over the life of
the project. This is in addition to the 2500 pgbine per year already committed
under the community enhancement fund. A commitmerst made, as well, to a
decommissioning and rehabilitation plan that inelflinding arrangements to cover
the decommissioning costs. This is to be reviemrsdiupdated every five years.
Also a commitment to reduce impacts on the onlyr@pgd main access route, being
Whitefields Road, such that only four hollow-begrinees will be removed in this
operating corridor.

On with the — just a bit about our community engaget. So on purchasing the
project in 2017, Goldwind Australia identified theed for much greater consultation
with the local community and embarked on a comnyusiigagement strategy
similar to what we have very successfully implereerat the White Rock Wind
Farm in the New England region of New South Wal€Bis involved over 50 face-
to-face meetings with neighbours to the projed,hhing of a local community
relations officer to manage our local interfacehvifiie community, implement — the
establishing of a local information centre in Boval which since March when it
opened has had over 200 visitors, implementatianmdighbour engagement
strategy that with no neighbouring residences withio kilometres of the wind
turbines allowed the project to offer neighboureggments out to five kilometres,
which has been covered a little bit already, willegreements signed to date, the
establishment of a sponsorship budget that has smmmitted 37 separate
sponsorship funds to local events and communitgr@sations, equating to an
injection of more than 100,000 into the local area.

This model will continue through construction urlié start of operations when the
community enhancement funds will be available. praect was also renamed
Coppabella Wind Farm to better reflect the apprqwegect’'s geographic area and
our local focus. So, in summary, the wind farmmexlified will provide significant
economic benefits to the area both during the coctsbn phase when up to 200
workers will be working on the site, as well a®inperations where approximately
15 full-time employees will operate the wind farmdanore than 270,000 will be
available annually for the local community via ti® community funds.

The project will contribute to lowering the greenbe gas emissions for electricity
generation in Australia and will supply renewahtergy into the National

Electricity Market equivalent to the needs of 120,0New South Wales homes every
year. We support the New South Wales DepartmeRtasfning and Environment’s
conclusion that the project achieves a reasonathmbe between maximising the
efficiency of the wind resource development andimising the potential impacts on
the local environment and community.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Tom. Matthew Bingley. Fivénotes.
MR M. BINGLEY: Okay. Isitgoing? Hello?

MR COUTTS: It willcome - - -
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MR BINGLEY: Hello?

MR COUTTS: Have you turned it on?
MR BINGLEY: Hello?

MR COUTTS: Yes.

MR BINGLEY: Okay. Hi. I'm Matt Bingley, localasident, and I'm extremely
concerned and against the new modifications tcCiygpabella Wind Farm. Firstly,
I'd like to address my protest to the way money I@esn thrown about in the
community by Goldwind in the form of sponsorshigits to schools and farms,
etcetera, during their application of the projéctt, particularly before submissions
were closed on the modifications. | would likerstto a trial in the courthouse
where one side of the argument is offering giftthejury before the decisions is
made. That's absurd, right? And | can’t helphiok this Goldwind Chinese
interfering in an Australian decision.

Even so, the submissions against the modificatierevsubstantial. Goldwind then
took months and answered these submissions inydamy, drawn-out, carefully
thought-out way. Must be nice to have money ame tio quash the little guys and
make submissions against them look insignificar.example of this is relating to
land values in the area. The new, extremely irs@durbine height and blade
length will affect the land values with a much krgisual effect on the current
neighbouring landowners’ properties and many mdoerietres of land that will
now be visually impacted from the increased si@écourse, most of the hosts are
getting their money and do not live there, so iniwbother them.

The Yass area is number 1 in Australia for peopdihg for rural properties,
according to Yass Real Estate agent, Edwina Brawan article by Pauline
Morrissey, dated 20 July 2018. The area arountEpabellas and its prime
location, having Hume Highway access, allowing aarlio Canberra, three to
Sydney, and now a thriving petite village, Jugioisga place where people want to
live. These modifications will put an end to th&oldwind, in answer to this in
submission, has used a Valuer General study frad8.28ello? It's 2018, nearly
2019. How can this be accepted by the New SoutleS\Repartment of Planning?
Particularly, what should be this population growtka? Where’s the 2018 report
on the land division — subdivision in this area?

It's very close to home for me as my parents, wigobeth over 80, have their house
directly facing the project with no prospect ofesem with the new blade height
unless they go total blackout. It's a subdivid@dagre block which is to be sold for
their retirement home, which value will be destihy&Vho would fight droughts,
fires, fluctuating stock prices for years for theppen? And the Goldwind turbine
company or anyone else should certainly not maikehtippen. | live and work
around the Coppabellas. Who knows what the ineceaize of these power turbines
will have on the health and wellbeing in the comityunSurely sound, acoustic and
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infra are to be more with the size. The unique W&y sound travels in a
mountainous area means it could end up all ovepldee. The increased visual
presence will and already had put a huge drairoaresof the local farmers, thinking
and having to look at this spinning industrial arestead of the calming peace of the
superb Coppabellas.

It's that serious. | believe it will end in tragednd implore you, if the destruction of
area to continue, mental health counsellors muselpéoyed to the area for years to
come. The increase in size will no doubt also reageeater effect on the beautiful
eagles and other birds that | often see on my daday activities. They will be
missed by me, but probably not the blades. Thepoamd of all of this — the new
modification, which is to clear 179.8 hectares @f@tation, areas including parts of
the nature sensitive Whitefields Road — this ialtptunacceptable.

The land destruction will be clearly visible and aaninimal disturbance as
previously described, changing the ecosystem anttibating to long-term scarring
for generations to come. It is so different to dhiginal plans, the only way to view
it is as a new project and not as a modificatiBor it — if put initially, no one would
have approved it. Thank you. Please considernegemtation against these
modifications. | see no minimisation in this pijeonly huge escalation. It's often
the case, unfortunately, that someone else’s dieammeone else’s nightmare.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Matthew. Rosemary Miller.
MS R. MILLER: Hello? Now - - -
MR COUTTS: You push it up. It takes a secontinar to come up.

MS MILLER: Good afternoon, chair, fellow commissers and everyone else here.
I’'m Rosemary Miller from Rye Park, and | thank yiou allowing me to speak at this
meeting. I'm in favour of green renewable enefgy, only if it's reliable,

economical and environmentally friendly and in ttee long haul, namely, hydro.
Unfortunately, | believe wind power to be noneltwdge. All | can see with wind
farms — I'm speaking about wind farms in generalvali as Coppabella. All | can
see with wind farms are negatives. Needless dggiruof bushland, soil erosion,
noise and health issues — proven, road safetyyadian between families and friends
within communities, increased bushfire risk, huapgtyer-funded subsidies, high
household and business power bills.

All this for an inconsistent, unreliable sourcesakrgy which, at this stage, cannot
even be stored in batteries and only has a lif&bofears if you're lucky. | am still
looking for a positive, but as far as | can see,dhly ones to benefit from wind
farms are the overseas proponent companies, whoevibking bucketloads of
money out of the country. So, really, what is ploent of wind farms? Another point
is that | have noticed an ever-increasing numbeotdr panels being installed on
residential and commercial buildings, and whilecleity prices are high, I'm sure
this trend will continue. Another great concefrale is the clearing of hundreds of
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acres of — hectares of pristine old forest, nagrasslands and rare Indigenous
wildflowers. It's with other wind farms, too.

Once this environment is gone, it'll be gone forgwand that's criminal. I'm sure |
wouldn’t want to be responsible for this. We hé&& enough precious bushland to
urban development as itis. Places such as tlmesbehabitat of birds and wildlife,
some of which are on the endangered list and pedwdd, shelter and nesting
places, especially the hollows of older treespdrticular, this in particular relates to
the superb parrot, which migrates to this areayesgring to breed in tree hollows
and feed on the blossoms of the eucalypt treesh Bestruction of bushland rather
flies in the face of the Queen’s green canopy @nogrdon’t you think? However, it
is not only the loss of habitat, but the bird kiicluding superb parrots, protected
wedge-tailed eagles and bats struck by turningaslad

Add to that erosion that will certainly occur, catesing the steepness and the fralil
soils of the hillsides at the site and access avads. Another of my concerns is the
lack of legislation. As far as | can understaméding the literature regarding the
planning and construction of a wind farm, the goweent only issues
recommendations and guidelines to a proponent coynjaefollow. That's
ridiculous. Some recommendation and guidelinesiishaome in the form of
legislation to ensure the proponent company corgoriirhis especially should apply
to the decommissioning. | have read that if tr@ppnent company does not
decommission a non-productive wind tower withinmi@nths, the onus is placed on
the host to do so.

I’'m concerned that if the supposed bond which,dantally, appears not be
guaranteed, is non-existent, the host may not leetatafford to dissemble the
towers or even, in a worst case scenario, choas® pull them down. This
situation could quite well apply to the case whetest does not reside on the host
property. There are quite a few examples of thidoubt if anyone in their right
mind would want to see rusting, derelict wind tosvalong already denuded hills,
not to mention the loss of property value and sarappeal. Overall, | feel these —
there are far too many grey areas with these dpredats and much fudging of
facts. We objectors have a right to know evergaiiet accurate, consistent and
clear terms, every step of the way. After all,ave the ones who are going to be
most affected. Thank you.

MR COUTTS: Thanks, Rosemary. Greg Medway.

MR G. MEDWAY: Am | on?

MR COUTTS: Yes.

MR MEDWAY: To the Commission, Alan, Zada and Aadrj thank you very much
for the opportunity to speak. I'm here to speaulzommunity involvement with

the Coppabella Wind Farm. I've been involved with Harden Kite Festival and
it's an annual event which, this year, attracteerd@000 people on one day. It's a
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sort of a record for us in this region. The everirganised by a small volunteer
team with some local individuals and organisatiowslved. This year, we've had
double the amount of visitors and the previous yteaso doubled again.
Coppabella Wind Farm got involved in 2016.

What | like about Coppabella — they don't just geblved with cash; they get
involved with human beings and the lady in chasge sorry — Alison, Alison Deal,
and on the day was involved with the Girl Guidespived on the ground all day, as
well as being a major sponsor. I've never seenldbfore with a major sponsor
where they were there on the ground. They lookeadé to be real people and they
really cared. For us, to be able to get a few spanhas been so difficult — so
difficult to get a few sponsors here in the countiihey’ve been wonderful and all |
can say is we are so gracious and thankful for @obelta with their support. Thank
you.

MR COUTTS: Our last speaker, Robin Cooper.

MS R. COOPER: Hello. Thank you very much, Consioisers, for the
opportunity to speak. As you know, my name is Rabooper and | am here
partially because of personal interest and paytladicause | have interests in another
renewable energy project and may | say, in than fdwe land values so far don't
seem to be highly affected. | think through myesesh — because | think that it's
really important to do research and the first pafiers to what Goodwin have done
which I think is quite commendable. | think thegvi voluntarily removed three
turbines from the project to minimise visual impantneighbouring properties
which | hear have been of great concern and tHisrerease the distance from a
turbine to 2.8 kilometres.

Goodwin are removing another turbine from the proje preserve more than 50
hollow-bearing trees, which is also another concana they are increasing blade
length not hub height. This will allow them to éatdvantage of the latest turbine
technology available which equates to less noidee comprehensive neighbour
agreement have been offered to people who livefiveakilometre zone of the
project and these are initiatives that could beeted by planning authorities.
Goodwin will contribute substantially to the comnityrenhancement fund which, |
think, also is really important and the one furttiéng | would like to say — |
actually haven't heard reference to impact on therenment in other similar
projects. This includes overseas. In those prejésthere irresponsible erosion; is
there mass tree removal; is there proof that winoines regularly affect health. |
think these things need to be investigated. Tlyawnkvery much.

MR COUTTS: Thank you, Robin. Robin was our Estaker, so | do appreciate
everyone’s coming here this afternoon and takimg tout of your busy schedules,
and particularly for those that have spoken todagydo value your comments and
we will certainly take them on board in our deléggon. So thank you very much.
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