
-------- Original message -------- 
From:   
Date: 9/2/20 4:08 pm (GMT+10:00)  
To: Samantha McLean < >, Peter Duncan 
< >  
Cc: Mary O'Kane < >, , Grant & Tracy 
McIlveen < >  
Subject: FW: Draft Notes from Proposed Vickery Project Landholder Meeting 11 Dec 2019: FOR 
REVIEW  
 
Dear Sam and Peter, 
  
Please see doc attached for consideration and noting by the Vickery Coal Project Panel. 
  
The background is I act for local landholders, including two adjoining the site on the western side of 
the Namoi River. 
  
In December we met with various officials from DPIE and EPA to discuss matters of interest. Here is 
my summary plus the NSW Govt’s responses. 
  
We urge the IPC to note the matters at hand. 
  
Kind Regards, 
  
Warwick 
Warwick Giblin 
Adjunct Professor, School of Law, University of New England 
Fellow, Environment Institute of Australia & New Zealand 
Managing Director 
OzEnvironmental Pty Ltd 
Delivering true progress   
Ph  
http://www.ozenvironmental.com.au/ 
     ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________   
This email is private & confidential. If you have received it in error, please notify us & delete it.This email & any attachments are also 
subject to copyright. No part of them may be reproduced or transmitted without permission.To the maximum extent permitted by law 
OzEnvironmental P/L excludes liability for any loss or damage of any kind however caused arising out of or in connection with this email & 
any attachments. 
  
  
From: Steve O'Donoghue < >  
Sent: Thursday, 6 February 2020 6:30 PM 
To:  
Cc: Lindsay Fulloon < >; Philip Nevill 

>; Kane Winwood < > 
Subject: RE: Draft Notes from Proposed Vickery Project Landholder Meeting 11 Dec 2019: FOR 
REVIEW  
  
Warwick, 

  
Thanks for your email and sorry for the delay in responding.  
  
The Department and EPA representatives and experts, appreciated the opportunity to meet 
with the landowners and their representatives last December.  





  
Warwick Giblin 
Adjunct Professor, School of Law, University of New England 
Fellow, Environment Institute of Australia & New Zealand 
Managing Director 
OzEnvironmental Pty Ltd 
Delivering true progress   
Ph  
http://www.ozenvironmental.com.au/ 
     ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________   
This email is private & confidential. If you have received it in error, please notify us & delete it.This email & any attachments are also 
subject to copyright. No part of them may be reproduced or transmitted without permission.To the maximum extent permitted by law 
OzEnvironmental P/L excludes liability for any loss or damage of any kind however caused arising out of or in connection with this email & 
any attachments. 
  
 



-------- Original message -------- 
From:   
Date: 9/2/20 3:09 pm (GMT+10:00)  
To: Samantha McLean < >,   
Cc: Mary O'Kane < >  
Subject: FW: Suggestions for Improving Mining Consent Conditions to Better Safeguard Local 
Landholders  
 
Dear Sam and Peter, 
I refer to my correspondence sent to Professor Mary O’Kane on 2nd February 2020 which I see has 
been forwarded to you.  
I would welcome the opportunity to meet with you to discuss the matter. For ease, I attach a copy of 
the document. 
  
The document arose after discussions with Professor O’Kane  last year, given my work is on SSD’s in 
the rural sector.  
  
Please feel free to call any time on . 
  
Kind Regards, 
Warwick 
Warwick Giblin 
Adjunct Professor, School of Law, University of New England 
Fellow, Environment Institute of Australia & New Zealand 
Managing Director 
OzEnvironmental Pty Ltd 
Delivering true progress   
Ph  
http://www.ozenvironmental.com.au/ 
     ____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________   
This email is private & confidential. If you have received it in error, please notify us & delete it.This email & any attachments are also 
subject to copyright. No part of them may be reproduced or transmitted without permission.To the maximum extent permitted by law 
OzEnvironmental P/L excludes liability for any loss or damage of any kind however caused arising out of or in connection with this email & 
any attachments. 
  
  
From: Mary O'Kane < >  
Sent: Sunday, 2 February 2020 5:50 PM 
To:  
Cc: Peter Duncan < >; Samantha McLean 
< > 
Subject: Re: Suggestions for Improving Mining Consent Conditions to Better Safeguard Local 
Landholders 
  
Dear Mr Giblin  
Thank you for these suggestions. I have forwarded them to the the Acting Chair of the Commission 
and to the Executive Director. 
Kind regards  
Mary O’Kane 
  
Sent from my iPhone 
 

On 2 Feb 2020, at 5:42 pm, " " < > wrote: 



  
Dear Professor O’Kane, 
  
As previously discussed, I table for your consideration suggested alterations to typical mine consent 
conditions (used Bylong Mine Project draft conditions as the base) which aim to provide fairer, more 
just, safeguards to local landholders who may find themselves adjacent to a new, major mining 
project.  
  
Suggested changes are coloured red. Various other sections in the Bylong consent not modified are 
deleted. 
  
The salient points underpinning the changes are: 

1. More transparent definitions of ‘feasible’ and ‘reasonable’;   
2. Requiring live, real time monitoring data readily available for all; 
3. Assessing noise/dust/water/blast fume impacts not just on technical standards but on the 

real, lived (social) experiences. The lived experiences have such an impact on wellbeing and 
are typically overlooked in the impact assessment process;  

4. Providing more authority to the EPA and the various water authorities re approving plans, 
actions, etc. Currently the EPA is often omitted from final decisions when in fact, given its 
statutory responsibilities, it should be the key decision-maker. Same applies for various 
water authorities;   

5. Reversing the burden of proof, especially re noise/water/dust impacts; 
6. Requiring prevention/mitigation of GHG emissions; 
7. If people’s health is adversely impacted (renters and owners)  then morally and ethically it is 

not appropriate for them to remain living on that site;  
8. Noise/dust limits should be as for any ordinary citizen living anywhere, not skewed to favour 

an industrial development; especially greenfield mines, as they are often located in places 
with very low background noise (other than the sounds of Nature…); and  

9. Having public consultation on management plans: eg water, air, noise, biodiversity, social 
impact and cultural heritage.  

  
I would be pleased to discuss the contents herein with any of your team. 
  
Thank you for the opportunity to make this contribution. 
  
Kind regards, 
Warwick 
Warwick Giblin 
Adjunct Professor, School of Law, University of New England 
Fellow, Environment Institute of Australia & New Zealand 
Managing Director 
OzEnvironmental Pty Ltd 
Delivering true progress   
Ph  
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