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Good Morning Chairperson and the panel commissioners.

| appreciate the opportunity to present to you this morning my concerns about the key
issues identified in the Department’s assessment of the Spicers Creek Wind project.

My name is Sally Edwards. For the past 15 years | have worked across the
Warrumbungle Region in Community Development & Capacity Building. The state level
significance of this project, the CWO REZ and the potential significant project and
cumulative impacts to this region, has me standing here today.



Spicers Creek Wind
Project Assessment

Primary Concerns:

1. Consuliation

2. Cumulative impacts
3. Biodiversity Loss/SAll
4. Community Impacis
5. Risk - Bushfire, Water & Soil
6. Public Interest

Spicers Creek @
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| would like to address a number of key concerns that | have from reading the
Departments Assessment of the project.
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Spicers Creek Wind is but 1 project in an array of renewable projects, transmission and
Battery Energy Storage Systems across the REZ. | understand that the Commission
Panels are appointed to determine each project and must consider each development
application separately. While it can be noted that the proponent has reduced footprint
areas and therefore potentially reduced impacts, is it fairly concluded that the 275HA
of native vegetation loss is then justified because it is only 19% of the project footprint?

| am mystified that the very government policies, plans, and guidelines that are in place
(and some for many years) to protect our environment, our lands, our industries and
our people — can be ignored or overlooked when assessing State Significant
Development.
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This map demonstrates the location of Spicers Creek within the CWO REZ and displays
the multitude of projects in the area. This unfortunately also increases the likelihood of
significant impacts and cumulative impacts to the environment, to water and soil, to
residents, to communities and to already under-resourced Local Government
Authorities
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This map highlights the saturation of projects across the country between Elong,
Dunedoo and Gulgong. The actual development footprint for the construction of this
project is 1470HA.
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Due to State Significance this project demands public input and scrutiny from not only
neighbours, but community, and members of the wider region. Is it fair to
acknowledge, that Neighbours receiving neighbour payments are by nature paid to
support the project? Why wouldn’t neighbour payments ever just simply be
compensation to those that are forced to live within x amount of km’s of such a
significant project and not a contractual agreement?



Executive Summary

This report details the Department's assessment of the State significant development application SSD-

41134610 for the Spicers Creek Wind Farm and will be provided to the Independent Planning Commission (the o
Commission) for their consideration when deciding whether to grant consent to the SSD. StrQieglc ConteXi

Spicers Creek Wind Farm Pty Ltd, a project entity owned by the Squadron Energy group of companies
(Squadron) proposes to develop a 700 megawatt (MW) wind farm, located approximately 25 kilometres north-
west of Gulgong in the declared Central West Orana Renewable Energy Zone (CWO REZ). The project is within
the Dubbo Regional and Warrumbungle Shire local government areas. The proposed project involves the
development of up to 117 turbines with a maximum tip height of 256 metres (m) high, a 400 MW battery energy
storage system (BESS), connection to the proposed CWO REZ transmission line and other ancillary I
infrastructure. The project has a capital investment value of approximately $2 billion and is expected to

generate 590 construction jobs and 12 operational jobs. If approved, construction of the project would take

about 40 months. @
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The department considers the site location is suitable as it is located in the Central
West Orana REZ.



Electricity Infrastructure Investment Act 2020 No 44 [NSW]

Part 4 Renewable energy zones and access schemes

Division 1 Renewable energy zones

19 Minister may declare renewable energy zone

Community
(4) The Minister may make a declaration only if the Minister— Consultation

(a) is satisfied that it is consistent with the objects of this Act, and

(b) has considered the following—

(i) existing network infrastructure in the renewable energy zone and the rest of
the State,

(ii) land use planning, environmental and heritage matters,
(i) the views of the local community in the renewable energy zone,

(iv) other matters prescribed by the regulations.

Current version for 2 February 2024 to date (accessed 15 March 2024 at 11:58) Page 18 of 54 @
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Consultation

| would like the Commission to consider that the views of the Warrumbungle region
community were never sought by the Minister prior to declaring the CWO REZ, even
though the legislation clearly states this requirement.



BUDGET ESTIMATES 2023-24

Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and
Heritage Portfolios

Portfolio Committee No. 7 — Planning and Environment

Answers to Supplementary Questions PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT Cwo REZ
-
» Climate Change, Energy, the Environment, Heritage
1 The fi gy Zone (Central-We 2021 was published in the °
Government Gazette of the State of New South Weles on 5th Noverber 2021, The o m m u n l
Enargy Wfrastructure ivestment BAl 2020 states i Pact 4, Division 1, Section 19 (4)
Tho Minsster may make o doclaration only if the Misister [b) has considered the

-
following (i) the views of the local commurity In the renewable ener ity zone. vlews

] Whero was the CWO REZ draft deciaration document exhibited?

®) How many submissions were received during the CWO REZ draft declaration
exhitstion period”

3 were made by of the public?

i y

i How many objections wers made by public suthorities?

. were made duveloper

v How many in support members of the public?
(W Howmany - . :
Vi How many submissions in support wore made by public authorities?

T o s i o e iy vl e G |
™ v of the public?

x wre made by

xi. e

E , ¥ =Y
@ | Amwal ved throughout the CWO REZ draft ik
pariod available publicly? If they ore publicly avalable, where ore thay lecated?
(d) | Were there amy meetings held, within the then proposed CWO REZ boundary, to
andfor ¥ e the CWO REZ draft

decliation? If yes, please provide all
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When questions were posed through NSW Gov Budget Estimates, the answers
provided show no evidence of the views of our community actually being sought,
recorded and considered.



Answer SIX (6) submissions
' were received
(a) In accordance with the Minister’s statutory obligations under section 20(e) of the from stq kehOIders p—

Electricity Infrastructure Investment Act 2020, the Central-West Orana Renewable
Energy Zone (REZ) draft declaration was exhibited on the former Department of
Planning, Industry and Environment's website for public consultation for 28 days from TH R EE (3) from

17 September 2021 to 15 October 2021.
TE— : _ , Renewable Energy
(b) Six submissions were received from stakeholders during the draft consultation

period. All submissions were in support of the exhibited draft (three from renewable D Eevie I (@) per S { Conflict
energy developers, two from public authorities, and one from an organisation). of inferest2)

No submissions were received from members of the general public, and no objections
were received from any stakeholders.

ZERO (0)

i See answer to question 1(b).

submissions from
ii. See answer to question 1 (b). the enel'd| pUinC
Solh *
(b) Submissions were provided on the grounds that they would be confidential. coO nﬁd enﬁa I.
Submissions will not be published.
https:/fweaw. pariament . nsw.gov.au/icdocs/other/ 1934 7 /Arswers$a2(to %2 0supplementany 2 Oquestions %20- %20 7% 2 0March % 202024 %2
%20Budget ¥ 20Estmates%20SHARPE PDF
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As answered by the Minister for Energy, 3 of the 6 submissions to the CWO REZ
Declaration were from renewable energy developers.

Submissions received by the department through PUBLIC CONSULTATION remain
confidential.

| know through my own experience as a Community Development Coordinator at the
time, and a volunteer, that our Council, nor our local community organisations either
knew about the proposed REZ or the associated Public Exhibition — hence why there
are NO recorded views from our community about the REZ.

10



BUDGET ESTIMATES 2023-24

Climate Change, Energy, the Environment and

Heritage Portfolios °
Regional
Portfolio Committee No. 7 — Planning and Environment
Answers to Supplementary Questions Referen Ce Gro U p
3
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The Minister states that a Central West Orana REZ Regional Reference Group was
established with local representatives. Recent enquiries with EnergyCO show that the
RRG had a standing membership of Councils, select electricity transmission providers
and the then Department of Regional NSW.

Confirmation has been sought as to which Councils participated, with no response
received to date. From enquiries with Warrumbungle Shire Council it appears they were
not a member of the RRG. The RRG concluded in 2022 and demonstrates zero “local
community representation” like the Minister indicated.

There is an expectation set for the Commission to provide ongoing monitoring of
performance from a qualitative perspective, including the examination of legal
robustness of determinations.

Could the Panel on this occasion investigate the potential breach of this legislation?

11



(7 V)
Department of Planning, Housing and Infrastructure “L“l!; S|XTY SEVEN (67)

dphi.nsw.gov.au ﬂmsnm SmeiSSiO nS Were
received

Spicers Creek Wind Farm FIFITY SEVEN (57)
State Significant Development Assessment Report (SSD 41134610) ObjeCiions (85%)

The project is classified as State significant development (SSD) under the Environmental Planning and SEVEN (7) Suppor‘l'

Assessment Act 1979 (EP&A Act). The Independent Planning Commission is the consent authority for the project
as the project has received more than 50 unique public submissions by way of objection, Warrumbungle Shire

Council objects to the project and Squadron has made a reportable political donations disclosure. ZE RO (0) Conﬁdenﬂ0|

The Department publicly exhibited the Environmental Impact Statement for the project from 28 July until 24
August 2023 and received 67 unique public submissions (67 objections, seven in support and three comments H ¥
on the project). Key reasons for objections from the community include impacts to amenity, biodiversity, Orrum Ung|6‘ Shlre

transport and cumulative impacts.

The Department received advice from 15 government agencies and two host councils, Dubbo Regional Council

and Warrumbungle Shire Council. Warrumbungle Shire Council objected to the project and comments were also
received from Mid-Western Regional Council.
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The submissions to the Spicers Creek Wind project demonstrate 85% objections and
10% in support.

Shouldn’t the scales be the other way if communities were adequately consulted and
properly involved in the planning and delivery from the beginning?



Cumulative Impact
Assessment
Guidelines for State
Significant Projects

50N

oping document.

nt will be und ken on the

as key matters during scoping (see section 4.1)

3.2 What study area?

Thes
88

d for the cumulative impact
tter will v nding on
nt m and
impacts on the
th other relevant

ngture of the patet
\g from the projgec

For example, the stucy area selected for the cumulative

Once the proponent has selected the study area for
each matter requiring cumulative assessment in

the EIS, it must clearly define the study area in the
scoping document for the project and explain why the
boundanes were selected,

Scoping cumulative
impact assessment

@ What to assess?

!

@ What study area?

1
’@ Over what time period?

Cumulative
Impact
Assessment
Guidelines

Section 3.2

What study area?
“Clearly define”

“Ei iii‘i”'g Why”

i

SLIDE 13

Cumulative Impacts

Could the IPC and the Department please review the assessment made on Cumulative
Impacts, in particular how the proponent clearly defined the study area for each
separate matter requiring cumulative assessment and why those boundaries were

selected?

While | disagree with the fact that the proponent selects the study areas for each
matter of cumulative assessment, this is what the Guidelines clearly state and expect

in Section 3.2.

13



Table 6.7 Cumulative Impact Assessment Considerations

- . : Study Area

What to assess? As outlined in Appendix 3, the following key matters will require

:onsideraticn of CIA: Definiiion a nd

visual amenity

* noise and vibration EXp la naiion Of
A Boundaries
o traffic and transport SCO ping RepOf’f

®  socio-economic.

i r
What study area? The study area will vary depending on the specific characteristics of the Els MO I n Repo f
assessment matter and the scale and nature of the potential impacts on
the matter resulting from the Project with other relevant future

projects. Each CIA will be undertaken in accordance with the relevant Appendlx 23 0 S
guidelines, where applicable, and broad enough to capture all relevant 2
R Cumulative Impact

Scoping Summary

I
DPHI Assessment

Spiers Creek Wind Farm Proposed Assessment of Impacts
RO2 - Scoping Report_REVISED FINAL E]
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This slide shows the detail included in the Proponents scoping report, which is
essentially a re-configuration of the words from the guidelines and shows no specifics
on how the Study Areas will be defined.

| was unable to find any further detail in the EIS, Appendix 23.0 — the Cumulative
Impact Scoping Summary and the Departments Assessment.



Appendix 23 = Cumulative Impact Scoping Summary

Cumulative Impact
Study Areas?

Noise/Vibration
Biodiversity &
Heritage
Traffic/Transport
Land

Risk

Water/Soils

oo v ti
KEY: N/A - No potential overlap in impacts between Project and O.d g 2 o

existing/future project that would warrant any consideration in the
cumulative impact assessment ocia
— Air Quality ghﬁ
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This slide shows the first page of 7 pages which make up Table 1, in the proponents Cumulative
Impact Scoping Summary. This page demonstrates an analysis of projects that are operational and
under construction. The green squares conclude that “ NO potential overlap in impacts between
Project and existing/future project that would warrant ANY CONSIDERATION in the cumulative
impact assessment.”

NO potential overlap of NOISE and VIBRATION with Bodangora Wind.

NO potential overlap of Biodiversity and Heritage, or Water and Soils with Bodangora, Beryl, Suntop,
Wellington and Wollar Solar projects?

Could the department and IPC please review both the way the Study Areas were defined for each
matter identified as requiring cumulative assessment, and also how a conclusion was drawn for so
many of these potential impacts — that there are NO potential impacts that warrant ANY
CONSIDERATION?

There were also NO potential overlap of impacts identified for Risk, Water/Soils and for Air Quality.

15



12.  There are 22 State significant renewable energy projects within 30 km of the site, including three 22 Pr?jeCfS R
:r:zf:eld solar farms located adjacent to the site. These projects are listed in Table 2 and shown in COHSIdered W“h'n
30kms in the DPHI
Assessment
Report

30km Radius

i

Spicers Creek Wind Farm (SSD 41134810) Assessment Report |1

i
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This is Item 12 from the Departments Assessment Report, referring to Table 2 that
identifies 22 State Significant Renewable Energy Projects within 30kms of the site.

| would like the IPC to consider that no consideration has been given to the number of
SSD Energy projects within each LGA. Many of the Cumulative Impacts that affect
Council directly are not bound by a 30km radius, these include Traffic and Transport,
Roads, Water/Soils, Waste, Social & Economic and potentially Land and Risk.

16
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Dubbo LGA
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Souncd Area

council are; at a particular stage in the a:

ent process. To find a project that is currently on public
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Assessment Type

Submissions on State significant project

Any -3 Portal. For more information, visit the Ha

say page

ons must be made online through the NSW Planning

Any v

SSD-45242780-
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BESS Modification

Government Area (Lga). Nsw.

S$S0-62199230 Prepare EIS

State Significant Development
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This slide demonstrates the number of SSD applications currently in the Major Projects

Portal for the Dubbo LGA -43.

17



Home > Maice Pro > Prejects
Filter by
Status

-Any- v
Local Council Area

Warrumburigle Shire v
Development Type

Any v
Industry Type

Energy v
Assessment Type

Any v

st Apply o m

State Significant Applications

ar developm local

par To find a project that is currently on public

@ ‘Exhibition”in the ‘Status’ f

Submissions on State significant project applications must be made online through the NSW Planning
Portal. For more information, visit the Have your say page.

Showing: 13 e

S$SD-58260858 Prepare EIS $SD-29508870 |[ELE TR Y S$5D-29491142 Prepace IS

State Signiicant Dovelopmert |
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And in Warrumbungle LGA - 13.

18
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Any v
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- - -

i
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Mid-Western LGA - 32.

Could the IPC please consider that the 30km radius is ineffective in Councils of large
geographical areas and is in-effective in adequately considering the potential
cumulative impacts.



Box Gum Woodland

104. The Department notes that in 2006, the Threatened Species Scientific Committee estimated that the
extent of Box Gum Woodland was 250,729 ha, and the Committee’s more recent 2020 advice also refers
to that figure. Based on that figure, recent assessments (including the BDAR for the Central West Orana
REZ Transmission line) estimate that current extent would now be 234,694 ha when combined with Box Gum
estimated annual losses since then.

105. There is also a more recent Commonwealth Conservation Advice (AG DCCEEW, 2023), however it is not WOOdIa nd

directly relevant and more conservative, as it is aimed at protecting higher condition remnants listed Assessment

under the EPBC Act, and it excludes many areas that are included in the NSW listing under the BC Act.

106. The Department understands that many ecologists consider that the numbers derived from 2006 are out- m ethOd OI ogy

of-date and likely to substantially underestimate the actual extent of Box Gum Woodland, as listed in
NSW. Using the recent State-wide Vegetation Type Map (SVTM) released in 2022, there have been

N N -
numerous efforts to provide a more up-to-date and accurate estimate of the extent of Box Gum Woodland C U m U I atlve

under the NSW listing.

107. In particular, Dr Col Driscoll recently provided relevant information in relation to the Moolarben Coal Assessment

Project, which is based on the recent NSW SVTM and estimates that the “there is approximately 1,788,703
ha of extant Box-Gum Woodland CEEC within the SVTM in woodland form™. Dr Driscoll also estimated that _
there is approximately 5,315,040 ha of DNG form, which results in a total of 7,103,743 ha of Box Gum
Woodland in NSW.

i

SLIDE 20
BIODIVERSITY & Risk of Serious & Irreversible Impacts

It appears the proponent and the Department have utilised an estimation of Box Gum
Woodland provided by Dr Driscoll in relation to the Moolarben Coal Project.

Given this is a NSW Gov Assessment Process, shouldn’t the NSW Government use the
most current estimations it has utilised for its current and relevant legislation and
guidelines such as the NSW Threatened Species Committee and Conservation
Assessment Reports?

20
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To utilise a different estimation for quantity of Box Gum Woodland, for the purpose of
this assessment, should either suggest this is not eligible or suggest an immediate
review of all the other NSW Policy, Legislation and Guidelines that depend on this
information. Including the Critically Endangered Ecological Community Listing.

Until the Government formally adopts this research, should it not be permissible in the
assessment of this project?

21



NSW Threatened Species Scientific Committee

Box Gum
Conservation Assessment of White g:n.- :cllov\.l Box — Blakely’s Red Gum Grassy Woodland and WOodla nd Loss
rived Native Grassland
Mark Tozer and Christopher Simpson 22/06/2020

NSW Threatened Species Scientific Committee i, .h OS Un dergone O
Name: White Box - Yellow Box — Blakely's Red Gum Grassy Woodland and Derived Native very Iarge his Torical
Grassland 3 >
Short Name: Box — Gum Grassy Woodland and Derived Grassland re d UC f’o n In
Distribution: Victoria, New South Wales, Queensland and Australian Capital Territory .
Bioregions: NSW North Coast, New England Tableland, Nandewar, Brigalow Belt South, Sydney geogroph’c OI
Basin, South Eastern Highlands, NSW South Western Slopes Bioregions, South East Queensland and . N .
Victorian Midlands Bioregions d’s tr’b U non “ae Over
Current EPBC Act Status: Critically Endangered
Current NSW BC Act Status: Endangered m Ore th On 90%
Proposed listing on NSW BC Act and EPBC Act: Critically Endangered S’n Ce I 750-

Summary of Conservation Assessment

White Box ~ Yellow Box - Blakely’s Red Gum Grassy Woodland and Derived Native Grassland was H

found to be eligible for listing as Critically Endangered under Criteria A3 and D3. The main reasons RISk Of SAII
for this Ecological Community being eligible are that it has undergone a very large historical reduction

in geographic distribution (since approximately 1750) and has experienced disruption of biotic

processes of relative severity >90% over more than 90% of its distribution since 1750
Consetvaion assessmem rgm usmgihe Common tssessmem method hﬁps =/ Fwww envnronmem nsw gov au/topics/animails-
P inations/final-determinations/2020/white-
box yellow—box itically-er gered- logi ot wnity-isting
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The NSW Threatened Species Scientific Committee, as shown here from the Dept of
Environment and Heritage website, states that since 1750, Box Gum Woodland has
undergone a very large and historical reduction in geographical distribution, over more
than 90%.



114. The Department considers that it would be r to that a lative impact of less than

1% using the most conservative assumptions is still unlikely to contribute significantly to extinction of Box
Gum Woodland, and therefore unlikely to be SAIll.

5. However, the Department acknowledges that a precautionary approach may be appropriate and has been C U m U l aiive

advising proponents to seek ‘nature positive’ outcomes that may help to further protect the Box Gum

ey Impact Scopin
116, With this in mind, Squadron has offered additional measures to minimise the impacts on Box Gum g

Woodland, which involves securely conserving an area of approximately 53.8 ha of Box Gum Woodland

comprising 31.3 ha of intact woodland, 9.9 ha of disturbed and modified woodland and 12,6 ha of DNG (i.e.

.
equivalent to total clearing of this community required for the project) within a Biodiversity Stewardship Qua ntlty of

Agreement (BSA) area for the purpose of reh and p in Y.
)
117.  Importantly, the BSA area which has been identified for this purpose is located within the Inland Slopes rem q I nl n g
Interim B h of A lia (IBRA) sub-region. Given the project also occurs within 2
the Inland Slopes and Talbragar Valley IBRA sub-regions, use of the proposed BSA would be consistent h a bliat

with the like-for-like trading rules under section 6.3 (2l{alli) of the BC Regulation (i.e. it would occur within
the same or an adjoining IBRA sub-region). This would further ensure there is a net benefit for the Box
Gum Woodland community from this project within the same (or adjoining) IBRA subregion as the project. _

.
118.  Consequently, the Department is satisfied that the project's impacts would not contribute significantly to Rl s k of s A | I

the risk of extinction, and would not constitute SAIL

State Significant Development Assessment Report (SSD 41134610) I

Iltem 114 in the Assessment report concludes that a cumulative impact of less than 1% is unlikely to
contribute significantly to extinction of Box Gum Woodland and therefore unlikely to be SAll. Could
the IPC consider the accuracy of this claim-when ... A. The CIA Study Area for Biodiversity has not
been clearly defined or explained.

SLIDE 23

B. The estimation figure of Box Gum Woodland in NSW is not currently accepted by the Government.

C. There has been no consideration of the fact that the area left is less than 10% of what was once
here.

| acknowledge that NSW would not be the NSW it is today, the cities, the farmland, the connecting
infrastructure without this loss of Box Gum Woodland, but surely it could be accepted that since the
1980s we have all been working to conserve and protect what is left. Farmers have been active in
protecting woodlands and also been active in re-planting species that have declined.

It is with this priority to conserve biodiversity, maintain ecosystem functions and protect at-risk flora
and fauna, that both the Department and IPC are being relied upon to scrutinise this cumulative
impact assessment diligently.

23
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Threaten Species habitat
Speci
pr locations
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: {, 7 Cumulative
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I

634 Threatened fauna

Ecosystem Credit Species

footgrint would resultin the | U hitat 4
pecios icontified or predicted 10 cocur as ccosystan credt species.

s of hadiitat for 40 threatered
80. Potential impacts on these pecies would be offset via the ecosystem credit requirements detalied in
Table 8
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Could the Department please confirm that the assessment and therefore assumptions
on threatened species habitat, is not a broad assessment of loss of Box Gum
Woodland and assumed impacts to Threatened Species. But a Location and Habitat
specific assessment to impacts on each specie.

As these two maps represent, from the Threatened Species of the Central West bible,
the specific habitats and locations for each specie can be quite widely spread or
narrowly located.

While the assessment concludes loss of habitat to 40 Threatened Species, is there
adequate assessment on the total loss of the unique habitat location specific to each
specie?



Table G-1| Consideration of community views

Departments

Socio-economic Impact assessment

« Community division « Concerns about socio-economic impacts were raised in 23 public submissions, Assess m e ni of

o Community health and particularly regarding community division, health and property devaluation.

wellbeing The project would generate up to 590 construction jobs of which approximately

« Property devaluation 10% will be sourced from the surrounding LGAs and 10 operational jobs.
o Reduced housing * The project’s net economic stimulus is estimated at approximately $410 million com m U n i'y
over 30 years of operation, relating to operational wages, host agreement and

ffordabil s o o
N h hood agreement pay , and y benefit sharing program Dlvlslon

payments and land tax revenue to Council;

« The project’s construction phase is likely to generate approximately $310 million in

wages, contracts and other service provision for the local area’s economy over the H

prrinissmiersomioy Community
. dron has 1o enter a Vol y Planning Ag (VPA) with H Iih &

Dubbo Regional Council and Warrumbungle Shire Council. The total contribution ea

payable is 1.5% of the CIV of the final layout of the project based on the number of w Ilb H

committed turbines within each Council’s LGA; e el n g

« The VPA will support the provision and maintenance of local infrastructure and

community groups; and

* The project will power approximately 370,000 homes per year, equivalent to
approximately 12% of homes in NSW.

State Significant Development Assessment Report (SSD 41134610) I
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Community Impacts

This is Table G-1 from the Assessment report, as highlighted, 2 Socio-Economic issues
were identified in submissions from Community, they are Community Division and
Community Health and Wellbeing.

The column on the right is the Department’s Consideration.

Where and how have the issues of both Community Division and Community Health
and Wellbeing been considered and addressed?



Jh

“The greatest asset of
any community is simply
people who care”

- Paul Born

A large-scale community change facilitator. Author of four
books including, Deepening Community and Community
Conversations

Concerns about socio-economic impacts were
raised in 23 public submissions, particularly
regarding community division, health and
property devaluation.

SLIDE 26

Can the Panel consider that these issues faced by community are decreasing the
functionality and capacity of the back-bone of rural towns - the people?

Community Division and Community Health and Wellbeing, are issues that need to be

addressed and considered appropriately — they were raised in close to 50% of the
objection submissions to the EIS.
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Eight
1. Practices ongoing dialogue and broad- CharOCterESilcs of a
based community participation Heal,ihy' Vibrant,
2. Fosters commitment to place Res"'e'!i_&
3. Builds connections and collaboration Enterprising
4. Knows itself and builds on existing assets Communiiy
5. Shapes its future
6. Acts with idea and opportunity obsession
7. Embraces change and takes responsibility CWO REZ & Spicers
8. Generates leadership Creek Projeci
“The best way to predict the future - is to create it” =
Peter Keny?)n, Bank of I.D.E.A.S. mem
Since its creation in 1989 the Bank of ID.EAS. has worked with over 2000 communities
throughout Australia and overseas seeking to facilitate fresh and creative ways that
if;r‘nigu:‘c:;ee :grg;r::ﬁguc:‘?:els?cal economic renewal. Bank of .D.EA S. has undertaken @

SLIDE 27

| have come to value the principles of small-town revitalisation and seek to see our
rural communities thrive. This slide lists 8 characteristics of a healthy, vibrant, resilient
and enterprising community and local economy. The future of our communities
depends on the input of the people who care, their input into design and their
willingness to band together and work together.

Community division disempowers rural people and rural communities, throwing
buckets of money at divided communities further widens the division. This project, the
REZ, the cumulative impacts — These communities are seemingly powerless to ask for
consultation, involvement or collaboration, unless of course you are personally
financially incentivised.

At some point, surely someone will observe that without treating these systemic issues
of large-scale, top-down developments with the attention they deserve, our unique and
valued character of community will continue to be destroyed.



Appendix 23 = Cumulative Impact Scoping Summary

= Proponents

S = . Assessment &
Department

5 Assessment of

Cumulative:

e N _ Land
= - Water/Soils
Social Economic

KEY: N/A - No potential overlap in impacts between Project and my
existing/future project that would warrant any consideration in the
cumulative impact assessment

Appendix 23 = Cumulative Imp act Scoping Summary @
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Risk

Could the IPC please carefully review the recommended conditions for bushfire risk
and firefighting limitations. Both Project assessment and Cumulative Impact
Assessment.

It appears there is no consideration given to CIA of fire-fighting limitation in a REZ full of
Wind projects. Nor for the immediate consideration of Bodangora and Spicers Creek
combined.



L]
219. On balance, the Department considers that the project is in the public interest and is approvable, subject P U bl | c I nterest
to the recommended conditions of consent (see Appendix E). Tesi &
220. This assessment report is hereby presented to the Independent Planning Commission for determination. A i
State Significant Development Assessment Report (SSD 41134610) E

SLIDE 29
Public Interest

What tests or assessment process were used by the Department to clearly determine
that the Spicers Creek Project is in the “public interest”? Determining whether a project
is in the public interest should typically involve a multi-faceted assessment process.

Where can this assessment be found, if it is in the matter of public interest, this
assessment should be available to the public.



Complaint Referenc-

Thank you for getting in touch with us on 8 July 2024 about a complaint relating to your Telstra account

I'm sorry we haven't been able to reach an agreement by offering the following

« Congestion is detected affecting one or more primary serving celis at the specified address

Performance impacts may be experienced Sor

ells the specified mobde serice frequently a

experienced

« No tower upgrade:

* Advised of external options, but you mentioned that the area is serviceable only by Telstra

declined

This is the last adjustment that we can offer, moving forward, You will b

monthly costs

e Offered to have fixed service to keep up with their means of communication, but you

Telecommunications
impact assessment

Feedback from Telstra
concerning complaint,
8t July 2024 around
service availability
declining

Assessment of Workforce
popuiation and
associated impacts on
service availability and
congestion

i
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Telecommunications Cumulative Impact Assessment

There appears to be no consideration at all to cumulative impacts to mobile coverage
and the impacts large temporary workforce accommodation facilities will have on

access.

This slide demonstrates Telstra’s explanation of current service limitations — detected

congestion.

This is a serious issue and likely could be life-threatening given that most farms and
homes only now use mobile phones. Could the IPC ensure this is considered and

addressed.
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Statement of - 7 /
Management Intent L/

Dapper Nature Reserve

1. Introduction

This statement outines the main values, issues, management directions and priorities of the
National Parks and Wikilfe Service (NPWS) for managing Dapper Nature Reserve. This statement,
together with relevant NPWS policies, will guide the management of the reserve until a plan of
management has been prepared in accordance with the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974
(NPW Act) The NPWS Manaqging Parks Prior to Plan of Management Policy states that parks and
reserves without a plan of management are to be managed in a manner consistent with the intent of
the NPW Act and the ‘precautionary principle’ (see Principie 15)

2. Management principles

Nature reserves are reserved under the NPW Act to protect and conserve areas containing
outstanding, unique or representative ecosystems, species, communities or natural phenomena
Under the NPW Act (section 30J), nature reserves are managed o

+ _conserve Dbic Y, Y functions, and protect geological and
g and natural ph

« conserve places objects_ features and landscapes of cultural vale

promote public app e reserve's natural and
cultural values
« provide for appropriate research and monitoring

The primary purpose of nature reserves is to conserve nature. Nature reserves differ from national
parks in that they do not have the provision of visitor use as a management purpose or principle.

Reservation details: Dapper Nature Reserve was reserved on 18 September 1981
Size: 998 hectares.

Assessment of
Impacts to Dapper
Nature Reserve
Setback distance

Box Gum
Woodland corridor

Animai
Displacement

i
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Dapper Nature Reserve

Is there a minimum setback for turbines from the Reserve boundary? Could this be
considered, to lower any potential indirect impacts to the reserve? | note that it is listed
as a sensitive receiver but couldn’t see a recommendation for a minimum setback.

Has the disturbance of Box Gum Woodland across the project footprint been

adequately assessed and suitably planned for identifiable corridors of suitable habitat
to be left to permanently home or provide temporary access for displaced wildlife?

This practice is relatively new to me, but is being used when planning rehabilitation of

previously cleared lands, to establish connecting corridors between existing

woodlands and ecosystems. This should be a consideration if removing areas of Box
Gum Woodland to leave adequate corridors to connect wildlife between the areas of

woodlands that are left.
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Issuo

* The EPA did not rasse any concerns with this approach, and the Department cansiders it 1o be consistent with the
NP1l

nbinad total noise level a1 Dapper Nature Reserve, inclding the oparation of wind turbnes
e, of 48 dBIA). The NIA applies a carrection factor for low frequency noise applicable
1o locations on the walking trad closest 1o the project, of 2 dBIA) and S dB(A) durng the day period, and

ght periods, respectively
53 dBIA) during the day,

A concludes That the project would achieve the retevant

Aboriginal Heritage

* Squadron prepared an Aborggnel Cultural Heritage Assessment (ACHA) to sssess the impacts of the project on
Aborigmal hesitogge. The ACHA identified 64 Aboriginal heritage items (6] artefact scatters, two grinding groove
sites and one potential stone procurement area) in addition to one previously recorded AHIMS site located within
proximity of the project

* Al sites were datermined 1o have low significance, with the exception of the following sites:
« three sites of high significance fone grinding groove s two ortefact scatlers),
- five sites of moderate significance (one grinding groove and four artefact scatters); snd

al aren and four arefact scallers).

greficance (SU20/L1 and SUSAL1), the grinding

- five sites of (one pot

* Squadron has impacts (o

wroove site of moderate significance (SU2/LT), and the potential stene procurement area (SU2S/LT)

* Squadron would avok! empacts to the third site of high signficance (SUI2ALS - stone artefact) if possible. If
impacts are unavoidable, Squadron would salvage the artefact as recommended in tha ACHA

* Squadron has committed and empact

3 (0. avoidanca, collection
and salvage, etc) for all 13 Aboriginal sitos within the development corridor identified as having high, moderate
o easr in the ACHA.

. the has
with Abongmnal stakeholders and Heritage NSW, which cutlines measures proposed 1o be undertaken at each
site

Squadron prepare a Heritage Management Flan in consultation

Recommended conditions

Assessment of
Impacts to
Aboriginal

+ e s EFITAGE, AHIMS

indirect impocts on ony items located outside the
development footprint

Sites and ltems

« Salvage and rolocate Aboriginal items to suitablo

alternative locations.

« Imploment all reasonable and foasible moasuros to

ovad and minmise harm 1o Aborginal heritage Homs.
located within the development corridor

* Undertake consultation with Abonginal stakeholders

prior to construction.

« Prepare and implement o Heritage Managoment Man.

in consultation with Aborginal stakeholders and
Heritage NSW ncludng procedures for unexpected
finds

Spicers Crook Wind Farm (SSD 411346101 Assessmont Repoet | 47 @
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Items of Cultural Importance

Could the Department and the IPC consider that the mitigation method for salvaging
and relocating items from one of three Aboriginal Heritage sites of high significance is

inappropriate and possibly should not be permissible?

It appears the development footprint is only 8.5% of the Site Area, one could envision
that the site area might be big enough to avoid all 3 sites of high significance? These
sites are recorded and databased and you think could be avoided entirely in the

planning stage?
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CWO REZ
Community

Primary Concerns:

1. Consuliation

2. Cumulative impacts
3. impacts io Agricuiture
4. Community Divide -
functionality

5. Loss of capacity of
rural people

W Dapper Road @

SLIDE 33

Spicers Creek, is but one project in a myriad of State Significant Developments either
operating, in construction or in the approval or planning process. While it is acceptable
for neighbours, with and without signed agreements to have their say, the magnitude of
the REZ Delivery is rightly a concern of many. Community division has inhibited many
residents from seeking to ask their questions or from showing their public objection or
support, so as not to lose their feeling of belonging. | fear that if the department and the
IPC don’t demand fair and equitable consultation and involvement for our
communities, not just associated neighbours, that the costs to our communities will
be hard to overcome, and that no amount of money will be able to remedy them.

Squadron, while you have presented a graphically impressive proposal, a nice-shiny,
neat and tidy project, with seemingly applaudable reductions and a cleverly compiled
list of associated neighbours who support your project - | would like to urge you to sit
aside your preconceptions about those who object to your project and consider that
these objections could be coming from a place of deep care and concern for the
places we call home. The places where we raise our children. The places that provide
our means to live. The places we seek to protect for the future.
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The major
problems in the
world are the resuit
of the difference
between how
nature works and

¢ the way peopile
think.

S Sally Edwards

| urge the IPC to review these assessment concerns and seek to have them scrutinised
and addressed, and sincerely thank you for your efforts in doing so.
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