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MR S. O'CONNOR: Good morning and welcome. Beferebegin, | would like

to acknowledge the traditional owners of the landuhich we meet, the Wonnarua
People. | would also like to pay my respects @rthlders, past and present, and to
the elders from other communities who may be heatayt. Welcome to the meeting.
Mount Owen Proprietary Limited, the applicant,egking to modify the existing
development consent to mine an additional 1.97anilonnes of run-of-mine coal
within the existing approved mining life at the Gdiell Open Cut Coal Mine located
in the Singleton Local Government Area. My nam8tisve O’Connor. | am the
chair of this IPC panel. Joining me are my fell@ammissioners, Professor Zada
Lipman and Professor Chris Fell. Brad James - alod’t think Kym is here?

MR B. JAMES: No, Kym’s not here.

MR O’'CONNOR: Okay. Brad James from the Commisssecretary is also in
attendance. In the interests of openness andpegrscy and to ensure the full
capture of information, today’s meeting is beingareled and a full transcript will be
produced and made available on the Commission’sieebThis meeting is just one
part of the Commission’s decision-making procdsss taking place at the
preliminary stage of this process and will form afaseveral sources of information
upon which the Commission will base its decisitinis important for the
Commissioners to ask questions of attendees acldrify issues whenever we
consider it appropriate.

If you're asked a question and are not in a pasittoanswer, please feel free to take
the question on notice and provide additional imfation in writing which we will
then put on our website. | request that all mesbere today introduce themselves
before speaking for the first time, and for all nfrs to ensure that they do not
speak over the top of each other to ensure accufatye transcript. So we will
begin. So as | said, my name is Steve O’Connan.chair of the IPC panel.

MS Z. LIPMAN: My name is Zada Lipman and I'm ar@missioner.

MR C. FELL: Chris Fell. I'm a Commissioner.

MR JAMES: Brad James from the IPC Secretary.

MS M. CRAWFORD: Mary-Anne Crawford. I'm the magex of Development
and Environmental Services for Singleton Council.

MR M. IHLEIN: Mark Ihlein, director, Planning andfrastructure of Singleton
Council.

MR J. LINNANE: Jason Linnane, general managergkiton Council.

MR O’CONNOR: Terrific. Thank you. We have areada. It's a pretty short
agenda. We won't be keeping you long, unless yaue lgot a lot to tell us. We're
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basically here to listen. We haven’t got a spedi§it of questions, but we did note
that council did not make a submission at the tina the modification application
was publicly notified, so we're really in the dakout whether — what council’s
views are, so we're very keen to hear from you ghismorning. | don’t know
whether Jason is going to take the lead, or - - -

MR LINNANE: | will make a couple of introductiopoints.
MR O’'CONNOR: Okay.

MR LINNANE: And then | will pass over to — to MaAnne and Mark, thanks,
Steve. Again, on behalf of our organisation, wee-thank you for — for your time
in coming to Singleton today. It's much appreaié®d an opportunity for us to — to
talk to — to the IPC and understand your perspestand — in terms of the project,
and also the process, and it's also a great opmbytior us to provide a little bit
more feedback, | suppose, and — and some commaeartargd our perspectives on
the — on the application and the project. We -willeafter today send in a formal
statement for the Commission’s consideration. Wesidered the idea of reading
that today but we thought it might be more fluemdl anore appropriate to have the
conversation rather than just read from the stabénse — but we will make that
available to the — the Commission subsequent taytechearing. | probably won't
say much more. | might just throw to Mary-Annsuppose, just to — to give some
details around some of the — some of the issues@meé of the matters that are at
the forefront of our thinking, and some — some stjgns for consideration for the
Commission.

MS CRAWFORD: Thanks, Jason. And thank you, Cossioners, for your time
today. We really appreciate the opportunity tabke to have a chat to you about
this modification application. | guess we’re — fhist thing, | suppose, that we just
need to put out on the table is that this modiftcats a modification to buy time for
the Glendell project while the larger project isngeassessed, and that project is
currently on exhibition. So council has investesigmificant amount of time in
reviewing the EIS for the larger project and wel Wwéd making a fairly fulsome
submission in relation to that. We have alsos-atso, | think, important to
acknowledge that we have had a number of briefirays the proponent on both this
modification application originally and the largékendell project.

So we are aware, and one of the reasons why wé giarin a submission is
because we knew there was a bigger — bigger pritjattvas going to come to the
forefront. But I think it is important to acknovadge that this is an application to
enable continuity of mining with the presumptionapfproval, and it's also an
application for the continuation of mining with theesumption of approval for the
bigger project, and | think that's something thaesy important for people to
understand, particularly in the community, tharéhie an underlying presumption
within both applications. So we also, | guess, tedrio acknowledge that even
though we didn’t make a submission, there wergaifstant number of submissions
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that were made that were in rejection to this modlifon application as well. 1 think
that’s important to note.

And, | suppose, going to the nature of what cotscibncerns are in relation to this
particular modification application, we also notelaacknowledge that there are a
significant existing suite of conditions for ther@nt — current project, and
particularly related to the planning and rehalilta — or planning for rehabilitation
and mine closure aspects of the mine. And | suppa@salso as part of that note that
the Department’s assessment report states thatdd#ication would result in minor
changes to a conceptual land form, and that thikcappintends to investigate final
land use options nearer to the closure of the whident Owen complex, which is
not until 2037.

But this project, this Glendell Mine and its — atgdexisting approval finishes in
2024, so it doesn’t have approval to operate beyoattimeframe, and it's actually
forecast, | think, to cease production in 2023.d8tiled mine closure planning for
this particular project at this point in time dog®xist, and it should have
commenced because it's within five years of notilgan approval to be able to
continue to operate. And | suppose from counpésspective, that's — that is the
underlying concern that we have, is that theretgaly no detailed mine closure
planning at the moment for this project, eitheitsncurrent form, or if this was to be
approved, in its modified form, and we see tha asjor gap.

We have also had the opportunity to review at eklend of last year a revised
mining operations plan for the whole complex. Thas submitted to the
Department of Planning and | think formed one ef &ppendices to the bigger
project, not necessarily to the modification. bt aware of the extent to which the
Commission or the Department have had a line dftsathat in relation to this
modification application, but reading that and thed together, it — it appears as
though the applicant is wanting to defer closusnpling to a future time and to be
undertaken as part of an as-yet-unapproved profeatwe consider that to be a little
bit presumptuous.

So we have got some suggested wording, | gueasmaitbe conditions related to
mine closure — we think they need to be tightened tequiring the applicant to
develop a detailed mine closure plan now as opptwstte conceptual one that they
have put in their modification application, andavie got some detail that we can put
to the Commission in writing as well. But it's lgaabout — the crux of it is really
about what are they going to do with this operatigdhey don’t get approval, and
they — and they haven’'t contemplated that in eithisrmodification application or
their current approval requirements. So things fikal land use options, feasibility
assessment of the final land use options that nhiglavailable, ensuring that post-
mining land use is suitable and doesn’t result megative socioeconomic impact on
the community.

I think whilst council acknowledges that yes, thegoing to be a potential future for
mining within our region, it's really important faertainty for the community that
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operations are planning for their closure now,ipaldrly those that are within the
timeframes set by government. | guess some abttier points, | suppose, that we
sort of have raised previously with previous IP@d also with the Department is
understanding the relationship between proposed fmd uses and the final land
form itself. So is it actually achievable? Theegration of those future uses with
other — other uses within the vicinity of the opiena, and whether or not that would
actually result in competing land uses | think really important consideration.

Whether any or all of the proposed final land usgoms that have been put forward
in a conceptual sense will in fact be safe, staie;polluting and sustainable. So a
lot of this information is put forward in these assments as a conceptual kind of
process, but there’s not a lot of detail that upoher even just the basic requirements
from the DRG around safety, stability and sustailitgb And | suppose the — the

key thing that council would really like to seeaisimeframe and a timetable for
investigating these land use options, and actyaitiing on the table what the — what
the outcomes might look like through to a feadipiitage, so we’re not left hanging
for another 25 years, or we're landed with thisighihat's just going to sit there in a
care and maintenance phase whilst decisions are aradnd what its final land use
will be.

There’s some other commentary that we have gondrénal void management, and
that’s really important because the high wall digbis a critical issue for final void
success, so understanding what contingencies mighght be in place if the void
fails. What are they actually going to do? Andrthis a risk that that could happen.
And then we have also got some comments, | supposend consideration of some
of the climate change risks for a post-rehabibiatiand form. We know through
ATP New South Wales work that has been done in 204#there are issues
associated with increasing temperatures, changingafl patterns, increased bush
fire risk. All of those climate change consequentave an impact on success of
rehabilitation. So the extent to which the applichguess, has considered and put
contingency processes in place to ensure thatrieabilitation will be successful
into the long time. 1 think that summarises brgaghat — what we would put in our
submission.

MR IHLEIN: Yes. Yes. |think it does it very WeMary-Anne. | guess just — just
to add to it, Commissioners, this — this — | gubsskernel of this issue is about the
community’s expectations around what mining wowloki like when it’s finished.
Whilst we have certainly focused on ensuring thetimg as it presently continues to
operate is acceptable and minimises impact and igyaerd all that sort of thing,
one of the things that as a — as an organisatsoa,cauncil, we have — we have
advocated is that there is a lack of thoughtfulasning around the end of the
process, and really, really seeking to advocatetkiz thought process happen much
earlier on in the process so that it's not leftite last minute, and that, you know, in
a broader sense, hopefully, you know, governmeditodimer people will do broader
planning around what mining lands will look liketime future. | know that’s
something that we have advocated with DPIE overraber of years in — in terms of
strategic land use planning and some work that tiaeng started but not yet finished
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around what a strategic planning approach might fowm a land use outcome point
of view. So that — that’s kind of just gives yobr@ader sense of why we're — we’re
kind of feeling this is an issue that we want wwant to raise.

MR LINNANE: Yes. Yes. And | can only support aAnne and — and Mark’s
comments that final land use planning is sometthiagjs very much at the forefront
of — of our thinking, but not only our thinking, ocommunity’s thinking. That’s
something we always hear from the community. Vo&s — what is — what'’s the
next ..... use of that land look like? How do wieew are we going to get some
surety that from a social — from an environmentalperspective that we're going to
be delivering outcomes through the future postst gfite mining activity on that
land? Andthatis ..... Mary-Anne has been daind — and we have been
advocating on, again, to DPIE and — and other mesriifegovernance about trying
to — to align the state’s ..... approvals proceskthe conditions that are applied, and
trying to get in — in place a process — if nothatge, a process that helps us work
with the applicants to align the conditions of cemisthat they ..... land use planning
strategies.

You would be aware that councils are — all couraitsworking on their local
strategic planning statements. That's a reallydgmechanism, a really good vehicle
for us to — to progress that. We acknowledgeithat- it is difficult — when you're
talking 20 years down the track, it’s difficult +oto perceive and see what that —
what that looks like, but we think it's a reallyabopportunity to building in the
conditions the process to ensure there’s — ther#igre’s involvement of not only
council in the end but also the community andrel ather stakeholders in the —in
the work the mining company has to do. And Marya@rlearly articulated the fact
that this — this current site will potentially ceagperation in 2023, and we don’t
have that clarity, sort of is an indication of wirg’'re concerned.

MR O’'CONNOR: Okay. Thank you very much. | haya a couple of questions.
Maybe, Mary-Anne, if | can start with you.

MS CRAWFORD: Sure.

MR O’CONNOR: Thanks for highlighting the fact ththe revised mine operations
plan was something that you had an opportunitgweerv last year. If —and we
haven’t seen that document so that might be songethe will — we will chase up as
well. But it just occurred to me, if this mine sea operation in —in 2023 or 2024, if
they get this modification approved, and there’sabsequent approvals, how does
that combined operation function if you take oué @omponent of it? You know, so
I think we — we probably need to look at that tim-tnderstand.

MS CRAWFORD: | think that's a really good questi@and it's certainly one that
we have raised in our submission for the — the @#rcontinued operations project.
There are extensive interactions between Glendelint Owen - - -

MR O'CONNOR: Ravensworth.
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MS CRAWFORD: Ravensworth, and even | think patdiytLiddell as well.
MR O’'CONNOR: Yes. Yes.

MS CRAWFORD: We don’t understand those interaxgiol would be — and |
come from 20 years of mining, and so | don’t untderd the interactions that are —
that exist and interplay between those operatidmisink the applicant has missed an
opportunity to be able to explain those really dieaand what the consequences of
one operation ceasing might be on others. | tthokigh that's incumbent on them
to actually quantify that and — and provide thaeleof understanding back to the
community. From a purely approvals point of vigau know, if you read it as it
currently stands, they won't have development coniseyond if this modification
gains approval, which means that they are in & staflux about what it is that
they’re going to do, and if they don’t get anotb&tension to their operation, then
the questions that our community will be askinge@lly those questions that Jason
raised around, well, “What are you going to do witis? If you don’t get an
approval for an extension — and you have reallyelstin left the run really late to be
able to give the community confidence in the milsare planning process that
might exist”.

MR O’CONNOR: And even that complexity of if thigperation, Glendell, ceases, it
— what's its land use future, given you’re righkndoor to an operating coal mine,
as opposed to eventually they will also cease andwill have a different scenario

to deal with.

MS CRAWFORD: Exactly.
MR IHLEIN: Yes, that's right.

MS CRAWFORD: And what are the different land pseéential — what'’s the
different land use potential across the whole itgath a temporary sense while
you’re waiting for the Mount Owen complex and Litlammplexes to finish, or in a
future sense when they do actually all come tog@thes really unclear about how
all of that would interplay and where, you knoweriéis a number of different land
use options that — that have been proposed in@ptual way. Where would they
take place on that facility, and are they actusllitable for the site anyway? That
level of detail hasn’t been done to — to enablerutie community to form a view on
whether or not that’s a land use that would be pted@e to the community.

MR O'CONNOR: Yes.
MS CRAWFORD: Yes.

MR O’CONNOR: And I think, Jason, you mentionedttlocal strategic planning
statement which council is developing.

MR LINNANE: Yes.
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MR O’CONNOR: Can you tell us what stage thatt¥s &las it reached exhibition
yet, or - - -

MS CRAWFORD: It will go to our March council méeg for exhibition, yes. So
we’re intending to conduct some targeted consoltan relation to that. We have a
meeting next Monday with government agencies toabhbut some of the aspects of
the actions that are in there. One of the actibaswe do have in our local strategic
planning statement is really about this discusthan we’re having around final
rehabilitation outcomes and closure planning objest and — and | guess having a
consideration at a whole of local government lereund what — what is achievable
from a land use planning perspective, as opposadiming perspective.

MR O’'CONNOR: Yes. Okay. Zada, do you have amny questions?

MS LIPMAN: Not really. | mean, | was just intsted in the — the acquisition
aspects. | believe most of the properties in Cavméiehave been either bought by
the mine or are subject to acquisition rights, tnele was a — a bit of concern in
submissions about water tanks being polluted amdingresponsibility or some sort
of condition about clearing the tanks. But it sedike most of those properties in
the area are subject to that condition from Mouwe@ in any event. Do you have
any further knowledge about problems in the vigioit Camberwell, or - - -

MR IHLEIN: | mean, we are aware that it's a -aa&lfyy impacted area from all sorts
of mining operations and from the ..... always ceme whenever there’s a ..... event,
Camberwell always comes up as the — almost the aufnbrea that's profoundly
impacted by that. So that — that's a — that’sca f& our comment around the extent
to which other operations have conditions over Gambll | think is accurate, from

— from — from our knowledge of — of — of previoumeents, and certainly, the
applicant has — has articulated that they in thedlings in their EIS they don’t even
have to appoint any additional properties, othanttihe ones that are currently ..... SO
that — that's as we understand it.

MS LIPMAN: Right.

MS CRAWFORD: | think, if | may, Mark, it does tdoes pose a question for the
community though around confusion of who from adustry perspective is
responsible for dealing with the acquisition andigation consequences as a result.

MR IHLEIN: Yes, that’s true.

MS CRAWFORD: And I think that's a very valid quies to seek further clarity

on. | know it's confusing for us, so the extentmoich one operation can confer an
acquisition right onto another one because the litaas a condition of consent, and
then absolve themselves of their responsibilitiéisink creates confusion within the
community, and the impact is clearly felt. Thernglenty of evidence to support that.
Otherwise there wouldn’t be acquisition rights irepd on conditions of consent. So
from a community perspective, it is an issue f@nth Yes. | think it's 85 per cent
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of the property in Camberwell is owned by the —rtiaing industry, various
companies, but they also tenant those propertieselsso people live there.

MR IHLEIN: Are still living there.
MS CRAWFORD: Yes.

MR O’CONNOR: So the population of — of Camberyglivould — would it be
50/100 people, or - - -

MS CRAWFORD: We might need to take that on notice

MR IHLEIN: Yes, on notice. |think it's — | thkiit's less than that. | think more —
more around 20.

MR O’'CONNOR: Okay. And there — I think from thidormation we have had
from the ..... there are only about half a dozeellimgs that aren’t owned by
companies.

MS CRAWFORD: Yes.

MR O’CONNOR: And they’re — are they vacant oelivin, or — do we know?

MS CRAWFORD: Some are lived in. There is someawa land that’s privately
owned in Camberwell as well.

MR O’'CONNOR: Yes.

MS CRAWFORD: There’s also some land that we ow@amberwell, but my
understanding is the majority of properties thatale to be lived in in Camberwell
either are — or tenanted by the mining industry.

MR O’CONNOR: Mine employees, | think. Yes.

MS CRAWFORD: Yes.

MR O’'CONNOR: Yes.

MS CRAWFORD: Yes, | —yes.

MR O’'CONNOR: Okay. Anything further, Zada?

MS LIPMAN: Just — it may not be an area of yowithin your knowledge, but do
you have any feedback on the Aboriginal culturalthge sites within the mining

area?

MS CRAWFORD: No.
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MR IHLEIN: No.
MS LIPMAN: That's it.

MR FELL: Over to me? | would like to get backthe air quality question again.
We have got a situation where the EPA dropped ¢seable limits 2016/2017, and
the proponents have done the sums, and they s#yesome of the time we’re going
to be over and, however, because we only contrib®feer cent to the total of a
mining ..... and away from where the people aren tihhat should all be okay. Have
you got any guidance for us on how we should hatinde? The — one suggestion is
they have been asked to write a new air qualityagament protocol.

MS CRAWFORD: Yes, | — | understand from the Dépant’'s assessment report
that they are proposing to put a contemporary wlity greenhouse gas
management plan condition on the applicant.

MR FELL: Yes, correct.

MS CRAWFORD: | think one of the things perhapatthreally important for
consideration in that may be that — what contingenare in place? So what
adaptive management framework exists around thguality impacts that occur?
And whilst | acknowledge that from this assessntieatadditional impact may not be
that great from this particular project, | thinisiprobably fair to say that from a
community perspective they don't really care wheeimpact is coming from or
who's responsible for it.

MR FELL: That's right.

MS CRAWFORD: So there may be an opportunity tasoder putting in some
form of an adaptive management response procelmlitat condition that requires
them to go back and continually review their madglioutcomes to see whether or
not they are within those predicted limits, and Wwha-

MR FELL: Well, even again — further than thatrh@gps get down ..... which .....
three and they currently work together, but alsexiend the dialogue out to the
other mines that contribute to the 100 per cent.

MS CRAWFORD: Yes.

MR FELL: We will go to wood fire smoke. Thatlse second .....

MR LINNANE: And the — and the power stations.

MR FELL: Yes. But— well, what's your view onis? | mean, are we being
unreasonable when they’re asking for five per cérteight/nine months extension

to ask them to do a lot more? Maybe that's for geaple to suggest when the big
project is looked at.
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MS CRAWFORD: Yes. I mean, it's certainly someththat we have considered
in our submission in relation to the extensione-¢bntinued operations project,
looking at an adaptive management framework arqgamticularly air quality
impacts, and other — because one of the thingghbgtsay is, “Well, our existing
management controls adequately address the aitygisaue, so therefore we don'’t
need to do more”. My question is, well, how sust@sare those existing air quality
controls? What evidentiary basis is there to suppother than modeling, like,
actual evidentiary basis to support that those gma&nt controls are successful?
And if they are, great. Report that through to¢cbenmunity. That's a good news
outcome for them. But if they’re not successfubatvcontingencies are being put in
place to mitigate that and bring it back into teedl of compliance that's required?

MR FELL: Well, it's convex, because on the onadhéhey have done a model
which they had carried forward from the earlier kvor

MS CRAWFORD: Yes.
MR FELL: On the other hand, they do have readings
MS CRAWFORD: Yes.

MR FELL: And | guess what you’re saying is whdtig ..... like, and I believe it's
indicated that it's not all that great. What dayo about that?

MS CRAWFORD: Yes.

MR FELL: Do you think it's feasible to — for therious mining companies to talk
to each other, so that when the wind is blowing oertain direction they take the

MS CRAWFORD: Well, in that particular part of therld, they are all effectively
the one company.

MR LINNANE: It's one company. It's one company..
MR IHLEIN: Except for Yancoal.

MR LINNANE: Yes, except for - - -

MS CRAWFORD: Yes.

MR FELL: Well, the Hunter Valley one, isn’t thére

MS CRAWFORD: There’s Hunter Valley Operations,iethis Yancoal, and
there’s Ashton Mine, which is also Yancoal.

MR FELL: And isn’t Glencore the one - - -
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MS CRAWFORD: And then Glencore is Mount Owen, r@&lell, Liddell and
Ravensworth.

MR FELL: Correct, yes. Yes.

MS CRAWFORD: So they’re two people getting iroam and having a chat to
each other.

MR LINNANE: So just — just on that, and more kattyaon air quality, obviously
it's an issue that has been in play for a long time in the Hunter Valley. It's —we
have received a fair amount of publicity througé katter parts of — of last year for
2019. Earlier on in 2019, council did make a sigsioin to review the air quality
monitoring measurement that has been done thrdwegh t think it's the ..... We
have also been really active in advocating on befidhe community, suggesting
that regardless of what activities are happeningimour LGA, the people who
reside here are entitled to high quality — a highliqy environment.

MR FELL: Yes.

MR LINNANE: We have — we are a member of the Uggenter Air Quality
Network, and council participates in that, as dbesmining industry and other
industries, and they have done some terrific work over the years in
understanding the air quality issues and — anénd the status of air quality in our
region, and they have actually also been the csitédy a whole range of
improvements that industry have — have takenThe — the Mining Dialogue —
Upper Hunter Mining Dialogue commissioned last y&ane work on air quality,
and we had those coming — that — that group comaipgesent to council | think in
March ..... February.

MR IHLEIN: Yes, that's correct. Yes.

MR LINNANE: One of the two, to talk about, welthat has that — what has that
study found, what are the findings of that stuad & and what — what wisdom can
we draw from that. | suppose ..... and additidadhat is council also had a
presentation from representatives of the Doctote@Environment in the latter
parts of last year as well, raising the issue aandd-putting forward their views on —
on air quality and what needs to be done. So werg much aware it's a—it's a
concern ..... still working through that, and watoue to advocate to — to
government — to State Government as the regulatatyorities to — to help take the
lead on the — this matter and — and work with .usindustry to put in place a
framework to enable us to have success and erfabladustry to continue and also
enable the amenity of the — of the local peopledibbe compromised.

MR FELL: So with your permission, Chairman, jose other — noise is the other
aspect that concerted effort would - - -

MR LINNANE: Yes.
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MR FELL: Perhaps ..... | believe on blastingréhis talk between - - -
MR LINNANE: Yes.

MR FELL: So you have clarified that. Yes, thatepful. Thanks.
MR LINNANE: Yes.

MS CRAWFORD: Yes.

MR IHLEIN: Sure.

MR O’'CONNOR: Do you have any questions?

MR JAMES: Nothing from me, Steve.

MR O’'CONNOR: Okay, Brad. Look, unless you haw¢ gny questions for us, we
might - - -

MR LINNANE: Can | make one final comment.
MR O’'CONNOR: Yes. Certainly.

MR LINNANE: | picked up on a—on a — on a cominémat was made earlier in
the fact that we hadn’t made a submission on -h@project. Please don't take that
..... as an indication of a lack of interest. lagjive you a bit of a highlight, it's a
challenge that's not only faced by us but facednmgt rural communities, or even
communities that have industry and mining affeotaand projects, and that at this
point in time right now — and we’re not a large amgsation. We’re a smaller one .....
we have been asked over the Christmas period snilbimissions on a continuations
project out at Glendell. 1 think that's around 6Qgéages, the actual documentation.

MR O'CONNOR: Yes.

MR LINNANE: At the same time, not mining-relatdajt the — the plans for the
bypass are ..... put on exhibition. Again, we ni@eprepare ourselves, and that’s
potentially a $700 million infrastructure project.

MR O'CONNOR: Yes.

MR LINNANE: So the level of detail is extensiv®Ve had this one afoot, and
we’re also having an ongoing conversation with Gtea about ..... on a Bulga site
..... continued operations as well.

MS CRAWFORD: Yes.

MR LINNANE: So it wasn't that we — we weren’t sificant interested - - -
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MR O’CONNOR: Things have to be prioritised. Wederstand.

MR LINNANE: It's just that we are really resourcenstrained, and we would love
to make this into an opportunity. If the Commissio their conversation with the
Department of Planning can — can see their wayate lthat conversation on our
behalf, because timing and resource ..... meariiegiyagement of the council and
the community, that really needs to be — reallydsde be thought about.

MR O’'CONNOR: Yes. Can Il just ask about the rédmrsh fires. How was the air
quality here in the Upper Hunter during that — thesents?

MR LINNANE: It varied, but very poor. Very podor a long period of time. Yes,
not only did we have the bush fires, we had theigiho and the winds that come —
come with that, so there has obviously been sicanifi — and not only from — from
our LGA but from — dust is coming in from the otlparts of the state. There are a
number of ..... around that as well, and then tigoing industrial impacts.

MR O’CONNOR: But you would be in a unique posgitithat you have got this air
guality monitoring network.

MR LINNANE: Yes.

MR O’CONNOR: So you would be able to look backl aee those results. I'm
sure that would be very useful for — for variougiea/s and studies that are going to
be undertaken.

MR LINNANE: Very useful. Yes.

MS CRAWFORD: Yes.

MR LINNANE: We very much looking forward to theonk that’s being done at
the moment ..... because there’s a range of vidtisarange of data sets or
interpretations of data sets.

MR O'CONNOR: Yes.

MR LINNANE: We will be advocating to the state-tdo take the lead, but we're
very keen to get our heads around it as well scamehave an informed contribution.

MR O'CONNOR: Okay. Well, thank you for your tintieis morning.
MS CRAWFORD: Thank you.
MR IHLEIN: Thank you.

MR O’CONNOR: We will be having a site tour thiseanoon with the mining
company.
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MR LINNANE: Yes.

MR O’'CONNOR: And then tomorrow there will be algtic meeting, and you have
been kind enough to make available the Civic Cefiotreis. Thank you very much.

And yes, once we have all that information, we Wwdlin a position hopefully where
we can make a determination of this modificatiopligation.

MR LINNANE: Yes. And we will send in a formal lsmission ..... today.

MS CRAWFORD: Yes.

MR FELL: Thank you.

MR O’'CONNOR: Yes. That would be terrific.

MR IHLEIN: Thank you.

MR FELL: Thank you.

MR O’'CONNOR: Thank you.

MR LINNANE: Thank you very much, Mr Chair. Thagku, Commission
Members.

MS CRAWFORD: Thank you.

MS LIPMAN: Thank you.

MATTER ADJOURNED at 12.07 pm INDEFINITELY
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