
To Howard Reed, Manager Mining Projects illlWi lJli
We, Mark and Catherine Carmody of 2228 Jerry's Plains Rd Jerry's Plains,
wish to advise that we oppose the expansion of mining DA 450−10−2003
MOD 3.

We purchased our farm in Jerry's Plains in 2000 and from a bare
paddock have built a home, shed and cultivated pastures. We had full
intentions of generating a life long income from this property and
seeing out our retirement in Jerry's Plains. However, we feel that the
mining presence close to our property has greatly devalued it as an
asset and possibly made it now a difficult asset for us to ever be able to
sell at the value it is truly worth. We believe encroaching mining
presence has put us at risk of having a non saleable property in an
undesirable area.

In more directly effecting our home and living environment is the noise
factor of mining, blasts and the growing number of cracks within our
house and the increasing dust issue.

We also wish to raise our concern over the health issues directly related
to living in a mining area. I, Catherine Carmody have already endured
a sinus operation and continue to suffer from sinus. I have also suffered
severe depression and anxiety for which I am still being treated for,
caused by the uncertainty of our future in regards to our jobs and our
home which has arisen as a direct result of mining.

We also both work here locally for J. Moses, Heroic Pastoral Co., which
is known to be in part of your extension plan and we are aware that
your presence will eventually mean the demise of our jobs. We
anticipated staying in these jobs until retirement in approximately 10
years time at which time we would continue to exist solely from our
farm. The infringing mining presence puts both of these options for us in
jeopardy.

We suffer the continuous worry of job loss as well as having a home
and profit making property all at risk. This uncertainty causes us great
apprehension and hen,:e reinforces

_ our concern over mining
expansion. l Department of PlanningI

Received
Yours sincerely

1 3 0Cl 2010
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15th October 2010

J

J

To Howard Reed, Manager Mining Projects

We are writing on the proposed modification application
Number (DA 450−10−2003 MOD 3); on your existing Carrington Mine pit, we
wish to advise that we are objecting to the expansion of mining and the
reasons why is that,

No 1− We have had our property on the market now for ten months and we
feel that your mine close to our property has greatly devalued, and we feel
if the extensions go ahead that we will never sell, we have been living here
now for 15 Years and is a real shame that we have to sell our property due
to noise and dust that is in the air its turning people away and this is very
annoying for us.

No 2− We also have a problem with sleeping the noise and bright lights and
blasting is a big issue with a number of cracks happening now more often
in our home we have in the past your people from your mine over on our
property a couple of times to investigate the noise and bright lights and again
no change.

No 3− We are also concerned about our health issues we all suffer with
allergies and sinus from the dust as well we have issues with black dirt in our
gutters, we rely on tank water which has filtering on it and that alone is very
expansive, this is coming from your mine and not being able to sell this is
getting very hard to live with, so our main concerns are health, noise, bright
lights, water, cracks, devaluation on our property and not being able to sell
due to mining and the concerns over the new expansion.

And due to us trying to sell we do not want our names made available to the
Proponent, these authorities, or on the Department's website.

Depa&nent_ of Planning

2 2 0Cl 2010
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5th November 2010

To Department of Planning

DA 450−10−2003 Mod3

Hunter Valley Operations North Carrington West wing extension.

Department of Planning
Rece.ved

1 1 NOV 2010

Scanning Room

We totally against any company or government to consider the destruction of our aquifers

and destroy agricultural land beyond state of no return.

Australia being one of the driest continents we should be securing all water for food

production and ensure sustainability and responsibility to the community and future

generation to have resource which is permanent.

Coal being a non−renewable and the extraction of this mineral causes significant damage to

our environment, health and sustainability for further development. The corporations are
responsible to the community to ensure they provide permanent sustainable resource for

future generations, actions of interfering with water and agriculture, heritage and health

should be considered before making an application. When perusing this application they

have only considered themselves on a profit and government on short term royalty's gain,

not to ensure future generations of their rights to employment or access to water and other

industries and population centres right to clean permanent resource.

This land and water is too important and we require a whole new approach in protection

and sustainability for future generations, with increase in population and limited productive

land/water resource we cannot be complacent.

Regards

4

,293o
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PO Box 14
Singleton 2330

Ph/Fax: (02) 6576 1957
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23 November 2010

The Director
Major Project Assessments
NSW Planning
GPO Box 39
SYDNEY NSW 2000

At Etnninn!

2 6 NOV 2010
,Cann in G Re

Dear Sir

RE: CARRINGTON WEST DA 450−10−2003

The following is my submission of objections:−

It is absolutely vital that our rich food growing alluviums and our precious water
are left intact for future generations.

Mining is finite, agriculture can go on forever. Australia's future is in agriculture.

The Water Management Act − Section 5, sets out a list of principles:−

• Total compliance with the Act
• Water Quality
• Water Sharing Plan
• Ensuring efficiency
• N_o aquifer interference.

degradation, this includes:−
Activities must avoid or minimise land

1. Soil erosion;
2. Compaction;
3. Geomorphic instability;
4. Contamination and acidity;
5. Water bogging;
6. Decline of native vegetation;
7. Land must be rehabilitated!!!; and
8. The carrying out of impacts must be avoided or minimised.

PCU017106PCU017106



Major Project Assessments
NSW Planning −2 − 23 November 2010

Noo mining in the Hunter Valley "so far" has had minimal impact.
water, surface and aquifers has been MAXIMUM eg:−

• Bowman's Creek
• Bayswater Creek
• Wambo Creek
• Elli Creek

Impacts on

All were used for irrigation. Now are either contaminated or have disappeared.
There are already unexplained water losses from the Hunter River. Until it can
be determined that these losses are not caused by mining there needs to be an
embargo on all mining that will interfere with the Hunter River and its tributaries.

Seepages into pits are occurring constantly. This obviously is water that would
otherwise flow into the River.

The Hunter Valley contains complex and unpredictable geological features, with
numerous fault lines. These must affect hydraulic conductivity in so far unknown
ways.

Assumptions made by "so−called experts", who come from other States predict
too great a margin of error. This project must take into account the principles of
ecologically sustainable development.

The economic costs of mining impacts have not been adequately considered.
Mining is for a short−term economic gain, but long term impacts cab be there and
infinitum creating a legacy for future generations. If this development is granted
consent an ecological disaster will be created.

Everyone down stream stands to be affected by altered or contaminated flows
and if/when a large flood occurs, prior to or after completion of rehabilitation, the
soils would wash into the river and deposit more silt into the river bed.

Our water and alluviums must remain intact as nature has devised. Man has
raped enough of the rich Hunter Valley. Have we not learned this by now!!!

To my knowledge the only areas that have been mined successfully by "scraping
the top soils back" are:−

• Weipa;
• The bauxite in Cape York; and
• Mineral Sands in Western Australia.



Major Project Assessments
NSW Planning −3− 23 November 2010

Why have these areas been successful? The base rock stratas have not been
blasted to create huge pits, which are then filled with the created rock rubble
which remains unconsolidated mine spoil.

The resulting area continually subsides especially after rain or irrigation resulting
in an uneven surface that cannot be farmed.

This has occurred at Coal & Allied's previous attempt on the alluviums at their
Hunter Valley No. 1 Mine. The resulting land eventually could not be farmed due
to constant subsidence, which altered after each rain event or irrigation.
Machinery could not work the country and now remains grazing use only.

The firms that prepare the environmental assessments alway_s play down the
"proposed" effects. The continuing effects of mining can be seen all over the
Muswellbrook and Singleton Shires.

Assessment of Impact on Mine Site Water Manaqement

Releases − Since the Hunter Salinity Trading Scheme commenced the controlled
leases have reduced the salinity but the water from broken aquifers is still finding
its way into streams and allowing contaminated water into the river system.

"Pit Inundation is expected to slightly increase!!! How is this decision arrived at
when n_o hydrological study has been conducted on the whole valley not just the
lease area as is seen now?

• Where do the aquifers rise?
• Where are they in a 50 kilometre radius of the lease area
• What quantity of water is contained in these acquifers?
• What amount of water is being conveyed to the River?

Impact on Floodinq

• 2 year plan!
• 5 year plan!

• 100 year plan!

These are based yet again on supposition. Floods are totally unpredictable.
Hunter River floods have been very fast flowing and destructible.



Major Project Assessments
NSW Planning −4− 23 November 2010

Levies

Earth that has been removed and built into a levee is not stable in heavy rain ora
flood. The Hunter River is shallow now compared to 100 years ago. This is due
to silt deposits from flooding. The risk of this occurring must not be allowed. The
effects downstream could be disastrous.

Soil & Land Resource Mana.gement

4.1 Topsoil Stripping and Handling

All alluvial soils stripped must be placed back on to the flats not on "re−
shaped overburden"!!!

The alluviums must not be moved!

All rehabilitation sites in the Hunter are a disaster the "Soil" placed on the
top has leached away leaving grass and trees struggling to survive in rock
rubble and inert materials.

This proposal could affect all water users downstream.

This entire area is flood prone. During the 1955 flood local landowners
from the area reported the height of the flood water would have exceeded
the 25 m proposed by the mine. The 130 ha to be mined by this proposal
was once highly productive dairy farming enterprises.

The potential impact on the Hunter River from this proposal is enormous.
The recent P.A.C. decision on the BHP Billiton proposal south of Sydney
should be the decision here namely, "Society would be better off if the coal
remained in the ground".

Yours faithfully

WENDY G BOWMAN
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