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Mr. Herbert Noel Ferris.
238. Mandalong Road.
Mandalong. 2264.

Mandalong southern Extension. Apprication No. ssD s144.

I strongly object to this proposal, stating my se Iknow from past experience mining actiùitie-s
damaged agricultural land, our local environ
business, loss of local employment in the addedstress and expense.

I have made no donations to political party's in the past in the last two years.

Surface Water lmpacts. ( As identified by Umwalt ). EIS

Water quantity and quality for downstream users ( licensed ) and the environment.

Flood regimes. Maps are to small for lando
detailed and accurate assessment of how a
affected by flowing or ponded flood waters fr
include the entire valley floor back down to t

tand, with no.w¿ter flow speeds or velocity
gers involved. There is no disaster or

f all community members.

water depths maps ( metres ) > 1.900 fails to show the MAXIuM depth. tn the 1 in 100storm event it should show. 1

Dr. Perrins (Hughes Trueman Stu
replacing it with > which would lea
stated depth was the low end of the range.
shown have the same > 1.900. nHO deþth.
out of channel flows.

(Umwalt EIS) Quote
"on this basis it is considered that the proposed Deveropment will not result in adversecumulative impacts on.water use (licence holders), flowå and the Environment,,.unquote.( Note) the above, but in various ionsultants R"úrG iñ tn. Els identifi", irp..t, on thewater issues.)

Provision should be made for landowners and water users for the worse case of partial ortotal loss of stream flow due to mining under Moran's creek as there is a fault shown on

l:"lonn*all 
maps beneath creek oeä. ntong witn otnãr creeks within the àppticat¡on

Aerial Laser Scanning. As this relates to water
system or scanninj tñ" g,oun¿ .oñio*s is not iHltfårr.,ground survey)and gives false readings, as ^/e ennial statf

butchers
Highlight
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true and accurate reading in areas where

etation.
rm profíle a ground survey would be needed.
form Map stating that the MAXIUM.
inished affectation zone around Longwalls.
ial staff clearly record -0.930m. This

nerated modelling of the flood and the stated
flood storage.

modellíng and predictions as in the natural
d outcomes.

W1!er Quality ? Worst case, total loss of water due to longwall cracks to the surface on orin Moran's Creek and the water resurfaces again but with enriched salt content rendering
t. ( as has been the case with "Bowman's
any rectify this problem ?
changes to water quality including flows
t address all the cumulative impacts

Property Subsidence plans. Consent Condition ( 1S )
or extra protection
documents. lt sho
on their pSMp wh

Consultants reports included intact before s
sure that nothing is altered or deleted from
"past")

but also the neighbouring
cut of at boundary as is the
evelopment.

ood pathways, ponding or drainage to be

he Assessment of each property for the
or enterprise carried out on each property.
company?

Condition. n by the Company on the above Consent

Flooding stockton & Moran's creek adjacent to M 1 Freeway.

Floodwaters exiting the lower end of the Mandalong Valley are shown discharging underthe M1 via one bridge only. when in actual fact ther-e are ihree bridges or. ix counting bothnorth and south lanes.

irst ftood study was 1.900 - 5.g00m.AHD.
f Stockton Creek hidden on all the flood
have provided Centennial with the plans of
et back to us when they had an answer to
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l.find it puzzling as to why the then Main Roads build these bridges then restrict the flow offlood waters exiting the Mandalong Valley by constructing rock õarriers to impede the
discharge. ( photos available)
lf the.three exit points for floodwaters were shown or reflected in flood study's discharge
calculations this would surely lower MAXIUM flood heights and reduce flood hazard
results to property,s on the floodplain.
o

Cracking, Volume 3,

surface cracks of the magnitude of 20mm andTo mm and up to 400mm. Rps consultantshave rated this as '!9W" potential during "WORST CASE" conditions with un repairedwater filled cracks' Therefore significance of shearing or land slip is untifély.

Note'1' But the above word "Unlikely" dose not explain how this affectation would berepaired' would it involve the same massive and costly repair to the Environment atnearby Mount Sugarloaf that is currently repairing oamage due to Longwall Mining.

Note'2' This identified cracking also raises our concerns as to the accuracy of predictionsof subsidence due to longwallé beneath Moran's Creek. And the loss of stream flow.

Far Field Horizontal Displacement and strains. volume 5. page 122.( Reviews by Reid,lggg,seedsman and Watson 2001),

only have the pote
d dam walls.What

from 10 to 30 m.
potential to damage residences from FFD,s i

ns for landowners property,s on whích
cuments failto identify impacts to be
ing this may require a separate

new Transmission line easement.
nvironmental scar on the landscape.
& loss of habitat.
included in this Assessment or approval held
e included in this ElS,

Social lmpact upon the Mandalong Vafley.

Valley has been a significant impact socially,
d fear for their future, disruption of Businesé'
safety fears over the dangers from
he narrow sections of Mandalong Road from



Noise MON|TOR|NG. 
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Question I now ask is was the noise monitoring data collected according to the correct
guide lines for lndustrial Noise Monitoring? My reasons, are below.

Last time MONITORING data was recorded for our Residence we had a visit from a
Centennial statf member to inform us of the times noise would be recorded, but they would
Monitor from the Mandalong Road side at our gate as they were not going to pay for
access as our Residence is 200 m from our gateway.

Lreliou¡ Monitoring was 12 meters from our Residence adjacent to our rockery where theMonitoring logger was chained to our flag pole for a week sñietdeo by semi dwarf shrubs
and large Future rocks on the eastern side and a large feature rock on the western side.
I now question the sites for the collection of noise data as well as the times

Conclusion' Centennial Coal's Mandalong Southern Extension project.Volumes 1- 7.

1' I formally request that an lnquiry be held to investigate all the matters contained withinall 7 volumes. As such a lot of t-he data is very harã to understand.
the information supplied by Centennial to
they worked from the data supplied by
essional opinions which reflect certain
to be correct.

is whether or not they have been serec,,"Jiiitå,í5åiit'"ïHüj i'jffij,,io'î,ïffi;
where the Consultants have identified a cárticular imþact with which Centennial

disagree.

tifiable impact associated wíth mining
threat, no serious loss, no predicted

impression to the person reading this EIS
roject, everyone except the impacted

S. ommunity.

s, opinions and statements quoted in this submission are made only
to.the Mandalong southern Extension project as to why it should not
intended malice towards centennial or cehtennial perstnal or their

,ffi
8/12/2013




