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P ts on biodh y were ised in 5 8.8 and B.12 of the
EA. The full Bssaasmant s provndad in the Flora and Fauna Assessment
(Appendix E of the EA). Potential impacts on water quality in the OWRNP were

1 in the Hydrogeological (Leach ient (Appendix | of the EA)
and the heritage \'alues ofthe GRAWHA ﬂmluding the OWRNP) have been
considered in Section 8.12 of the EA.

The impact on the GRAWHA has been assessed under the EPBC Actand a
referral lodged with DSEWPC (formerty DEWHA). DSEWPC determined that the
proposal constitutes a controlled action under the EPBC Act. The nature of the
assessment process 5 such that proposals ane d 19 no mitigati

is in place, | itigal proposad in the EA, including stringent
environmental controls to manage dirty stormwater runoff, lsachate containment
and emergency storage, would be implemented and would reduce the likelihood
of impacts to surface and groundwater, In the unexpected event that leachate
enters the groundwater, diluted concentrations reaching downstream would not
pollute the existing environment o have impacts on aquatic ecology of the
OWRNP or have a significant impact on the World Heritage Area.

Ms. Felicity Greenway

NSW Department of Planning
23-33 Bridge Street

Sydney NSW 2000

Dear Felicity,
RE: ARMIDALE DUMARESQ COUNCIL LANDFILL PROPOSAL 06_0220

I am not familiar with the formal procedure in submitting documentation to oppose a local council
project however, I felt that I should raise my serious concerns to your department regarding the
proposed Armidale Dumaresq Council Landfill Project. I would not normally involve myself in
matters associated with local development as I understand that issues such as waste management are
a part of any progressive community,

The proposed location of the landfill project, which will except waste from Armidale, Uralla, Guyra
and Walcha councils, is in an area of significant importance. The site itself contains several species

of vulnerable flora and fauna including Eucalyptus Nicholii, Eucalyptus Elliptica along with the

Little Eagle, Scarlet Robin and Koala which were all identified in the environmental evaluation done
on site. What [ consider to be a greater concern the fact that the proposed site acts as a significant
catchment area feeding in to the World Heritage listed Oxley Rivers National Park and the popular
recreational area referred to as the Blue Hole.

My family relocated to the propcrt)q-‘ back in 1981 and I have spent the majority of
my life growing up regarding this area as my home. The proposed site will not have any significant

direct impact 0%, 1 do have some knowledge of the area down stream.

During the 29 years in the area, I have experienced all extremes in weather and climatic conditions

and how the surrounding areas manage these events. My main concern regarding the proposed

council favoured site is the inability to contain the volumes of surface water run-off in an ex
rain event. The area that is referred to as the “eastern fall country” is known to have a long term
average annual rainfall which is significantly higher than the township of Armidale and the direct
surrounding areas. What is also of great concern is the increased frequency of these significant rain
events in more recent times causing increased run-off and localised flooding, I have noted that the
environmental study has used data that has been collected from the Armidale Airport weather
records which is some 30 km to the West of the area in question. This means that the data is

seriously compromised.

[ believe that there are NO measures that could possibly be put in place to control the volume of
water that flows through the proposed landfill location resulting down stream via the Gara river to

the East and Commissioners Waters to the South of the site. Once this volume of water travels a

short way down stream from the site it enters into the “Blue Hole" recreational area and the greater
Oxley Rivers National Park, it very quickly becomes inaccessible to people. Should an

environmental degradation event occur, this inaccessibility means that there are no measures that can
be taken to either contain the problem or treat the consequences.



F-s a unique property as it- boundary is identified by the cliff edge created Image 1, Red illustrates the location of the largest known colony of brushed-tailed rock wallabies,

y Gara Gorge and the Oxley Rivers National Park. A 250+ acre area west of the Gorge, but still Green illustrates the proximity of the start of the “Blue Hole” and Oxley Rivers Nam
part o permanently fenced in and managed as a refuge. The area is recognised to is a popular recreational and swimming area. Blue represents the home paddocks at i
be home to several threatened and endangered species of flora and fauna and a large amount of which continues predominantly south and east of this image.
environmental studies have been conducted into the importance of the maintaining it as a recognised
refuge.

It is my understanding that in 2008, the area only some 5 km to the South East of the site was
declared a “Critical Habitat™ by the Department of Environment and Climate Change under the
NSW Threatened Species Conservation Act 1995 (TSC Act) and the Commonwealth Environment
Protection and Biodiversity Conservations Act 1999 (EPBC Act). This was established under the
approved “Recovery Plan” for the brushed-tailed rock wallaby (Petrogale penicillate) signed off by
Lisa Corbyn, Director General and Verity Firth MP, Minister for Climate Change and the
Environment.

“The EPBC Act provides for the identification and declaration of critical habitat. It is an offence
under the EPBC Act for a person to knowingly take an action that will significantly damage
critical habitat, unless the Act specifically exempts the action. This offence only applies to
Commonwealth areas. However, an action which is likely to have a significant impact on a listed
species or community is still subject to referral and approval under the EPBC Act.”

With this in mind, on the 1* of October, 2007, the Commonwealth Environment Protection and
Biodiversity Conservation (EPBC) committee ruled that the proposal for the development of the
landfill, that was prepared by Maunsell Australia and submitted as part of the Armidale Dumaresq
Council proposal, was of sufficient concern. EPBC went further stating that “The project is likely to
have significant impact on the World Heritage properties (section 12 and 15A) and National

Heritage places (section 15B and 15C). vl

Image 2 illustrates the volume of surface water that the proposed landfill site is subjected to in times
of significant rain events. (This image is not one that I have take however, it can be confirmed that
this was taken of the proposed landfill site.

It is difficult for me to leave out emotions from this letter of objection to the proposed landfill site as
I find even the consideration of this site illogical. Unfortunately there are not many things that I feel
passionate about however, the protection of this pristine wilderness in once of them.

The stated protection measures are, in my opinion, inadequate and dated with several proposed
practices proven to fail. For Armidale Dumaresq Council to consider that a 50 year waste
management project is a responsible long term means is a careless approach.

I thank you for your time as I am aware that this is one of a number of submissions that your
department have to consider.
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