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         RICHARD TAYLOR B.V.Sc. M.V.S. 
         "Bellevue" 
              Nimmitabel N.S.W  2631 
               
       
         Ph: 02 6454 6311 
                                                Fax: 02 6454 6009 
         Mob: 0438 546311 
 
                                             29th September, 2008.  
 
 
Dear  Ed, 
 
I am writing in response to your letter dated 26th September 2008, requesting parameters to guide the placement 
of turbines in relation to our land. 
 
I would preface our requirements with two comments: 
 

1. As you are aware, we value very highly the magnificent landscape and views of and from our property. 
We feel any wind turbine development in the surrounding areas will severely compromise these values. 
However, we respect there are a broad range of views regarding wind turbines. What is entirely 
unacceptable to us about the current proposal is that not only does it make no attempt to reduce the 
aesthetic impact on our property, but the placement of turbines in close proximity to our boundary 
severely compromises the utility of our property, and its viability as a livestock production enterprise. 

 
2. Having received a plan with proposed turbine placements less than seven days ago, our thoughts at this 

stage are only preliminary. We are currently trying to source further information regarding the distance 
required from turbines for unimpeded stock movement, and the impact of noise, shadows, flicker etc 
The photo montages will assist us in visualizing the impact of the turbines. 

 
 
Having regard to the above, our current thoughts about parameters that would reduce the impact on the 
workability of our property are: 
 

1) Moving turbines back a minimum of 500 metres from our boundary. This would reduce the 
impact on stock movement, as well as create some sort of buffer zone in relation to noise, 
shadow, and aesthetic impact. 

 
2) Removing turbine(s) that would render our airstrip hazardous/unusable. 
 
3) Removing turbines that have an aesthetic/noise impact on the homestead and surrounding 

cottages and working area. 
 
4) Unimpeded stock movement along our laneway system, as well as through the property of John 

& Sally Anne Cottle, through which we have legal access. 
 
 
Regards 
 
 
 
 
Richard and Fiona Taylor 
 
 
 
 



WIRRAM
THE AVENUE

KYBEYAN NSW 2631

3 October 2008

Dear Mr Mounsey

I read the article in the Cooma Monaro Express yesterday concerning the proposed wind farm at Boco in 
the Monaro. I moved to the Monaro (to a small property in the Kybeyan Valley outside Nimmitabel) from 
Sydney 18 months ago and soon became aware of the various proposals for wind farms in the region. I 
am also a friend of the Taylor family at Bellevue although they are not yet aware that I have decided to 
contact you to register my objections to the proposal (as invited at the end of the article). 

My objections to wind farming in the Monaro are possibly more general than those of the landholders who, 
like the Taylors, are facing direct contact with the industry. I have a lifelong affinity with the Monaro 
beginning with childhood holidays in the Nimmitabel area- in fact on one of the properties participating in 
the Boco Rock venture. I spent many happy days riding and mustering sheep in the very area you are 
considering and the thought that those ranges will be developed for any industry, albeit one with claims to 
be green, is a horrifying prospect. I am not anti-wind farms as such and I am, like everyone on the planet, 
acutely aware of the broad-ranging action required to reduce CO2 emissions and reduce our reliance on 
non-renewable energy sources. These are not straightforward matters and just because they are major 
and challenging goals doesnʼt preclude wise and cautious decision-making. On the contrary, in the heat of 
all the pressure to act on these issues, it is also essential not to loose sight of the impact any proposed 
solution also has on the planet. Just because a green industry is prepared to make an investment in an 
area that has an untapped green resource doesnʼt make it a good or even green proposal. I realise an EIS 
is an essential part of any proposal; what is of far greater concern to me is the willingness to sacrifice 
exceptionally beautiful countryside in the name of a noble cause (ie. saving the planet)- isnʼt this a 
contradiction? Are the feasible sites for these solutions so few that we have no choice but to compromise 
this valuable and irreplaceable heritage? This site and others like it in the Monaro are already being 
exploited for their green resource by green agriculture. Unfortunately, they are also a soft target for 
exploitation.

Many people find wind turbines beautiful, so it is of little consequence to argue that they are ugly as I 
believe. What is undeniable is that this is an industrial development which will change the nature of these 
rural landscapes forever. Wind energy generation is not “farming”- it is big-scale, invasive industry and no 
other industrial development of this countryside would be countenanced so why is it different for wind 
turbines? Is it because the future of the planet depends on this development proceeding or is it because a 
group of landholders have been persuaded to overlook any possible drawbacks or impact because of the 
enormous financial gain being offered? 

The vast amounts of money being made available for these ventures, the sensitivity of the locations plus 
the inevitable damage to the fabric of the community (I am sure you are aware that the irreversible 
destruction to lifelong friendships is widespread regardless of whether the projects proceed or not- this 
communities will never be the same now) are compelling reasons to make the process as open and as 
rigourous as possible. I wonder for example if the great natural beauty of this site (and the Monaro in 
general) even rates a mention in your “preliminary environmental assessment”? Is this document available 
for discussion? What value does your company place on the beauty of this site? Have there been wind 
turbine proposals which have been met with comparatively little or no resistance and if so what makes 
those proposals uncontroversial? I think the starting point for these projects should be whether or not 
there are far less sensitive regions available for development. Presumably that is why, in the first place, 
they are being located here rather than say on the Heads at the mouth of Sydney Harbour?

Finally, may I ask how sound the modelling has been for this site? The Monaro is undoubtedly a windy 
area....some of the time. Have your tests reflected that for 4 months over autumn and early winter (I recall) 
hardly a breath of wind registered on my personal ʻradarʼ. August/September are regularly windy months I 
am told but for the remainder of the year it can be endlessly calm I have noted even in my short residency. 

I will attend your public forum and I look forward to unequivocal answers to these questions.

Yours faithfully

(Mr) Leigh Prentice

PO Box 42 Nimmitabel NSW 2631 Australia   02 64546 333   leigh.prentice@bigpond.com.au
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From: Leigh Prentice [leigh.prentice@bigpond.com.au] 
Sent: Tuesday, 14 October 2008 11:32 AM 
To: Ed Mounsey 
Subject: questions re Boco Rock project 

 
Ed 
Thankyou for the call yesterday. I was grateful for the 
opportunity to discuss the project even though it appears there 
is little chance of a compromise solution let alone a meeting of 
minds on the subject. As I was unable to open the letter I 
emailed to you (thanks to a suspension of power to the area) I 
missed an opportunity to re-ask some questions that keep coming 
to mind. In essence, my objection to the use of this 
site (and the Springfield Rd and Brothers sites) is the damage 
that will be done to exceptional landscape. There is another 
level of objections related to the encroachment on the amenity of 
the neighbours in each case but for me it is mostly about this: 
spoiling a finite resource (the beauty of our landscape) in 
favour of another resource that is limitless ie. wind. I think it 
is spurious to claim that we are obliged to install turbines 
everywhere we can to meet targets. If that is the only way to 
meet these targets (where did you say those targets came from 
again?) then we have to rethink the targets. Ruining almost 
pristine landscape for green energy is not a green solution 
(unless you are talking about the 'colour of money').  
 
Part of the problem for my argument however is that so few people 
are aware of how beautiful and vast this region is. My Sydney 
friends who now visit me are amazed by the scale and space. I 
think these Monaro landscapes are so extraordinary they should be 
placed on some national register to ensure their preservation. Of 
course most farmers would be horrified by this suggestion and it 
has come as a shock to me to learn that so many of them are keen 
to sacrifice this irreplaceable heritage (of the nation as well 
as of their families) for their own relatively short-term gain. 
We are not talking about poor struggling farmers here and in any 
event I don't feel they have an unquestionable right to alter the 
landscape on a great scale any more than city dwellers have a 
right to make major changes to an historic house they own. This 
landscape is dwindling for all sorts of other reasons and is a 
precious thing. The beauty of these places will be all the more 
significant over the time span that we now consider essential for 
CO2 emissions reduction. There are few areas as undeveloped as 
this part of the state and I think it's important to keep it that 
way for future generations. That's a target to consider as well.  
 
I suppose it's pointless expecting an industrial developer to 
consider these matters conscientiously. Your position is 
reasonable provided (I stress) you have considered all other 
options thoroughly. This is your responsibility as a well; not 
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just meeting targets. Of course you will get all the requisite 
impact statements commissioned (but I would rather these were not 
your responsibility) and we the public will have an opportunity 
to raise objections but if a site as staggeringly beautiful as 
Lake George can be sacrificed in this rush to go green then I 
have little hope of saving the Monaro. Unfortunately, there are 
also groups of people dedicated to reducing carbon emissions by 
any means possible who will be willing partners in promoting 
these wind projects. I think I probably heard one or 2 of them 
contribute to the recent discussion on ABC local radio. I do 
wonder why these people are so uncritical of the individual 
proposals however.  
 
Meanwhile, I've been trying to look at the area in a different 
light noting some prominent parts of the Monaro that might be 
quite suitable (visually) for turbine construction I feel. Of 
course I have no idea what the impediments might be but if the 
south-east is the exceptional wind resource everyone claims it is 
then I doubt wind supply is one of them. As I asked in my initial 
letter to you: how much better/more reliable is the wind at Boco 
Rock than anywhere else in the Monaro? For example, I would 
suggest anywhere from the Old Dangelong Rd turnoff on the Monaro 
highway south of Cooma through to Polo Flat and Rose Valley. 
Don't quote me- it's just a suggestion of the type of landscape I 
think is preferable if pressed: basically, anywhere that's 
already feeling the effects of small-scale development (small 
subdivisions, local council land etc). Why do these enormously 
intrusive developments 
have to be in the middle of nowhere at all? 
 
So let me leave this thought with you: I would not object to wind 
farms in the Monaro IF you would reconsider where they are to be 
located. My preference is for sites closer to towns. They can be 
very visible but visually comparatively bland ie. almost or in 
fact semi- industrial already. The problem with the sites you and 
others are considering so far is that they are in exceptionally 
beautiful parts of the Monaro with a visual impact far beyond 
their immediate location and which destroy an already precious 
resource (let's not get into the "some people like the look of 
them" argument here). Treat them and therefore their location 
like any industrial development (which they 
are) and the solutions will be far less controversial. The fact 
that the landholders in and around Boco Rock want these turbines 
in their 'back yards' is, finally, irrelevant. 
 
regards 
Leigh Prentice 
 

















From: John Dixon [ngarigo@y7mail.com] 
Sent: Monday, 5 January 2009 11:06 AM 
To: Ed Mounsey 
Subject: Boco Rock 
 
Hi Ed, 
 
My Name is John Dixon and I am the Director of Yukembruk Merung Ngarigo Consultancy PTY 
LTD who represent the Ngarigo Elders of the Monaro. The Monaro is the Traditional lands of the 
Ngarigo people and I am a direct descendant from "Old Mundy" who was the last Head Man of 
the Ngarigo Tribes of the Monaro.(Circ 1830) 
 
I have spoken with you prior to xmas on the phone and I did send you an email which was similar 
to this one. 
 
We have a big interst in the preservation and protection of our culture and heritage and the 
development of our lands and waters and wish to be consulted in relation to any issues effecting 
our interests as stake holders. 
 
As discussed with you over the phone prior to xmas we have expressed our interest and will be 
very happy to work in a positive way to assist your company through identifying sites and any 
protection necessary for any Aboriginal sites or places that may be impacted during expected 
disturbances. As you are aware our old people left sites that are protected by state and federal 
laws. There are permit processes in place that are governed by the state agency DECC who rely 
on the Aboriginal stake holders to direct the protection and preservation process by working in 
close partnership with developers to minimise or approve impacts. 
 
We request that you include our company on the list to be consulted for any works you inmtend 
to do on our lands on the Monaro and that you work with us to preserve and protect our sites. 
 
Thank You, 
 
John Dixon 
Director 
Yukembruk Merung Ngarigo Consultancy PTY LTD 
PO BOX 413 Bega NSW 255 



ד"בס                

VOLCAN AUSTRALIA CORPORATION PTY LTD 
ABN 70 131 553 341 

Level 34, 50 Bridge Street 
Sydney 2000 

Ph:- (02) 8216 0777       Fax:- (02) 8216 0788 

 
 

Wind Prospect CWP Pty Ltd 

PO Box 1708, 

Suite 2, Level 5, 

T&G Building, 41-45 Hunter Street 

Newcastle NSW 2300 

 

ATTENTION: EDWARD MOUNEY 

 

         24th August 2009 

Dear Sir 

 

RE: THE PROPOSED BOCO ROCK WIND FARM DEVELOPMENT AND 

EXPLORATION LICENCES 7291, 7292, 7293, 7294 & 7295 

 

I refer to your letter dated 24th August 2009, regarding the proposed Boco Rock Wind Farm 

Development on the Monaro, near Cooma, and your request for feedback on any issues that 

may impact on, or be of concern to, Volcan Australia Corporation Pty Ltd’s current 

exploration and mining tenements in the area. 

 

Volcan Australia Corporation Pty Ltd is the current title holder of exploration licences 7291, 

7292, 7293, 7294 & 7295, within which wind turbines are proposed to be built along ridge 

lines to the west of Maclaughlin, and approximately 10km south-west of Nimmitabel.   

 

The locations of the proposed wind turbines do not appear to adversely impact these licences.  

Therefore, Volcan Australia Corporation Pty Ltd has no objections to the proposed Boco 

Rock Wind Farm. 

 

Nevertheless, Volcan Australia Corporation Pty Ltd reserves any and all exploration and 

mining rights that it has in respect of the area covered by exploration licences 7291, 7292, 

7293, 7294 & 7295. 

 

Yours faithfully 

 

 
 

Sholom D. Feldman 

Managing Director 

Volcan Australia Corporation Pty Ltd 



    
 

Geogen Victoria Pty Ltd 
ABN  51 121 810 160 

GPO Box 1048 Brisbane QLD 4001 

 
 
 
 

 
              
 
2 September 2009  
 
Ed Mounsey 
Development Director 
Wind Prospect CWP Pty Ltd 
PO Box 1708 
Newcastle NSW 2300 
 
Dear Ed 
 
Wind Farm Development and Exploration Licence – EL 7386 

 
Further to your email of 25 August 2009 and our subsequent brief telephone chat re the 
above. 
 
At this stage Geogen Victoria does not perceive of any potential impacts or conflict between 
our exploration activities in EL 7386 (formerly ELA 3631) granted on 18 August 2009 and 
your wind farm developments in the Cooma area.  
 
We appreciate your ongoing communication with us and will advise if there is any likelihood 
of a change to this perception in the future. 
 
Yours sincerely   
 

 
 
 
 
 

Andrew Carroll 
Land & Strategic Communications Manager 
M: +61 (0) 438 878 848 
H: +61 7 3374 3110 
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