
My name is Louis Pearse-Hawkins and this is the second submission I am writing to voice my strong 

opposition to the Bylong Coal Project. I have an immensely strong connection to the Bylong Valley. 

My family own property in the valley, and I have lived there on and off my whole life. I believe it is 

one of the most beautiful places in the world. 

There are countless reasons why this mine should not be approved. Some are related specifically to 

the technical assessment of the proposed mine and others relate to broader but still extremely 

important issues such as climate change and the destruction of prime agricultural land.  

From a technical standpoint there has not been an adequate assessment to allow the approval of 

this mine. I have a Masters of Audio and Acoustics and have worked as an acoustic consultant for 

many mines over many years. From my review of the Bylong Noise and Blasting Assessment, 

response to submissions and the final assessment report, my concerns with the noise from proposed 

mine are: 

1. The Bylong Coal Noise and Blasting Impact Assessment indicated ‘significant impacts at the 

nearest noise sensitive receivers’ after the first instance of noise modelling (Section 5.2 

pg. 32). These results of this modelling are not shown in the report and all subsequent 

modelling was performed with mitigated plant equipment. These mitigated sound power 

levels are based on ‘consultation with equipment manufactures and the project’s mining 

consultant’ (pg. 33 of the Noise and Blasting Impact Assessment). Table 5-2: ‘Noise source 

mitigation’ (pg. 33) shows mitigated sound power levels of plant equipment but there is no 

reference to documentation showing that the mitigation will reduce sound power levels as 

specified, it has not been shown that these sound power levels can be achieved in practice. 

The only reference to these sound power levels being achievable is in the noise peer review, 

in which it states that they ‘reflect current best available technology’. This is merely an 

observation. The peer review should have requested adequate data that shows these sound 

power levels can be achieved in practice. This mine cannot be approved before the 

mitigated plant equipment sound power levels have been verified. 

2. Table 5-2 of the Noise and Blasting Impact Assessment recommends upgrades to façade 

enclosures as a mitigation measure. From my experience façade upgrades need to be highly 

engineered to ensure that they reduce overall sound power levels at all let alone as stated, 

especially when dealing with low-frequency noise. There are no detailed design 

recommendations or modelling to show that said façade upgrades will reduce sound power 

levels as stated, the details of the façade upgrades are not even specified. Again, it has not 

been shown that mitigated sound power levels can be achieved.  

3. The Bylong Coal Project Noise Peer Review states that although mitigated sound power 

levels ‘reflect’ current best practice technology, unmitigated sound power levels appear to 

be understated. Again, it is has not been verified that mitigated sound power levels are 

achievable in practice, but there is also no mention of these levels being changed and/or re-

evaluated in the Bylong Coal Project Final Assessment Report or in the response to 

submissions. In fact, the response to submissions states that “the overall results and 

conclusions presented within the final report remained consistent with that of the earlier 

versions of the report” (pg. 386) and the Final Assessment Report states that number of 

privately owned receivers predicted to experience noise above the project specific noise 

levels dropped from nine to five (pg. 82). Have the sound power levels been re-assessed 

based on the peer review comments? 

 



 

 

Aside from my concerns with the noise assessment I also have strong concerns about the availability 

of water throughout the valley if this mine is approved. There is not enough water in the valley for 

this mine to operate on its own let alone in conjunction with the existing agricultural providers in the 

valley. The Bylong Final assessment wrongly states that the water application for the mine has been 

granted when KEPCO are still short of their water allocation. The plan for the management of stored 

waste water at the end of the mine is also not adequate. KEPCO plan to backfill open cut voids 

however there is no mention of what will happen to the stored water; it should not be released into 

nearby watercourses. There will be long lasting impacts on the groundwater table from the mine and 

I don’t believe these can be accurately assessed with computer modelling alone. Having spent a 

considerable portion of my life in the Bylong Valley, I know it is a place that has always struggled 

with water availability. This mine will only exaggerate this problem and destroy the natural systems 

of the land.  

On a broader and more global scale, this mine should not be approved because coal mining is simply 

not sustainable and it is destroying our planet. There is a global shift away from the use of fossil fuels 

and there is abundant scientific evidence that the combustion of fossil fuels is having a hugely 

detrimental impact on the environment. Recently the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 

concluded that minimising the impacts of global warming to a safe level would only be achievable 

with a transformational effort to cut emissions to net zero, encompassing the phasing out of coal by 

2050 and no new coal mines. This is scientific research and evidence that is continually ignored by 

the Australian government in favour of short-term economic gain. For context, by the time the 

proposed project is half way to completion you will not be able to buy a petrol or diesel car in 

Denmark and many other European countries.  

There is insufficient assessment and understatement of the impacts that the proposed mine will 

have on the surrounding environment. This project should not go ahead as KEPCO have continued to 

show an overall lack of attention to detail and negligence for best practice mining techniques and 

the environment in general. This mine is not only going to destroy an incredibly beautiful part of the 

world, but will massively contribute to the bad practices that are slowly destroying our world 

entirely. By approving this mine you are making a conscious decision to ignore scientific evidence, 

contribute to the downfall of our environment and put the lives of younger generations severely at 

risk.   

Regards, 

Louis Pearse-Hawkins.  
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Naremburn 2065 NSW 

 

  




