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1. I have serious concerns regarding the lack of consideration given to the cumulative 
impacts of mining in the Hunter Valley. In this regard, I note that since Dartbrook Mine 
was originally approved many other mining operations have been approved or 
commenced in the Upper Hunter. Over this time, the impacts of mining on the local area 
have increased significantly through additional traffic and rail movements, increased 
dust, lighting and odour impacts. This change in context needs to be taken into account 
and further consideration must be given to the cumulative environmental and social 
impacts of mining when assessing the proposed modification. 

2.  I am concerned that the proposed modification is part of a much larger plan by 
Australian Pacific Coal for a new open cut coal mine which would have profound and 
unavoidable environmental, health and amenity impacts, particularly on the 
community of Aberdeen. I also note that in March 2018, AQC announced to the 
Australian Stock Exchange that a pre-feasibility study has confirmed the technical and 
financial capability of the Dartbrook Open-Cut Project. The announcement was 
accompanied by a short media release which stated: 'AQC's vision is to develop 
Dartbrook as an open cut operation, using modern, low impact, mining technologies. 
The pre-feasibility study outlined mining of around 10 million tonnes of high-quality 
coal per year over 25 years.' 
 

3. I am of the opinion that the current proposal to modify the method of mining is unlikely 
to be economically viable given the low volumes of coal to be produced. As such, I 
question whether the proponent has a genuine interest in pursuing the modified mining 
method or is simply 'buying time' to enable an open cut mining proposal to be further 
developed. 
 

4. The modification will involve continual B-double truck movements (192 one-way 
movements per day) during daylight hours from the Kayuga entry along an unsealed 
section of haul road, then a sealed private road to a new shaft site located west of the 
New England Highway. I consider that the unsealed section of road should be sealed to 
manage dust (rather than 'regular water carts') to prevent sediment loss in wet weather, 
sediment being tracked onto the sealed sections of road ( and then making dust) and 
noise generation from truck movements over pot holes. 
 

5. The noise assessment indicates that the modification would result in a minor 
exceedance of the night noise limit at approximately five of the southernmost Aberdeen 
residences west of the New England Highway. Whilst this exceedance is considered to 
be minor and does not trigger any acquisition or mitigation requirements under the 
Voluntary Land Acquisition and Mitigation Policy (VLAMP) Additional noise monitoring 
should be undertaken at the affected residences once mining operations recommence 



to confirm that actual noise emissions are not exceeding the predicted noise levels. If 
exceedances are identified then mitigation measures should be implemented by the 
applicant. 
 

6. The shed over the proposed shaft into the Hunter Tunnel will be a drive through 
structure open on two sides. The design of the shed will make it difficult to control dust 
emissions when coal is being dumped from the trucks into the proposed shaft. It is 
critical that dust control measures such as water sprays and screens are installed to 
minimise dust emissions from the shed. 

 

7. I am sure that you are aware that this mine was mothballed in 2006 by an experienced 
mining company after three deaths and continuing issues with gas, spontaneous 
combustion and flooding. I find it very hard to believe that now an untried company with 
no experience can manage these risks when more far experienced companies couldn’t. 

 

8. I again reiterate that all that they have proposed to you is a cover up so when things go 
wrong, which they will, they will beg the approval to be able to open cut the mine due to 
all the expenses already outlayed. Aberdeen receives far too much dust already by the 
existing mines and this has been consistent for decades and long before the new 
eyesore Mt Pleasant. The rehabilitation is very lacking, I have never seen mountain 
shaped like the rounded domes they leave behind and these domes have adverse affects 
on rain events that we once received as the storm cells hit these fake mountains and the 
rain goes in a different direction. 

 

 
Thankyou for allowing me to make a submission. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Miss Ianthe Roughan 
 
Resident of Aberdeen for 52 years 
 

 
 

 
 

 




