
Rix’s Creek South – Modification 10 – Extension of Time 

Public Hearing Submission of Support 

To the Major Project Assessment Manager, 

I am pleased to have the opportunity to make a personal submission to support 

the Rix’s Creek South Coal Mine Mod 10. 

This submission is in two parts – 

 Part 1 – Argument in support of the approval of Mod 10 

 Part 2 – Comments and clarifications regarding the Mod 10 Public 

Meeting held on 20 May 2019 

Part 1 – Argument in support of the approval of Mod 10 

As CEO and Managing Director of the Bloomfield Group, I am in an ideal position 

to provide exhaustive volumes of scientifically based information, expert 

opinion and expressions of community support for the Rix’s Creek Continuation 

Project and the Mod 10 submission. 

However, I have not provided such evidence or support in this submission 

because not only is it already contained in submissions made for the Rix’s Creek 

Continuation Project but it is likely not appropriate considering the purpose and 

content of Mod 10. Mod 10 simply requests additional time to allow the 

Independent Planning Commission of NSW (IPCN) to complete its assessment of 

the Rix’s Creek Continuation Project (SSD6300) and to reach a measured, 

balanced and sound decision.  

The Rix’s Creek Continuation Project was initially submitted for assessment in 

March 2014.  In the more than five years since, the Project has progressed 

through a rigorous and evolving planning and assessment process. After 

extensive expert opinion and reporting, public display, comment and hearing, 

IPCN review (including IPCN recommendations and their refinement of the 

project) the project has progressed to Stage 9 (Finalise Assessment) of a ten 

stage process, with the final stage (Determination) to follow. 

The existing consent for the Rix’s Creek mine expires on 24 June 2019 

(approximately five weeks from the date of writing). In February of this year, as 

part of an internal risk review, Bloomfield determined that in the remaining 

period to 24 June 2019, the NSW State election, the Federal election and the 

Easter/ ANZAC Day public holidays taken together might further delay 



completion of the Project’s assessment.  In light of our reducing level of 

confidence that the assessment process for SSD6300 would be completed prior 

to 24 June 2019, Mod 10 was submitted in case it should ultimately be required 

as a contingency for additional assessment time.  

The approval of Mod 10 by the IPCN WILL - 

 Provide a time contingency for the IPCN to finalise its assessment of 

SSD6300 by extending the term of the existing approval by nine months 

 Reduce the risk of a significant economic disruption including the risks to 

workers, the Bloomfield Group and the broader local community. 

 Minimise for the short term, the anxiety and stress building for hundreds 

of workers and their families.  

The approval of Mod 10 by the IPCN WILL NOT – 

 Permit mining in areas that are not currently approved under the current 

consent; 

 Change the currently approved extraction footprint under the current 

consent; 

 Change the currently approved production rate under the current 

consent; or 

 Change the currently approved mining method under the current consent 

In conclusion, the purpose of Mod 10 is wholly and simply to allow for the 

orderly administration and completion of a rigorous but evolving and 

increasingly complex planning process for the Rix’s Creek Continuation Project. 

Mod 10 has not been submitted to change or expand the existing mining 

operations. The purpose of Mod 10 is simply to allow time for the IPCN to 

complete its primary task. Therefore, I see no basis for any reasonable objection 

to the approval of Mod 10. 

 

 

 

 

 



Part 2 – Comments and clarifications regarding the Mod 10 Public Meeting 

held on 20 May 2019 

I attended the public meeting which was held by the IPCN in relation to the Rix’s 

Creek South Coal Mine (DA 49/94 Mod 10) for the purpose of –  

 …….to listen to the community’s views on an application from the Bloomfield 

Group to modify the development consent for its Rix’s Creek South Coal Mine 

under section 4.55(1A) of the Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979. 

(Public Meeting Notice IPCN website) 

In summary, I was surprised and disappointed that many of the opponents to 

the Mod 10 application chose to take this opportunity to attack the stakeholders 

that did not share their view, including the Department of Planning. In particular, 

I was appalled by the nature of many of the statements made against the 

integrity of The Bloomfield Group and the Mod 10 application, not by reasoned, 

relevant and evidence-based arguments but rather by –  

 Innuendo; 

 broad and inaccurate generalisations; 

 crude and misleading props, photographs and stunts; 

 broad and unsupported statements; and 

 incorrect and distorted information. 

It was also clear that some opponents had no interest in the views of other 

stakeholders….a number of the opponents arrived late, and left immediately 

after stating their view. 

Since the IPCN Public Meeting process did not allow for the many misleading 

and inaccurate statements made on the day to be tackled at that time, I address 

some of the specific assertions here -  

Inference 1 – that mining is the only, or at least the major, contributor to poor 

air quality for near neighbours to the Rix’s Creek Mine and the general Singleton 

area 

Counter Fact 1- In addition to any contribution that may arise from mining, air 

quality impacts include dust from agricultural activity and natural landforms 

(which are further negatively impacted by drought conditions), power station 

emissions, burning wood smoke (bush fires as well as residential heating). For 

example in the week of the Public Meeting, multiple news outlets reported that 



many parts of NSW were experiencing poor air quality due to planned hazard 

reduction burning. 

Further, a report joint funded by OEH, NSW Health and the CSIRO and with the 

final report compiled by CSIRO and ANSTO considered the makeup of pm2.5 at 

Muswellbrook and Singleton. A link to that report appears below. 

https://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/topics/air/research/previous-

research/upper-hunter-fine-particle-characterisation-study 
The report breaks up the contribution into 8 categories. It suggests there are 

seasonal variations but on an annualised basis, the top 3 contributing categories 

for emissions at Singleton are – 

 power stations emissions 

 domestic wood smoke 

 sea salt 

These three contribute more than 50% of the emissions load with the category 

combining soil dust and fugitive coal dust contributing 12%. Therefore this 

independent and science-based report demonstrates that mining may be a 

contributor to air quality issues in the Singleton area but its contribution is 

relatively minor. 

 

Operationally, the Rix’s Creek Mine has developed and operates an industry-

leading process to monitor and predict weather patterns so that the potential 

for dust, blast fume and noise impacts can be managed in advance. The outputs 

of this forecast modelling are used to modify planned operations (including not 

operating in particular parts of the mine at times) in order to maintain 

compliance and manage impacts.   

 

Inference 2 -  that Rix’s Creek is a contributor to alleged negative Social Impacts 

resulting from DIDO (Drive In Drive Out) workforce ie mine workers do not reside 

in Singleton and the Singleton community does not benefit from the industry 

Counter Fact 2– The largest grouping of the near 300 workforce at Rix’s Creek 

Mine and their families are Singleton residents. Based on residential postcodes, 

the Rix’s Creek workforce resides in – 

 Singleton - 28% 

 Maitland – 21% 

 Cessnock – 21%  

https://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/topics/air/research/previous-research/upper-hunter-fine-particle-characterisation-study
https://www.environment.nsw.gov.au/topics/air/research/previous-research/upper-hunter-fine-particle-characterisation-study


 

Inference 3 -  that Rix’s Creek is contributing to the growth in casualisation of 

the workforce 

Counter Fact 3 – Currently the proportion of employees employed on a casual 

basis by Rix’s Creek is 1.4%. This is a reduction from 2017 when the proportion 

was approximately 6%. At Rix’s Creek, not only is the number of casually 

employed workers negligible BUT all casuals are employed by Rix’s Creek and 

not via a 3rd party labour hire company. 

 

Inference 4 - that Rix’s Creek uses contracted workers engaged by labour hire 

companies (with the further inference that these workers are lesser paid and 

more itinerant) 

Counter Fact 4 – Rix’s Creek does not use labour hire companies to supply its 

core labour (including for operators).  

 

Inference 5 - that permanent staff at Rix’s Creek mine are made redundant 

before entitlements are available 

Counter Fact 5 – more than 50% of employees at Rix’s Creek have been 

employed at the site for more than 5 years and over 30% have been employed 

at the site for more than 10 years. Further, Bloomfield is proud that it has one 

employee in the Group who has worked with the Group for more than 50 years.  

 

Inference 6 - that Singleton’s population is actively leaving town because of 

mining activity 

Counter Fact 6 - Singleton Council website reports that the population of 

Singleton has INCREASED over the period 2008-2018 from 22,860 to 23,422. 

https://www.economyprofile.com.au/singleton/trends/population 

 

 

 

 

https://www.economyprofile.com.au/singleton/trends/population


Inference 7 - that Bloomfield will not meet its commitment to retire 2713 bio-

diversity credits 

Counter Fact 7 – Bloomfield made an application for payment into the 

Biodiversity Conservation Fund which was acknowledged by the Biodiversity 

Conservation Fund (BCT) on 30 April 2019.  The BCT provided the relevant 

invoice on 21 May 2019 and payment was made on 24 May 2019.   

As well, over the past 24 months, Bloomfield has purchased land for the purpose 

of generating the balance of biodiversity credits required. However, should the 

delays experienced so far where OEH determined credit equivalence and while 

the Biodiversity Conservation Trust processes the application for a stewardship 

agreement, result in the purchased offset lands not being available for the 

balance of the biodiversity offset obligation by the required time, then 

Bloomfield will make a further payment into the Biodiversity Conservation Fund 

for the balance of the credits. Bloomfield’s obligation will be met, one way or 

the other, prior to the due date of 11 July 2019.  

 

Inference 8 – The majority of the speakers who opposed the Mod 10 application 

tried to encourage the IPNC to reject Mod 10 on the basis that Rocky Hill Project 

had been rejected.  

Counter Fact 8 – The table below shows many significant and fundamental 

differences between the Rocky Hill Project and the Rix’s Creek Mine 

(Continuation Project and Mod 10), and that attempts to link the two projects is 

misleading and invalid. 

 

Item Rocky Hill Project Rix’s Creek Mine 

Project Status Operations not 
commenced 

Operating since 1990 

Employment A small number 
of project staff 

Approximately 300 people 
directly employed, requiring a 
range of secondary and tertiary 
education levels in roles spanning 
across plant operation, trades 
and professionals  
 
 



Item Rocky Hill Project Rix’s Creek Mine 

Amenity for 
neighbours  of 
the site 

Material change 
for neighbours if 
the project 
commenced 

Going forward, no material 
change from operations over the 
previous 29 years 

Support from 
the various 
Authorities 

Department of 
Planning and 
other authorities 
did not support 
the project 

Department of Planning 
recommends Mod 10 and the 
Rix’s Creek Continuation be 
approved and other authorities 
do not object to their approval 

Land use Areas of dairy , 
beef cattle 
grazing and 
cropping 

Dry land beef cattle grazing with 
rehabilitated land                 
delivering  an improved 
productivity  

Greenhouse 
Impact 

A view is detailed 
in the recent 
decision of the 
NSW Land and 
Environment 
Court (Court) in 
Gloucester 
Resources 
Limited v 
Minister for 
Planning [2019] 

Effectively all of the Rix’s Creek 
mine’s coal has been, and 
continues to be, committed to 
existing Asian customer 
contracts. These contracts are to 
supply coal necessary for the 
operation of blast furnaces and 
coal fired power stations. These 
large and capital intensive assets 
typically have remaining lives of 
20-50 years. Because the coal 
supply to the customers is 
essential for their assets’ 
operation, should Mod 10 or the 
Rix’s Creek Continuation be 
rejected, and as a consequence 
coal is not able to be supplied by 
the Rix’s Creek Mine, then the 
customers will be forced to 
source the coal from other 
producers. Therefore a rejection 
of Mod 10 or the Rix’s Creek 
Continuation project will provide 
no reduction to global 
greenhouse emissions. 

 



Thank you and regards 

 

Brett Lewis 


