
Rix’s Creek South Continuation of Mining Project (SSD 6300) 

Submission in Support 

Introduction 
I am pleased to have the opportunity to provide this submission to the Independent Planning 
Commission of NSW (IPCN) in support of the Rix’s Creek South Continuation of Mining 
Project (SSD 6300). I have also attached an Appendix which provides feedback on the 
Public Hearing Day 29/7/19.   
 
Submission in Support 
I have been an employee of The Bloomfield Group for more than 10 years. I have held a 
number of management positions and I am currently the CEO. I believe my tenure and 
experience with the company and the Rix’s Creek Mine project puts me in an ideal position 
to make a meaningful submission.  
 
After three public forums, two site visits, expert and government department opinion as well 
as numerous submissions, the IPCN would now be well informed about the Bloomfield 
Group (Bloomfield) and the significance and contribution of the Rix’s Creek South Operation 
to Singleton, the Hunter Valley and to the state of NSW. Further, detailed expert analysis 
has been submitted detailing the project’s future potential to deliver ongoing benefit to the 
people of NSW for decades to come. 
 
Bloomfield is a wholly Australian owned and wholly Australian based company. Therefore 
there is no leakage of profits and taxes from Australia. Bloomfield directly employs around 
600 people and together with their families the entire organisation resides in NSW….from 
the four Directors through to the 1st year apprentices.  
 
As a Hunter-based organisation, Bloomfield’s operational, environmental, social and 
community performance has been entirely visible within NSW for more than eighty years. 
Bloomfield’s actions are not subject to dilution or influence by the policies of other States or 
countries. These factors make Bloomfield unique within the Australian coal industry and 
unusual in the broader business environment.  
 
There is a direct link between Bloomfield’s successes, responsibilities and contributions and 
the state of NSW.  
 
The IPCN would now know that Bloomfield’s Rix’s Creek South mine has –  

 consistently produced high quality coal for the export steel and export energy 
markets with the majority of its coal sales secured by long term contracts 

 paid a steady stream of royalties to the NSW government and a range of taxes to all 
levels of government 

 provided stable employment for hundreds of workers (both directly and as 
contractors), with most of its employees residing in Singleton or adjacent local 
government areas  

 as part of the broader Bloomfield Group, invested in and supported the community by 
providing training opportunities for apprentices, trainee operators and university 
graduates 

 successfully built and maintained long-term relationships with neighbours and the 
broader Singleton community. The transcript of the meeting between Singleton 
Council officers and councillors with the IPCN on 29th July 2019 (IPCN website) 
provides a truly independent assessment of Bloomfield’s commitment to the region 
and its performance.  



 supported numerous charity and community groups, particularly in the Singleton 
district  

 been at the forefront of environmental innovation and performance in the mining 
sector (particularly regarding noise and dust management)  

 subjected its Continuation Plan to a multi-year iterative process of comprehensive 
review and analysis by industry experts, consultants (engaged by Bloomfield, 
government departments and the IPCN) as well as the necessary government 
departments.  

 had opponents who have, for the most part, not argued against the specific  Rix’s 
Creek South Continuation Project or the project’s performance but rather have tried 
to express a more global argument against the use of thermal coal. Their arguments 
have generally been unrelated to the Rix’s Creek South Project and where they have 
tried to make comment on the project their inferences have often been vague, 
incorrect or in some cases specifically misleading and untruthful.  

 been recommended for approval on more than one occasion, with the most recent 
Final Assessment Report (19/6/19) prepared by the NSW Department of Planning 
and Environment making the following authoritative points (Executive Summary - 
page iv)– 

o “The Department considers that Bloomfield has appropriately implemented or 
otherwise addressed all of the Commission’s recommendations” 

o “The Department considers that the Project is a logical and strategic 
‘brownfield’ extension of the existing open cut mining operations at Rix’s 
Creek South Mine” 

o “The Project would provide substantial social and economic benefits to the 
local community and would deliver a net benefit to the State.” 

o “The Department considers that the benefits of the Project outweigh its 
residual costs and considers that the Project is in the public interest and is 
approvable subject to strict conditions of consent.” 

 
The IPCN is described in the NSW Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 as a 
NSW Government agency and is tasked with assessing state significant developments in 
NSW. The IPCN’s focus should therefore be NSW, being concerned with the laws, 
responsibility and issues within the control of the NSW government. Matters that are the 
responsibility and jurisdiction of the Federal government or managed by international 
agreements are not appropriate for the IPCN to commit effort and resources.  
 
In proposing conditions on the project I believe the IPCN needs to be mindful not to 
disadvantage a particular project by imposing conditions that may have the unintended 
consequence of limiting that project’s commercial viability when compared to competitors.  
 
Recent questioning by the IPCN regarding the global issue of Scope 3 emissions and how 
the project may be constrained or conditioned  to manage Scope 3 emissions are 
concerning. Accountability for policy/regulation on the treatment of Scope 3 emissions is the 
responsibility of the elected federal government. In this way, any change to the current 
position regarding Scope 3 emissions will be consistent across the nation and industry and 
will impact all participants in the market equally. A mining consent condition on a mine 
operator imposed by the IPCN requiring an action/restriction based on Scope 3 emissions 
will almost certainly unfairly discriminate, incur additional costs and/or reduce the market 
share of that particular operator as well as disadvantage NSW mining overall compared to 
mining in other states.  
 
In particular the questions from members of the Commission to the representative of the 
DPIE, that they were seeking advice from the Department on their view on whether it was 
appropriate to condition the mine approval so that the production from the Project could only 



be sold to signatories of the Paris Agreement is a concern.   In the case of Rix’s Creek Mine, 
an existing and valuable customer is a steel manufacturer from Taiwan.   Taiwan are unable 
to sign the Paris Agreement because of the influence of the People’s Republic of China 
however, they have strong policies in regards to reduction of emissions.  If such a condition 
were to be imposed, Rix’s Creek would be considerably disadvantaged and other mines, 
both existing from NSW and from other states or countries, not constrained by such a 
condition, would quickly take up the role of supplying our Taiwanese customer. 
 
 
On the other end of the scale, the IPCN has shown an interest in detail of project mine 
planning. In general there are numerous options for the effective mining of a resource with 
pros and cons for each option…the weighting of these pros and cons can vary over time due 
to emerging circumstances including changes to licence conditions, technologies and 
markets. In its Review Report released on 31 August 2018 the IPCN recommended an 
alternative mine plan for Rix’s Creek South Continuation. This alternative was considered 
and a further refined option was developed and proposed by Bloomfield. This refinement 
process is likely to continue over the life of the project and is actually anticipated with the 
existing Mine Operations Plan (MOP) process. Provided that an operation meets its 
regulatory responsibilities including biodiversity obligations, rehabilitation commitments, EPA 
licence requirements (including noise, dust), consent conditions and community expectations 
then I believe the IPCN should not prescribe a precise mine plan at a point in time, because 
to do so may have the unintended consequence of limiting the mine’s operational and 
environmental performance and negatively impacting the project’s commercial viability over 
project’s term.  
 
Fortunately, the IPCN itself has helped to define its place, and span of control, in the 
approval process by publishing on the IPCN website its Mission, Vision and Values. The 
IPCN Vision is - “Well executed developments that benefit the people of NSW.”   
 
Considering the information provided about Bloomfield in this submission and throughout the 
IPCN’s process, the IPCN’s Vision is clearly completely aligned with that of Bloomfield! 
 
Conclusion  

 there are many social, community and economic benefits that have been clearly 
identified and demonstrated throughout the IPCN’s process that will be realised with the  
approval of this project. 

 The project will provide a significant net benefit to NSW   
 the recommendations from the Department of Planning and Environment support the 

position that the Rix’s Creek South Continuation of Mining Project SSD 6300 absolutely 
fulfils the Vision of the IPCN….and with merit.  

 The project should therefore be approved by the IPCN, as outlined and recommended in 
the Final Assessment Report, without modification or further delay. 

  

 

Brett Lewis 



Appendix – Feedback on the Public Meeting Day - 29/6/19 
 
Opponent Boycott 
 
The IPCN actively promotes its three stated values of Independence, Expertise and 
Engagement. The IPCN’s website provides more detail –  

 
Independence We will build the community’s confidence and trust in the Commission’s independence by 

ensuring our processes are open and transparent, and encouraging and promoting greater community 

participation throughout the assessment and determination process. 

Expertise We will draw on the considerable experience, expertise and knowledge of our members in 

planning and related fields to enhance the capabilities of the Commission to best serve the people of NSW. 

Engagement We seek to encourage and promote greater community participation early in the planning 

assessment process. We acknowledge and respect there will be differences of opinion on planning projects 

and take seriously the concerns expressed to us by individuals and groups in affected communities. 

I understand that by holding public meetings the IPCN is seeking to demonstrate its values 
of Independence and Engagement.  
 
To date, Bloomfield has engaged openly and actively in three public forums throughout the 
SSD 6300 assessment process (two directly for the Continuation project and one for 
Modification 10). These events are resource hungry. They incur significant financial cost 
(including the venue costs, accommodation, travel expenses, labour cost for the 
Commissioners/legal counsel/support staff, and financial sacrifice by many of the 
participants and the viewing public) as well as the business disruption costs necessarily 
incurred in order to prepare, deliver or attend the meetings. The maximum benefit of the 
process and greatest return for the investment is gained when all views are heard. 
 
It was therefore disappointing that the majority of the likely opponents to the Project 
conspired on the morning of the Public Meeting to not make their verbal submissions, 
despite having previously committed to speak. Furthermore, I believe it was an insult to the 
process and to the other speakers and attendees, that many of these opponents were 
actually at the venue on the morning of the meeting where they performed a media-targeted 
skit (not specifically focused on the Rix’s Creek South Project) and then departed without the 
courtesy of participating.  
 
The only possible excuse I could accept for not fulfilling their speaking commitment is that 
following individuals and their organisations have withdrawn their opposition to the project – 

 Beverly Smiles (Hunter Communities Network) 

 Wendy Wales (DAM HEGS) 

 Jan Davis (Hunter Environment Lobby) 

 Sharyn Munro 

 Tony Lonergan 

 Anne Maree MacLauglin 

 Robert MacLaughlin 

 Daniel MacLaughlin 

 Phylliss Setchell (Mudgee District Environment Group) 

 B.F. Atkinson 
 
 
 
 

 



 Mistaken/Misleading/Untruthful Generalisations and Inferences 
 
While many scheduled speakers on the day who likely oppose the Project boycotted 
the event, to their credit, three opposing speakers did fulfil their commitment. 
Unfortunately though, as with the previous public forums, the majority of these 
opponents’ arguments were not Project specific and their attempts at linking their 
arguments to the Rix’s Creek South Project were often mistaken or at times 
purposefully misleading.  
 
The expression of untruths undermine the integrity of the IPCN and its processes. If 
only for its own benefit, the IPCN should introduce processes that prevent deliberate 
propaganda and falsehoods from being placed on a public record as these will 
ultimately erode confidence in the IPCN and impair its authority and reputation. 
  
Following are just three examples from the Public Meeting Day on Monday 29/7/19 
of mistaken, misleading or untruthful generalisations or inferences. 
 

1. A declaration that - Japan will not build or upgrade existing coal fired power 
stations 

 
The article below is from the Japanese industry publication TEX Report from last 
week (2nd August) and refers to the Noshiro Power Station owned by Tohoku 
Electric. Bloomfield’s contract with Tohoku Electric is its largest with the business 
relationship between the 2 companies extending back more than 35 years  
 

Tohoku Starts Test Operation of Noshiro No.3 Power Unit 

= Commercial operation will start in March 2020 after finishing test operation = 

Tohoku Electric Power Co., Inc. (Tohoku) started a test operation of Noshiro No.3 power unit 

(Output power: 600 MW) at Noshiro thermal power plant in Akita prefecture on August 1. This 

No.3 power unit is scheduled to start a commercial operation in March 2020 after finishing a test 

operation. 

At Noshiro thermal power plant, No.1 power unit started a commercial operation in May 1993 and 

No.2 power unit in December 1994 respectively. The respective output power of No.1 and 2 power 

units is 600 MW, and the fuel for both units is coal. 

Hence, when No.3 power unit starts a commercial operation, the total output power at Noshiro 

thermal power plant will rise to 1800 MW. 

 Source - The TEX Report – Vol 51 No. 12197  - Friday 2nd August 2019 

(http://www.texreport.co.jp/xenglish) 

 
Furthermore another of our current customers in Japan is looking to increase its 
electricity generation capacity and commission three new coal fired power stations 
over 2019/2020. These units will require approximately 2 million tonnes of additional 
high quality thermal coal per year for the 40-50 years of their expected asset life. 
 
Other than China which has an abundance of natural resources, countries in Asia 
generally need to import the majority of their energy needs. Most countries have an 
energy policy that mixes renewables, gas, oil, coal, (and to a lesser extent post the 
Fukushima incident) nuclear. Although the use of renewables is increasing in Asia, 
the growing standard of living and demand for energy in the region, population 
growth, the ongoing need for diversity of supply to deliver security and price stability 

http://www.texreport.co.jp/xenglish


together with the investment in existing power generating assets means that coal will 
be a significant part of the energy solution in Asia for the foreseeable future. 
 
An increase in the use of renewables does not directly lead to the inference that coal 
demand is in decline. The statement that there is no longer a demand for thermal 
coal is incorrect and the inference that the Project should not proceed because there 
is no market for its product is therefore false.  
 
 
2. Deceptive Behaviour 
 
Consistent with previous public meetings, it was disappointing that opponents again 
often used unsubstantiated generalisations, negative photos and non-specific 
examples as props that were NOT directly connected to Rix’s Creek South Mine or 
Bloomfield and then tried to infer that Rix’s Creek Mine or Bloomfield would be 
similar. This tactic is lazy, misleading and generally promotes falsehoods. It also 
undermines any confidence an independent observer could have in other points 
made by the speakers who adopt this strategy.  
 
Amongst the numerous examples on the day, a striking case of this deceptive 
behaviour was the statement made in a presentation by an opponent representing 
an implied professional group. The statement was accompanied by an inferred 
supportive photograph. The statement was - 
 
 “That’s Rose Point Park – that’s in town – that’s how close the coalmine is to 
Rose Point Park.”  
 
(Transcript of Proceedings O/N H-1042683 p26 line 36-37 - Dr Vickers) 
 
The plan below shows that the closest mining area at Rix’s Creek South Mine is 
actually more than 5 km away from Rose Point Park. Furthermore, the mine is 
located on the other side of a high ridge and is impossible to see from any location 
within the township of Singleton (including Rose Point Park). This statement (with its 
visual prop) made by Dr Vickers was not an unintended mistake or mis-statement. It 
was a shameful, calculated and premeditated untruth designed to mislead the public 
and smear the project.  



 
 
 
 
 
 
 



3. A declaration that - If times get hard for Bloomfield will they pull a stunt and “claim 
bankruptcy and pass the costs of the rehabilitation onto the taxpayers?” 
 
Bloomfield has proudly been successfully operating in the coal industry in the Hunter 
Valley for more than 80 years. This is a performance envied by many businesses 
within the coal industry as well as outside of it. Bloomfield’s nimbleness, innovation 
and focus has underpinned its longevity with its performance rewarded by long term 
contracts with stable customers. It has been able to expand while other companies 
have contracted.  For example, the purchase of the Integra Open Cut Mine from Vale 
and its joint venture partners, allowed Bloomfield to capitalise on the geographic 
synergies, take the mine out of care and maintenance, increase employment and 
further strengthen Bloomfield. 
 
So, in summary, Bloomfield is well positioned for the future. 
 
However, in addition to a proven and strong track record, as with all coal mining 
operations, Bloomfield provides guaranteed access to funds to the NSW 
Government to rehabilitate mine should Bloomfield default on its obligations. A 
process exists to adjust the level of funds lodged with the State throughout the life of 
the mine to have sufficient to rehabilitate the mine at the point of maximum 
disturbance at all times.  
 
I would be surprised if the opponents to the Project were not already aware of this 
rehabilitation fund and the detail of how it operates.  
  


