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Minutes: Minutes of the 18th Meeting of the Maules Creek Coal Community Consultative Committee Wednesday 16 August 2017 

Held at the Boggabri Golf Club, Gunnedah Road, Boggabri NSW 2382 
 

Members Present:  Darren Swain (DS) – WHC, Steve Eather (SE), Cr Robert Kneale (RK) - Narrabri Council, Peter Wilkinson (PWi) – WHC, Scott Mitchell (SM) – WHC, 

Jack Warnock (JW) – Community, Carolyn Nancarrow (CN) – Community, Simmone Moodie (SM) – Community – Aboriginal Representative, Cath 

Collyer (CC) – Community, Libby Laird (LL) – Community, Anna Christie (AC) – Environmental Representative (alternate) 

 

Apologies:  Kerrie Clarke (KC) – Environmental Representative 
 

Independent Chair:  David Ross (DR)        Independent Secretary:  Debbie Corlet (DC) 
  

 Agenda Items  Who to Present 

1. Apologies DR 

2. Declaration of pecuniary or other interests  DR 

3. Confirmation of the minutes of the previous meetings 

a. Discussion on minutes for 25 May 2017 

DR 

4. Business arising from the previous minutes 

a. Action list distributed  

DR 

5. Correspondence ALL 

6. Overview of Activities: 

a. Progress at the mine 

b. Monitoring and environmental performance 

c. Community complaints and response to complaints 

d. Information provided to the community and any feedback 

e. Water Management Presentation 

PWi, DS, SM 

7. General Business ALL 

8. Next Meeting – 1 November 2017 ALL 
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Agenda Item Discussion  Action/By Whom 

 Welcome by David Ross – DR welcomed everyone to the meeting.  

1. Apologies – Kerri Clarke (KC) – Environmental Rep.  

2. Declaration of pecuniary or other interests 
 

DR advised he is paid a fee to chair these meetings as is DC for typing the Minutes.  

 

3. Confirmation of the minutes of the previous meetings (25 May 2017) 
 

SM moved that the minutes be approved; seconded by CC.  

 

4. Business arising from the previous minutes – Action List Distributed 
 

DR thanked DS for the turnaround of actions from the last meeting.  Slides from the February meeting were made 

available to CCC members. 

 

RK - confused by the DRAFT on the minutes as he needs to report back to Council and provide copies of the minutes and 

wondered why they still had DRAFT on them.  

DR - DR and DC provide a draft to the CCC within 1 week of meeting. CCC members then have 1 week to provide 

comments. DR and DC then have 3-4 days to incorporate all the comments. A “Final Draft” is then sent out to the CCC. 

The Final Draft can go out to the community and to Council. Once the minutes have been approved and seconded at the 

next meeting – the watermark is removed. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

5. Correspondence  
 

DS tabled a letter from landholder Lochie Leitch, which was taken by Whitehaven on notice.  

 

LL – Questioned the last paragraph of Lochie’s letter which read … “As a case in point, I understand from the EPA that 

there are real time noise monitoring results that show sustained noise exceedances at my mother’s residence. I further 

understand that these measurements are above the noise criteria set out in the EPL condition L3.1. What s WHC’s 

response to this matter?” 

 

PWi – In terms of the information we’ve been given from the EPA – we are doing a good job. They are unattended 

monitors. There was 1 measurement above 35 but if you put in the penalty it goes under the limit.  

 

LL – So did it measure below and can you find out? 

PWi – Confirmed he would find out and report back. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ACTION 1 – PWi to 
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Agenda Item Discussion  Action/By Whom 

 

AC – Some stuff should be addressed with the EPA and not here with the CCC. There is an Industrial Noise Policy which is 

due to be reviewed because it pre-dates the large open cut mines. The Policy has been under review for a long time with 

many different methods put forward. What they are planning to replace it with they have cherry picked from European 

data and none of this refers to large mines. There data has been modelled and they have added a formula to see how it 

works out in Australian conditions.  

 

PWi – EPA and DPE have said it is a better system and so we are trialling it at our place. 

AC – This should be a topic for the next meeting. We want to see the results for the area on Harparary Road etc. 

 

DR – Need to get a timeline? 

AC – The timeline closed in September 2015. Then in Sept 2016 the community were invited to write submissions. 2 full 

years have gone by and they cannot pass it as “new policy” as it is still so controversial.  

 

LL – I heard on the news this morning something about “infra sound” as an attack in certain countries. All these people 

are getting sick with similar illnesses. Needs to be a concern. 

 

CC – Regarding the email from Lochie Leitch – did the EPA do noise monitoring around the mine itself? Was it just dust 

or did it include noise? Think it was maybe a month ago?  

PWi – Various things have happened – there was a noise audit from the EPA and the results have been published. A dust 

review has also been published. Overall, we operate within best practice – some areas to be improved and we are happy 

to look at those recommendations. In terms of monitoring – think that’s happening at Lochie’s mother’s house. I think 

Lochie has requested that from the EPA. 

 

AC – What do you understand to be “sustained”? Is it an hour? 

PWi – You should talk to the EPA – my understanding is there was only one 1 x 15-minute reading above the 35dB and 

this was with the 5dB penalty. 

 

DR – The Industrial Noise Policy – isn’t it a bit difficult to question how WHC is going to comply in the future if it hasn’t 

even come out?  Very happy to approach the EPA and find out where the guidelines are at. 

 

AC – Maules Creek is undergoing validation? 

PWi – If a new policy is coming in – that has a different measurement – we will need to look at that. We have asked our 

monitoring experts and that is what we are looking at and how to measure this trial. 

find out if it 
measured below and 
report back.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ACTION 2 – DR to 
write to EPA re the 
finalisation of 
Industrial Noise 
Policy / Guidelines 
and applicability to 
local conditions 

6. Company reports and overview of activities by DS 
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Agenda Item Discussion  Action/By Whom 

Company Report & Overview of Activities 

 

DS presented a slide presentation which discussed the following areas: 

• Company report & overview of activities. 

• Employment. 

• Approvals & regulatory agency update. 

• Monitoring and environmental performance. 

• Environmental management including feral animal management and feral weed management.  

• Health and safety 

• Community complaint summary. 

• Local buying strategy and financial contributions to the community. 

 

Questions for the Company Report & Overview of Activities slide 

 

JW – How does new access work – what I see there are barriers. 

PWi – It’s to stop all traffic crossing the road. You never turn across the road – so it is a safety system. Boggabri Coal 

started it and it was a requirement by RMS as well.  

 

Questions for the Employment slide 

 

CC – What are the actual numbers from the Boggabri area employed at Maules Creek Coal Mine? Particularly interested 

in a radius of around 15 -20 km from Boggabri.  

 

AC – So regarding the number of people trained on trucks, which was 65 who have been trained. Does that reflect the 

turnaround of trainees – is that quite low? 

 

PWi – Yes, regarding the intake over the last few months – 3 of those trained have left because the job didn’t suit them. 

So, turnover from outside the area is quite high. Many reasons why – there was a downturn within the industry which 

brought people to us and as the industry has picked up around the country – they are getting jobs back home WA, QLD 

etc. So, we are replacing them from the local area.  

 

 

Questions for the Monitoring & Environmental Performance slide  

 

JW – I spoke to DS during the week – re the process of reporting. Most of those tables and graphs represent water 

quality are generally within the 12-month period. It would be great if we could see reports over a much longer period – 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ACTION 3 – DS to 
provide numbers of 
those employed 
from the Boggabri 
area.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

5 | P a g e  

 

Agenda Item Discussion  Action/By Whom 

so we can see the changes. This could be reported in the Annual Review.  

 

JW – Land and Water Commission document – May 2017. I went to see if there was a more up-to-date version and there 

wasn’t one. 

AC – There were a lot of mistakes in that land and water document. 

 

AC – What I noticed was the land owner’s information was very outdated regarding Maules Creek.  

JW – I can’t comment if it was accurate or not. Dept are responsible for monitoring but not keeping the reporting up-to-

date.  

 

CN – Question to SM regarding properties and view of ownership. 

SM – I know you wanted property names but the map becomes too busy.  

 

CC – Why can’t you just put the numbers on the map and then a legend / key to the right with the names? That will save 

the clutter on the actual map. 

SM – I take your point.  

 

LL – Quality of your noise monitoring equipment or the consultant? Sometimes there is someone sitting there. Why are 

there people on the road? 

PWi – Occasionally people are making noise and it isn’t us.  So, we aren’t always going to shut down. A spiking noise at 

one location could be a localised noise event like a tractor starting. We need to make sure what noise we are creating. 

This is feedback to us and how we could improve the noise performance.  

 

PWi – The EPA has given us no readings above 35dB without the 5dB. 

LL – The mandatory noise audit – I agree with the language and their processes and guidelines but from the community’s 

perspective and from my perspective – it is still noisy. 

 

PWi – We are constantly trying to reduce noise – we are working with our equipment manufacturers to see what else we 

can do. Hoping at the next meeting we can announce what we have done to improve the noise. 

 

LL – Requesting independent measurement of the Primary and sizers / crushers and the CPP (coal processing plant). This 

was not done in the EMM noise audit – now is the time to get an independent audit. 

 

PWi – That was part of the mandatory audit. They did that.  

SM – They did an onsite and an extensive audit. That is a question for the EPA. 

LL – This is not reported in the EMM audit. Did they do an independent sound power test of these items? My belief is 

ACTION 4 – SM to 
consider where 
longer term 
monitoring can be 
presented   

 

 

 

ACTION 5 – DR to 
talk to JW about 
how to provide 
feedback on Land 
and Water 
Commission Report 

 

 

 

ACTION 6 – SM to 
edit maps to include 
property names, 
where possible 
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Agenda Item Discussion  Action/By Whom 

EMM relied on the data presented to them by WHC. 

 

SM – It was an independent audit including offsite and onsite locations.  

LL – But did they actually test these things? 

SM – Yes. 

PWi – You need to refer to the EPA. 

 

LL – PWi is correct. We need to refer to the EPA. I move that the CCC write a letter asking them to commission an 

independent sound power testing of the primary and secondary sizers / crushers and the CPP (coal processing plant) as I 

don’t believe they have done it. Then it would be clear. Everyone is unsure.   

 

PWi – We get advice from noise experts on how we can make a difference. Their advice was to focus on the trucks and 

that instantaneous noise. We are focusing on improving noise at our receptors here.  You can focus on individual items 

or listen to the noise experts – on how to have the most impact. 

 

DR – Different views here – wouldn’t it be easier to bring in the EPA?  

CC – For them to then respond. 

 

AC – A lot of this information is already in the independent mandatory noise audit.  

 

LL – Mandatory monitoring audit – is on dust only. I’ve already talked to the EPA. 

 

LL – It’s about trying to work out how to make it more liveable without us suffering. Prior to WHC gaining approval – our 

community was very concerned about sound levels of the sizers and the CPP. Primary and secondary sizers sound power 

are openly questioned. It has come back that they still haven’t been independently assessed.  

PWi – I’d have to look at the primary and secondary crushers – you won’t even hear anything – you’ll be hearing trucks 

etc. We’re focused on what you are hearing and that’s why he’s wandering around. 

 

DR – just a reminder that we need to allocate as much time as possible today to talk about water management.  

 

AC – Validation of the noise monitoring on Harparary Road – it’s not for these guys to answer as it is the EPA. Why are 

you sending the auditors over to the west – state conservation area – there is no issue over to the west when the 

complaints are coming from the north.  

PWi – The request is from a neighbour from the north-west. 

AC – I’ve never heard of complaints coming from over the north-west. New managerial noise being set up. The point is 

not being validated. 
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Agenda Item Discussion  Action/By Whom 

 

LL – Write a letter to the EPA to have an independent assessment conducted to work out what the sound power of these 

items is for the benefit of nearby neighbours. They can say no of course, but I feel as a representative group they should 

answer questions once and for all.  

 

PWi – We’ve had an auditor come in and he’s done that and he can present what’s he’s done. They would need a noise 

expert to come in and have a look. If you want to write to them that’s fine. 

 

SM – It was an extensive audit and very thorough and broad scope which was applied and included a range of things 

outlined in the licence.  

LL – It might be adequate to you – it might isolate the noise – it might rule out some things. 

 

Questions for the Environmental Management slides 

 

JW – Can we get a copy please for the CCC members. 

 

Questions for the Feral Animal Management slide 

 

JW – Not everyone receives that Green flyer – could it be added to the Courier?  

DS - Local Land Services may have put it in. 

 

AC – What about the goats – there are large herds. People are wanting a better understanding of where these feral 

animals are going. What observations are you making – is the goat problem increasing. 

CC – Kashmir property up in the mountains. Certainly, a lot up there and has been for a long time. They do transverse – 

they are on our property. They are coming from people who have had goats. It is a problem all over the area. 

SE – Forestry – goats have been around for a long time. National Parks and local areas. 

 

Questions for the Health slide 

CN – Do you test every day? 

PWi – We do random drug and alcohol – not every day.  

 

Questions for the Financial Contributions slide  

 

LL – Questioned DS about sponsorships and donations (listed in Appendix 2) and if they are all listed on Page 60 of the 

Annual Review Audit. Is there anyone else that must be added to that list? 

DS – The ones listed on the screen are the ones that have come on since our last meeting.  

 

 

 

ACTION 7 – DR to 
talk to the EPA re 
the primary and 
secondary crushers 
and invite them to 
the next meeting. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ACTION 8 – DS to 
provide a copy of the 
graphs and water 
presentation to CCC 
members. 
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Agenda Item Discussion  Action/By Whom 

 

LL – Are there community, national or international businesses that need to go on this list so community is aware? 

SM – We’ll look at the list for this year when we start preparing next annual report.  

 

Water Management Presentation by PWi 

 

PWi presented a slide presentation which discussed the following areas: 

• Water usage 

• Water management for CY2016 – graph 

• Dam capacities 

• Water licences 

• Groundwater inflows 

• Industry comparison 

• Surface water and groundwater monitoring 

• Monitoring – trends 

• Water management ongoing 

• Groundwater monitoring locations 

 

PWi – Only used 1,000ML and sold the rest (2,000) to the cotton industry. We go to the agent and they’ll on-sell.  

Re Groundwater inflows - now we see very little ground water coming into the mine at around 60 metres. Maybe as we 

go deeper into the mine.  

 

CC – Question of MCC – how are you going with the dry times.  

PWi – We are fine for the moment. We try and keep the raw water down at a reasonable level. Last year 947 megalitres 

was used, whilst in the previous year 1,300ML was used. If it was a dry year we used a little more. In full production, we 

might use the full 3,000.  The river is still running. The river has now run for over 12 months (15-16 months). Haven’t 

seen that before. So, a lot of water released for the cotton industry.  

 

CC – I’m referring more to your own dams onsite. Future dry conditions, you’d have to use your licences more? 

PWi – In dry years more water will be pumped from the river 

CC – That is a regulated licence.  

PWi – High security licence. 

 

LL – Looking at map page 53 of the 2016 MCCM Annual Review as directed by DS – slides had a graph of groundwater 

monitoring 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 but where is regional bore 2 (Reg 2) on the map? This is the one that should be on 

Maules Creek close to Green Gully. 
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Agenda Item Discussion  Action/By Whom 

 

JW – It is at Thorn Field Crossing. It is a Government bore GW041. 

PWi – We have one beside it. 

 

JW – On that map that corresponds with Red 2. This bore is located at or alongside Government Monitoring Bore 

GW041027 in the upper reaches of Maules Creek. 

LL – That’s a government bore. Are you saying there is a Whitehaven one? 

DS – These are the Maules Creek regional bores –  

LL – Maules Creek Mine. 

SM – Will have to come back to you about this.  

 

JW – Management of runoff from the over burden mounds that you have. 

PWi – 2 sorts of runoff – dirty water runoff – either contaminated and we collect that and clean runoff and that 

generally goes straight into a creek. 

 

JW – You manage that ongoing.  

PWi – We have all the contours in place. 

 

PWi – We are planning an Open Day. Late October / early November. Did one last year late October.  Saturday 28 Oct or 

Saturday 4 Nov for the Open Day.  

DR – Note that a site visit was raised at the last CCC meeting by WHC.  Would be available for all CCC members.  

 

JW – How do you get access to Zone 4?  

DS – We don’t pump any water out of these bores.  

 

JW – It’s only a tiny one. How do you get access from your precinct? 

DS – Its water we must account for, because it’s been modelled.  We haven’t had that happen yet, but not to say it may 

not happen.  

 

JW– Zone 5 – is that from one of the properties.  

DS – Anyone can own a water licence. 

 

LL – So to summarise what you have just said – your only source of water you use is the Namoi River and this is 3,000ML 

and last year you used 947ML but in a dry year you might use 1,300ML, and you can then on-sell what is left? 

PWi – Once we get to full production and if in a really dry year, that’s when we can use that full amount. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ACTION 9 – WHC to 
confirm locations 
and provide graph of 
groundwater 
monitoring data 
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Agenda Item Discussion  Action/By Whom 

LL – But, you don’t need to on-sell the water? We have the perception that MCC is “running out of water”, but this is not 

true. You actually have 2,000ML spare. So over summer, and it will be very hot and dusty you have more than enough 

water to water down in your mine area and make it less dusty for the locals? 

 

PWi – We have had some recommendations to look at. We are now using dust suppressants because it is cheaper – it 

binds the particles together – so you end up using half the amount of water for the same result.  

 

LL – What is the chemical? 

PWi – A molasses – a natural compound. 

 

LL – When do you decide to sell the water- when do you know how much you will use? 

PWi – We start to look at selling at the end of May (maybe the middle of June). It’s allocated every financial year – so 

you use it or lose it. You can’t keep adding it on. You can’t on-sell as high security water. 

 

CC– It is common practice to on-sell in many industries. The council have done it in the past.  

 

LL – Referring to briefing note sent through by DS, replying to question from AC 6 July 2017, the answer provided to the 

question referring to the mis-description of Elfin Crossing as ephemeral – who signed off on the status of Elfin Crossing. 

The answer, by its own admission does not clarify who WHC took the advice from and why Maules Creek at points A and 

C in the 2016 Biodiversity Management Plan. The response simply says that “from the approved BMP, Maules Creek (Fig 

10A-10C)” – ephemeral creek (with permanent / semi-permanent pools around Elfin Crossing). 

 

LL – The community put significant time into a submission to the BMP – discussing this very point. It is important 

because it signifies the health of the environment. First, I note that from your audit that Stygofauna along parts of MC 

and Back Creek were assessed in 2015 and determined that Stygofauna were present. We would like to see more than 

one off monitoring of the Stygofauna health. They are a sign of the health of our local environment and must be 

monitored. Stygofauna are dependent on this permanent water supply and this healthy fragile ecosystem. We would like 

ongoing monitoring of Stygofauna at Maules Creek. 

 

LL – Secondly, also the description of water around Elfin Crossing must be maintained as permanent – not semi-

permanent. 

 

CC – Who made the decision? (To PWi) – that is the information you were given? Was that information given from the 

Dept. 

PWi – We’re not certain on that one. We’re not sure if it was a consultant or the Dept. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ACTION 10 – SM to 
consider stygofauna 
monitoring. 
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Agenda Item Discussion  Action/By Whom 

LL – A consultant wrote the draft document and various people added to it – it’s not semi-permanent it is permanent – it 

is a softening of the wording but it is an incorrect fact and we need to have it corrected. I propose that the Chair of the 

CCC write to Connected Water High conservation area. People have been studying it for years. 

DR – Whitehaven to have a look to see if it was one of your consultants. Otherwise, go to government. Where did all this 

start.  

 

AC – Companion issue with the crossing – the Oakley – ephemeral – has never been known to run dry – Oakley Crossing 

is bone dry. This is not a perennial creek and it was listed in there as a perennial. 

PWi – We can table it.  

 

SM – I think that was addressed and the description was rectified. The perennial one.  

 

SE – the Crossing did stop running in the 90s. Where I used to live further down the creek, the water didn’t run all the 

time. 

 

LL – Yes, Steve you used to live at Harparary. That is not what this is about. This is about certain points (A and C) – you 

are referring to when a farmer pumped out of the creek. You are right. It will stop running if someone pumps it out. You 

know this. It was also rectified and now there is a rule where farmers / water users are not allowed to pump out of Zone 

11.  

 

JW – At Elfin Crossing there are two monitoring sites – surface water depth and groundwater standing water levels. 

PWi – Ephemeral stream but there are ponds that are more permanent. The streams stop running but the ponds are still 

there. 

 

SE – it didn’t run unless it rained where I used to live near Maules Creek.  

 

CN – Tabled correspondence from Lochie Leitch regarding a number of issues.  Everyone to get a copy and CN would like 

WHC to respond. 

 

AC – Discussion relating to questions put by Anna Christie in February 2017 and again my email dated 4 July 2017: 

 

a. Maules Creek Mine “unregulated Zone 11 entitlement”. Zone 11 refers ONLY to groundwater entitlement. 

According to the Namoi Valley Unregulated Water Sharing Plan, there are 1,413ML of unregulated 

entitlement held by 7 licences. Maules Creek Coal has not indicated that they hold any of these Licences. 

b. The 32,259ML per annum entitlement represents the entitlement for all Namoi Unregulated Water Sources 

(see page 13 of the Maules Creek Mine Water Management Plan). 

 

 

 

ACTION 11 – DR and 
DS to resolve 
descriptions of Elfins 
Crossing / Oakley 
Crossing 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ACTION 12 – WHC to 
respond to tabled 
letters from Lochie 
Leitch. 
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Agenda Item Discussion  Action/By Whom 

c. Unregulated water is that water pumped directly from a water source such as Maules Creek. 

 

PWi – We have some answers.  

 

CN – Mine are about ground water. 

AC – Hers were about surface water. 

 

JW – Zone 11 is strictly ground water. Needs clarification and is misleading. 

AC – What is the unregulated Zone 11 entitlement and instead put in Maules Creek not Zone 11.  

 

JW – that is water pumped directly out. 

PWi – The only place we pump water is the river.  The water we have in the pit now has come from rainfall.  We’ve seen 

very little ground water in the pit – we do predict we will as we go further down. The topography comes down – so it 

looks like 100 metres but from the bottom it is less than 60 metres.  

 

JW – Interested from an ongoing basis the long-term monitoring results – what is predicted and what is modelled. We 

would like to know. 

PWi – Rio Tinto drilled extensively in the 80s – geologically – Boggabri volcanic – underlay the Maules Creek.  

 

JW – If it’s not right we’ll need to know. 

AC – Now that I’ve heard from JW – this is complex stuff. I’ve put in the questions and I’m now finding out more 

information and will have to take it back.  

PWi – Very complex area. 

 

DS – Asked AC why she has been taking photos of Committee Members during the meeting? 

DR – If you take photos you must get permission first. Similarly, permission is required to take audio recordings.  Besides, 

I don’t believe that there is any value in taking recordings due to the quality of minutes Debbie takes. 

 

LL – I just want to ask JW one more question – 3, in Zone 11 – if that gets pumped – will that cause the creek to run dry.  

JW – Lochie has been unable to pump for quite a few years – WHC or me or anyone else they would be restricted as 

well. Restraints are applied to Lochie and other irrigators applied by the Government. Those figures are under review 

presently and up for consultation. Not sure about Zone 11. 

 

LL – So can’t touch it? 

SM – Can’t be pumped.  
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Agenda Item Discussion  Action/By Whom 

JW – Land water entitlements for regulation. It is such an unreliable stream.  

SM – All the rules are publicly available. Of when you can and can’t pump. 

JW – I can’t speak for Maules Creek – especially if they purchased properties with those. 

LL – But they would be restricted.  

JW – Everyone else would be asked.  

7. General Business  
 

DR – The Environment Trust is about to have another round available to community groups. Information will go on the 

Narrabri Shire Council website today or tomorrow and Gunnedah website as well. If there is anyone you think who might 

benefit like schools, groups, community – there is a window of opportunity between now and middle of October (15th). 

Any questions only too happy to discuss later.  

 

JW – We’ve had some reports today about feral animal control and can that be included at each of the CCC meetings?  

CC – Working with all the mines – national parks and getting everyone together working together has been great.  

 

CC and CN have a question re the child care and a traineeship of employee at a Boggabri child care. As of today, I was 

informed by the Mayor that Paul Flynn stated that is not correct – clarification would be good.  

PWi – I think it is correct. DS and I would like to keep reviewing and would love to hear more about it.  

 

JW – At the last CCC meeting – there was mention of a Telstra 4G tower going up at Maules Creek – no one at WHC 

knows about it? 

DS – The only thing I’ve heard is that Telstra would put up a tower somewhere near Boggabri Coal – nothing to do with 

WHC. 

 

PWi – We were going to put up our own tower. The communication might have been did Telstra want to piggy back off 

ours. The answer came back no.  

 

LL – Any plans re driverless vehicles as I know you are going to expand your fleet. 

PWi – Long term – automation is coming across the world. It’s a long way off.  

 

LL – So no plans to purchase driverless vehicles. 

PWi – I didn’t say that but we would look at if that technology was viable. 

LL – You won’t be going to automation in the next round of purchasing equipment. 

PWi – Unlikely.  

 

CC – I know you stated unlikely. Is there a period that they are bringing that in. Advancement of that technology.  What 

 

 

 

 

 

ACTION 13 – WHC to 
include feral animal 
control report to 
each CCC meeting 
and send to all 
members.  

 

 

ACTION 14 – DS and 
PWi to further 
discuss child care 
centre with CC & CN. 
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Agenda Item Discussion  Action/By Whom 

is the percentage of unlikely? 

PWi – Certainly we have looked at it. I went on a visit to WA in January and I talked to the workforce – iron ore mine. 

They have 230 tonne trucks and we operate 300 tonne trucks. My view at the moment is that they are not competitive 

with our operation at the moment.  

 

CN – I know people have applied for work at WHC recently but they haven’t been notified.  

PWi – Please send me a list of names and I’ll follow it up. Did they apply through Prospect – otherwise they may be 

through a Program. Our business is not suited to everyone. We put people through a lot of testing and some people 

don’t qualify and sometimes that’s in their best interest.  

 

AC – Regarding noise filters – one of the recommendations from the mandatory noise audit was for Global Acoustics to 

disclose what noise filters are used during the monthly monitoring. When will that take place?  

PWi – I don’t know about that.  Will take it on notice. 

 

DR – Apologised; declared a pecuniary interest as is paid a fee for chairing and associated work.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

8. Next meeting date to be agreed 
 

Next meeting Wednesday 1 November 2017.  

 

 

Meeting Closed: 5:13pm  
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Appendix 1: Actions 

 

Page No Action No Description  Date Raised 

3 1 PWi to find out if it measured below and report back.  16 Aug 2017 

3 2 DR to write to EPA re the finalisation of Industrial Noise Policy / Guidelines and applicability to local conditions 16 Aug 2017 

4 3 DS to provide numbers of those employed from the Boggabri area.  16 Aug 2017 

5 4 SM to consider where longer term monitoring can be presented   16 Aug 2017 

5 5 DR to talk to JW about how to provide feedback on Land and Water Commission Report 16 Aug 2017 

5 6 SM to edit maps to include property names, where possible 16 Aug 2017 

7 7 DR to talk to the EPA re the primary and secondary crusher areas and invite them to the next meeting 16 Aug 2017 

7 8 DS to provide a copy of the graphs and water presentation to CCC members. 16 Aug 2017 

9 9 WHC to confirm locations. 16 Aug 2017 

11 10 SM to consider fauna monitoring. 16 Aug 2017 

11 11 ACTION 11 – DR and DS to resolve descriptions of Elfins Crossing / Oakley Crossing 16 Aug 2017 

12 12 WHC to respond to tabled letters from Lochie Leitch. 16 Aug 2017 

13 13 WHC to include feral animal control report to each CCC meeting and send to all members.  16 Aug 2017 

14 14 DS and PWi to further discuss child care centre with CC & CN 16 Aug 2017 
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Appendix 2: WHC Sponsorships 

 

Boggabri Progress Association Killarney Bike Classic 2016 - Narrabri Hospital Palliative Care 

Australian Contaninter Lions Club of Boggabri 

Australian Junior Rodeo Association Maules Creek Campdraft Club 

WE WAA Community Hospital NSW Minerals Council - Sponsorship HSEC Awards Dinner 

Narrabri Nandewar Rugby League Narrabri Local Aboriginal Land Council - Dinner Dance 

Academy Publishing - Children Safety Homework Books NSW Mining Forum – Sponsorship 

Australian - Korea Business Council Narrabri Lioness Club - Garden & Craft Expo 

Boggabri Sacred Heart PTF Association - Boggabri Community Calendar Narrabri Education Fund - Tertiary Scholarship 

Boggabri Business & Community Association - 2016 Small Business & Community Awards Narrabri & District Chamber of Commerce - 2016 Business Awards 

Boggabri Community Church - 2016 Carols in the Park Narrabri High School - 2016 Presentation Night 

Boggabri Fishing Club Paul Vowels - Kids for Charity Ride 

Camp Quality - Camp Quality 1000K's for Kids Rotary Club of Boggabri 

Children's Charity Network - Young Indigenous Art & Literacy Program Rotary Clubs of Gunnedah 

Gunnedah and Quirindi Shows Wean Picnic Race Club 

Gunnedah Volunteer Support Group Westpac Rescue x Kamilaroi Aging & Disability – Elders Olympics Helicopter Service 

Gunnedah Mine Suppliers Group Winanga-Li Aboriginal Child & Family Centre - Bus Sponsorship 

Kamilaroi Aging & Disability – Elders Olympics  

 


































