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Q:  Why was MidCoast Council 
not allowed an extension of the 
deadline for submissions?  This 
exhibition period is inadequate 
time for a full consideration of a 
complicated document and the 
timing is unfortunate in light of the 
Council merger.

DPE:  The DPE has already allowed 
a longer exhibition period (59 days) 
than required by legislation, which 
is 30 days.  The DPE originally 
planned to exhibit the proposal 
for 42 days. This was extended to 
take into consideration that the 
exhibition period includes school 
holidays.
The DPE has to provide the 
submissions feedback to the 
applicant within 10 days aft er the 
exhibition close date.
If community members wish, they 
can submit an ‘interim submission’ 
before 14 October and then follow 
up with more detail later.  All 
submissions will be considered. 
However, the sooner a submission 
is made, the easier it is to consider. 
For instance, if it is not received 
within 10 days of the exhibition 
close date, it will not be included 
with submissions that the Applicant 
is asked to respond to. 

Q:  What is the role of MidCoast 
Council’s Administrator and 
what impact will the previous 
submission from Gloucester 
Council have on the new Council?

MCC:  Any concerns with the 
Administrator’s role should be 
raised with the Minister for Planning. 
The community needs to respond to 

the amended EIS on exhibition and 
modified consent for the Stratford 
Mine. 
Council has formed a Project Team 
of expert staff  (some of whom were 
involved in preparing Gloucester 
Council’s first submission) to 
prepare a new submission.

Q:  What will the status of previous 
submission from Gloucester 
Council be?

MCC:  The previous submission 
will be considered however, the 
applicant has made many changes 
to the original 2013 EIS and Council’s 
new submission will relate to the 
amended EIS. 

Q:  Is the Department looking at 
the unique geology of the Valley?

DPE:  DPE is aware that the 
Gloucester valley is geologically 
complex and is conscious of the 
community’s previous experience 
with AGL. The assessment 
process will take into account the 
relationships between aquifers and 
coal seams. It will also take faults 
and other geological features into 
account to the extent that they are 
relevant to the proposal. 

Q:  What about matters such as 
watercourses, flooding, water 
discharges and the potential 
impacts on drinking water supply 
for 75,000 people who live 
downstream?

DPE:  The Water Division of the 
Department of Primary Industries 
whose area of expertise includes 

relationships between surface 
water and groundwater and 
licensing of water extraction will 
be providing a submission on the 
proposal. Flooding and drinking 
water quality and security of supply 
will be examined by the Department 
and other government agencies 
that have responsibility for these 
matters. 
Individual concerns relating to 
water issues should be included in 
submissions. 

Q: What is the relationship 
between the Department and GRL 
on the EIS?

DPE:  DPE must consider 
development applications under 
its statutory obligations. The 
original EIS was rejected twice for 
being inadequate. DPE has put the 
amended application on exhibition, 
which was not necessary under 
statutory requirements, and for 
an extended period, in order to 
allow the community a proper 
opportunity to review the amended 
proposal and prepare submissions.  

Q: What is the climate change 
stance of the Department?
DPE:  The Federal Government 
has primary responsibility for 

We have noted which 
organisation supplied each 
answer as follows:
DPE NSW Department of   
 Planning & Environment
MCC MidCoast Council
DPC NSW Department of   
 Premier & Cabinet



Q:  Will GRL change mining 
conditions (i.e. longwall mining) if 
it goes ahead?

DPE:  The geology of the Gloucester 
Valley would make longwall mining 
an unlikely method. However, if GRL 
wished to develop an underground 
mine, then it would have to make a 
new application. 

Q: How does the Department grant 
residential development near an 
area which a mine proposal can be 
located?

DPE: Exploration licences and 
mining leases are managed 
and approved by the Division 
of Resources and Energy of the 
Department of Industry under 
the Mining Act.  The Mining Act 
allows for exploration licences 
to be granted across most of the 
State. Developers must obtain 
development consent before 
grant of any mining lease could be 
considered.  

Q: If both proposals are approved:
(a)How does the Department 
approve projects that impede 
other development consents, for 
example tourism businesses?
(b)How does it sit with current 
tourism developments?
(c)Who’s accountable for the 
devaluation of neighbouring 
properties?
We are sitting in limbo.

DPE:  
(a) Every proposal is always 
assessed on its merits and impacts.
(b) Tourism and mining are 
potentially conflicting land uses.
(c) Economic factors are considered 
in the assessment of projects. If 
properties are predicted  to be 
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climate change policy across 
Australia, rather than the States. 
The Department always takes 
greenhouse gas emissions and 
energy effi  ciency into account as 
part of the assessment process, 
particularly direct emissions from 
the project itself or from energy 
supplied to the project. 

The burning of any coal mined 
by the project is a Scope 3 
(downstream) emission since GRL 
would sell the coal to a third party 
for consumption. It is usual that 
such emissions are accounted for 
by the organisation that consumes 
the coal, whether that takes place 
in Australia or overseas. 

Q: Will this be referred to the 
Federal Government?

DPE:  The Commonwealth 
Department of Environment has 
determined that the Rocky Hill Coal 
Project is not a “Controlled Action” 
under the EPBC Act. 

The project is not subject to referral 
to the Commonwealth under the 
“Water Trigger” provisions of the 
EPBC Act for coal and coal seam 
gas, as the original application was 
submitted prior to the water trigger 
provisions coming into eff ect.

Q:  How much weight does the 
Council submission have?

DPE:  All submissions have 
the capacity to be significant.  
Council’s previous submission was 
considered powerful.  The previous 
Council’s objection is still current.
A State Significant Development 
application is always referred 
to the Planning Assessment 
Commission (PAC) for independent 
determination if either the local 
Council objects or there are 25 
public objections. 
DPE received well over 25 objections 
following the first exhibition of the 
project’s development application, 
and these objections remain 
current. 

impacted by noise or dust levels 
that exceed impact criteria, then 
development consents provide for 
voluntary acquisition.

Q: The Secretary’s Environmental 
Assessment Requirements 
(SEARs) ask for cumulative impacts 
to be assessed. The greatest 
impact is moving to the north. 
Why is the potential extension of 
the mine not being considered?

DPE:  All known economic, social 
and environmental impacts are part 
of the assessment. Assessment 
of cumulative impacts relates to 
all existing and proposed impacts. 
Potential future developments 
cannot be taken into account if they 
have not been announced. 

Q: The applicant recently sought 
permission for a mine at Margaret 
River which was denied.  The same 
conditions apply here.

DPE:  The Department can only 
consider projects as they are 
described in the application and 
Environmental Impact Statement. 
The assessment cannot consider 
potential activities which may or 
may not occur at some time in the 
future. 

Q: The Government gives more 
support to the applicant than 
private property owners.

DPE:  This approval is not a 
‘done deal’.  All the submissions 
have weight - the application is 
considered only on merit. The 
proximity of the mine to town is 
an important consideration. All 
submissions received from the 
community are considered in 
assessment of the project. 

Q: Can the mining company do its 
job?

DPE:  Under the Mining Act, a 
mining lease can only be granted 
to a fit and proper person with the 
capacity to develop the proposed 

Refer to the “State 
Significant Development 
Process’ flow chart which 
outlines the DPE’s process 
(at end of this document).



mine. A mining lease can only 
be granted aft er a development 
consent is approved. 

Q:  Are health concerns considered? 
Where is the balance between 
health costs and economics?

DPE:  Both of these are important 
in the evaluation of social costs and 
benefits.  The Department of Health 
will be providing a submission 
to DPE with its assessment of 
potential health impacts. 

Q: How do you know where the 
dust will be?

DPE:  Environmental modelling 
is undertaken and provided in 
the EIS and assessed by the 
EPA. The modelling is generated 
from measured baseline data 
(including meteorological data 
and source emissions) and various 
mathematical equations. 

Q:  How do we have contact with 
Council to provide input to their 
submission?

MCC:  The community should 
provide their own submission on 
the amended proposal. 

Q:  MidCoast Water has the same 
administration as Council.  Does 
this make the impartiality of the 
Administrator questionable?  

MCC: MidCoast Water can provide 
its own submission on the amended 
proposal.

Q: Why is there no integrated 
policy for buff er zones in relation 
to development? The Department 
is not proactive in developing 
policy. 

DPE:  There is a two kilometre 
radius buff er for coal seam gas 
applications. However, there are 
no strict statutory or policy buff ers 
for coal mines. Buff ers are flexible 
depending on circumstances, for 
example to reflect diff erent impacts 
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upwind and downwind. For example, 
the EPA’s NSW Industrial Noise 
Policy provides for management of 
impacts on neighbouring properties 
based on the scale of the impact, 
rather than the distance from the 
source. 

Q: If the application is rejected will 
the company revise and resubmit 
another proposal?

DPE:  It is possible GRL may 
resubmit another proposal. Under 
the EP&A Act, GRL is able to submit 
a revised proposal.

Q:  Are mental health issues taken 
into account?

DPE:  There is not a lot of research 
available on the links here. Health 
issues relating to noise and dust 
are the primary health concerns 
assessed. Mental health concerns 
can be included in submissions. 

Q: Will there be any more 
community consultations?

DPE: DPE is amenable to conducting 
a further community meeting and 
would propose that any further 
meeting is held aft er the response 
to submissions is received from 
GRL, so that the community is able 
to respond to that document.

Q:  Will the new Council’s 
submission take preference 
over the former submission of 
Gloucester Council?  Last time 
there were 1744 submissions 
received, with 1,399 against the 
proposal.  How can we be sure 
those will be considered?

DPE:  Both the numbers and the 
nature of new submissions will be 
considered. Submissions during the 
current exhibition period should 
focus on the amended proposal.  

The DPE will consider submissions 
from both the original proposal 
together with submissions on 
the amended project. In order 
to understand the community’s 
opinion of the amended proposal, 
comparisons will be made between 
the concerns raised in the original 
proposal and the amended project. 

MCC:  Some issues have been 
addressed in the amended 
application - we encourage you to 
look at these documents.

Q:  Is Stratford included in this EIS?

DPE:  The Stratford proposal is a 
separate exhibition with separate 
documents.  If you object to 
both applications, say so in your 
submission.  Both applications will 
go to the Planning Assessment 
Commission. Please make sure to 
include in your heading: Objection 
to Rocky Hill and Stratford.

Q:Will the new Council’s submission 
be as powerful as the old?

MCC: The council’s submission will 
consider the amended proposal. 

Q: Have site visits been carried out 
by council and planning staff ?

DPE:  A number of Department of 
Planning offi  cers have been to the 
site. 

MCC:  MidCoast Council staff  have 
visited both the Rocky Hill site and 
the Stratford site.

DPC:  Expert advice from all relevant 
Government departments is being 
provided to the Department of 
Planning and Environment.  This 
is a State Significant Development 
determined by State Government 
and not a local matter to be 
determined by Council.
If you flag individual concerns you 
have with the proposals in your 
submission, these will be assessed 
by the experts who will report to 
the DPE.

Visit 
www.midcoast.nsw.gov.au/

rockyhillproposal 



State Significant Development Process 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

YES 

Applicant responds to 
Commission’s review 

Commission reviews the 
development and holds public 
hearing 

DPE completes Preliminary 
Environmental Assessment 

NO 

DPE finalises assessment 

Determination by DPE or Commission under delegation of the Minister for Planning 

DPE notifies Applicant, individuals and organisations who made submissions of the decision 

Minister directs Commision to carry out a review?

Minister considers refering the application to the independent Planning 
Assessment Commission for review

Applicant responds to submissions

DPE collates submissions and forwards them to the Applicant

DPE puts the Development Application and Environmental Impact 
Statement on exhibition

Applicant lodges Development Application and Evironmental Impact 
Statement

DPE issues Evironmental Assessment Requirements

Gateway certificate (if required)
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