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From:
Sent: Friday, 16 April 2021 8:06 AM
To: 'info@warrumbungle.nsw.gov.au'
Subject: D/A 11/2021 - New 1000 Head Feedlot

Attention : The General Manager

Submission From :

No reportable Political donations or gifts.

I wish to object to the development on the following grounds:

After reviewing the D/A, the Figure 4, 5.7.1.1 (Existing Environment) which illustrates mapped water ways, has

neglected to include a major waterway within the development. It is located to the South West of the main
infrastructure of the development. This waterway runs through the development area and flows directly into the
Coolahburragundy River. The unmarked waterway also passes within close proximity (less than 100m) to the
Effluent Utilization Area, crosses the site boundary and into the neighbouring property "Meringa".

No consultation has been made with the owner with regard to the impact of the effluent entering this waterway.
Effluent Irrigation tail water is free to flow directly into the waterway, with the topography of this site promoting
this effect. The slope of the Effluent Utilization Area and the structure of the drainage lines, which exist within this
area and the development site clearly show that this will occur. Surface water runoff into this waterway shall have
increased nutrients, pathogens and sediment, posing a major risk to the water quality and groundwater, via water
pollution.

This shows a bio-security risk due to the proximity of the Agricultural business on neighbouring land. Effluent

entering the watercourse poses a high risk to stock animals, flora and fauna. A risk almost certain to occur and the
consequences shall be major, with serious and long term impacts.
As noted in the D/A this project is located in a "groundwater vulnerability" area. No buffer between the watercourse
and the Effluent Utilization Area is shown in the Application, or even within the neighbouring boundary.

At no stage, have I been consulted by Minnamurra Pastoral Company, with regard to this proposed development.
Minnamurra Pastoral Company have a duty of care to ensure that the environment is protected I do not believe
that the risks associated with the management of the effluent flowing into the water way will be appropriately
managed, therefore there is a need to modify/redesign or consider other sites.

#Please note that a short letter confirming the above email will follow. A map will also be attached to illustrate the
water way which has not been included on the D/A
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16th April 2021 

General Manager 
Warrumbungle Shire Council 
P.O. Box 191 
Coonabarabran NSW  
 

DA Submission of concerns re WSC DA 11/2021 Feedlot 
 

1. Truck movements/Traffic  

The DA cites 18 semi-truck movements. This we believe is an under estimation of movements as it 

only cites grain movements. Not every year will the Mt Mill aggregation be able to supply the 

amount of hay/silage required for the feed lot, therefore there will be hay trucks movements from 

their other holdings Mia Mia and Ardgour to supplement. In drought years most of the hay will most 

likely to be sourced outside of the Mt Mill aggregation.  

It is also more likely B-double trucks would be utilised than semi-trailers especially for grain and hay 

sourced outside of Minnamurra holdings as it is more cost effective. We believe the Oct-Dec time 

period would only be for the silo refill at Mt Mill aggregation, we believe there would be other 

movements throughout the year to replenish Mt Mill aggregations storage from Mia Mia and 

Ardgour on farm storages or further afield in prolonged droughts. 

Internal movements of fodder across the Mt Mill aggregation may need to travel via Gundare Road, 

Cooks Road then Coolah Creek Road to feedlot at Mount mill in wet weather/season periods as road 

across Mt Mill to The Bowery (northern property in aggregation) is currently not all weather. This 

also can potentially increase the number of truck movements. 

The DA cites approximately 60 livestock truck movements per year, approx. one per week exiting the 

feedlot. We believe this is also an under estimation of truck movements. In a perfect world stock 

arriving and leaving feedlot would be the one truck movement but highly unlikely to happen in the 

real world. Did not notice incoming livestock truck movements listed in DA. The Mt Mill aggregation 

will not supply all stock going into feedlot, livestock will have to either come from the corporations’ 

other holdings (Mia Mia and Ardgour) or sourced elsewhere. 

2. Noise  

We believe the homestead at Hidden Valley (R1) will be the most affected from increase in noise 

from the feedlot activity. The feedlot will generate an increase in mechanical noises - truck 

movements, augers, motors, a mass increase in daily farm vehicle movements and often in feedlots 

very early in the morning. This increase in noise may have an impact on the Hidden Valley 

landowners and their relatively new farm stay business.  

3. Odour 

Hidden Valley and Mount Oeba are the two adjoining properties most likely to be impacted by any 

unpleasant odours that may result from the feedlot. Potentially Gynawah, WIlania, Mt Norris, 

Yattendon, Gundare. This may reduce their enjoyment of their own homes and environs and 

potentially the Hidden Valley farm stay. The DA only indicates 3 receptors and greater than NSW 

guidelines but this does not reduce impact if the feedlot odour descends, especially as Coolah Valley 

does regularly have strong winds. 
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We realise the odour management requirements are greater today but when the feedlot last 

operated in the 1970-80’s the children on the school bus held their breath passing the feedlot zone 

and majority of properties adjoining occasional had the feedlot odour depending on wind direction 

and speed. 

4. Effluent & irrigation 

The DA is minimal in information and the plans hard to see due to A4 size on public display. The .6Ml 

terrace and .3ML sedimentation basin ponds then the 2.4Ml sediment basin seem to be the bare 

minimum to be required. The DA states a pond storage capacity 90th percentile spill and once every 

10 years – any potential spill is a disaster so near to a river that has many other users below this 

point. 

It is alarming that the rainfall cited in proposal is 1 in 20 year as the design foundation for the feedlot 

for the effluent capture, storage and management. The Coolah Valley along Coolah Creek road to 

the intersection with Vinegroy road has had one major rainfall deluge event in 2007 (June) and in 

2019 and two in 2020 which resulted in a huge amount of runoff of water, soil, vegetation and muck 

from the mountain slopes along the valley. Water gushed out of the gully between the Mt Mill 

homestead and cottage. This gully is on the eastern side of the feedlot. We have no doubt if the 

feedlot had been fully operational at this time there would have been a major environmental issue 

as this water ends in the Coolaburragundy River. There have been smaller deluge events also. 

The areas rainfall is no longer the regular approx. 50mm per month with a slight dominance in 

summer, in this current century rainfall events have been fewer, heavier and shorter. Timor Dam 

inflow and rain data I believe supports this. 

As we all know seasons can be wet, average or dry. In a wet season we have doubts around the .4Ha 

irrigation being able to handle the effluent effectively (2016 winter was extremely wet, council 

should look if Coolah sewer effluent irrigation was able to cope). 

The feedlot is under the capacity that requires EPA monitoring, how will downstream users of the 

Coolaburragundy River be notified if there is spillage from effluent ponds? 

5. Solid waste 

The stock pile site information is minimal – Is site bunted to prevent waste running off in a rainfall 

deluge? Is there an issue with rainfall percolating through the solid waste pile and into the ground 

water below or run out into the gully nearby? More information is required to decide if this stock 

pile area for bio solids is suitable. We applaud the use of bio solids onto to soil for crops to utilise but 

care must be taken that solids not spread too close to waterways (cultivation is within metres of 

some). 

6. Flora and Fauna 

There is minimal impact, removal of 3 trees in cattle pen area stated in DA. No statement regarding 

trees in 2.8Ha irrigation area can only assume they are remaining. Feedlots have the habit of 

attracting masses of unwanted birds due to feed rations. There was no mention of any plan to deal 

with duck, cockatoos, galahs etc if they become an issue.  

7. Soils Ref: 5.8 
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“existing ponds located onsite provide evidence that the soil landscape is well suited to support the 

network of ponds involved in the feedlot. Any additional excavations involved with the proposed 

development would be minor and focused around construction of the feedlot” 

Clarity is needed here. Is this referring to the existing ponds on the slope west of the homestead, 

below the proposed feedlot, on the hillside adjacent to Coolah Creek Road and the River is on the 

other side of the road or are these ponds already constructed for this feedlot DA prior to approval? 

If it is the former, they were inadequate in rain events in the 1970’s-80’s. Can only assume it is the 

new ponds. 

Conclusion 

We are not opposed to the feedlot but have concerns around noise, odour and effluent impacts and 

WSC should be seeking more information from proponent and seeking expert advice from 

appropriate agencies to ensure these impacts are minimised and risks to the environment mitigated. 

Any complaints received from affected neighbours, once feedlot is in full production, should be 

addressed and remedied.  

1. Believe the proponent has supplied the bare minimum information in seeking approval.  

2. Not being able to remove DA application from council office or take a copy makes it more 

difficult to seek professional advice around information in DA for any objector or others 

raising concerns. 

3. WSC need to ensure effluent infrastructure at feedlot will handle large rain events which 

are becoming more frequent and damaging. 

4.  Many who lived along Coolah Creek Road have memories of unpleasant smells and effluent 

slurry running across road to the river in large deluge rain events. Even though this feedlot 

is using different sediment terrace, basin and pond along with irrigation locals do not want 

a repeat or those who are downstream users. This area as stated above has had 3 large 

deluge rain events in recent years. 

5. WSC need to ensure design is suitable utilising other Govt agencies with specialist 

knowledge to ensure no environmental impacts may result (in particular effluent) as feedlot 

is under the capacity for ongoing monitoring and surveillance by Govt. authorities. 

6. It is known locally that construction started prior to applying for a DA so this makes it 

harder for any objections or concerns raised for this DA proposal to be addressed in the 

design. This should not inhibit any govt requirement from being enforced if required.  

Regards 
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