EHP and the Galilee Basin

AgForce Field Day — Alpha 2013

Christopher Loveday — Manager, Mining Department of Environment and Heritage Protection
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Overview

1. Galilee Basin Mining

2. EHPs role in relation to mining approvals in the
Galilee Basin

3. The EIS assessment process
. What is an Environmental Authority (EA)

5. Groundwater conditions of an EA vs conditions
of a Water Licence

N

Great state. Great opportunity.
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Coal Resources
>6000 Mt Thermal Coal reserves

Multiple Mining Projects

Alpha Coal Project
Kevins Corner Project
Carmichael Coal Project
China Stone Project

Galilee Basin Coal Project
(China First)

» South Galilee Project
 Alpha North Project

Great state. Great opportunity.
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2. EHPs role in the Galilee Basin

« Assessment of proponents EIS documents and associated
EA application documents

« Condition negotiation and development based on site specific
ISsues

* Receipt and assessment of monitoring information from EA
holders

 Ongoing compliance activities associated with mining
operations and progressive rehabilitation of site

 Lead agency dealing with complaints associated with mining
activities

Great state. Great opportunity.
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3. The EIS assessment process

Environmental impact assessment is intended to:

e ensure that proponents assume primary responsibility for
protection of any environmental values that may be affected
by their proposals;

e address environmental management for the expected life of
proposals;

e contribute to statutory decisions on whether a proposal
should proceed, and if so, decide what environmental
management and monitoring conditions should apply; and

« where legislation allows, incorporate community and
stakeholder views in assessment and decision-making
processes.

Great state. Great opportunity.
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3.1. The EIS Process — Coordinated Project

Proponent refers
Proposal to
Australian
Government

Draft Terms of

Pre-lodgement Application for Project declared Reference for EIS .
Meeting . declaration 'Coordinated' released for comment L

(30 b.d)

-

EIS released for

Coordinator-Generals ‘ infgfr?]ﬂ;?negg?irlg (if EIS and other comment . EIS prepared by
report on EIS information evaluated (30b.d) proponent

required)
Pubfic opportunity to comment

. Sustainable Planning Act 2009
= Vegetation Management

-~ . SCL
Strategic Cropping inal EA d
Land (SCL) protection AL BT . Approvals Required —)| Stock routs Managament |
o Public have of unity to comme:
dECISIOn on EAaﬁErC;)PPD?';ina‘z;r-GEneml';t (|f applicable}

(If applicable) = _"‘ Water |

Mining Lease |

* Compensation
*  Native title

Australian
Government approval
(If required)

Great state. Great opportunity. i
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3.2. EIS Process — Environmental Protection Act
1994

Environmental Impact Statement Process under the Environmental Protection Act 1994 EHP
Pre-lodgement and the Independent Expert Scientific Committee - -
discussion with P P Agencies/Public
EHP desirable SEWPaC
IESC

3

Project description Prepare EIS in Lodge and publish
(IAS) & draft Terms accol:dance with EIS Respond to
of Reference (TOR) TOR (2 years max) mmmgl submissions on EIS
Prepare & publish Review draft TOR Prepare and publish Review t
draft TOR Notice (Public review: 30 bd) final '|'(;|p|:|.l (Public review: normally Review
min 30 bd, but will be
exended o areemn g
where project is referred
to IESC by the State) ‘
Bilateral Agreement Public and Agency Asse ssue Elge rp —
between Qid and comments Public and Agency RECE A 2
Commonwealth submissions
(EPBC Act)
SEWPaC: SEWPaC comments SEWPaC
Controlled Action & submissions SEWPaC:
EIS required Approval decision
(EPBC Act) (EPBC Act)
Independent * process IESC comments IESC
(where referred by the Submission
EPBC Referral to State) A 4
SEWPaC
(EPBC Act) Envi:onmental
TOR process: 100 bd EIS process: 170 bd Authority
Government statutory time: 50 bd maximum Government statutory time: 100 bd maximum
Public submission period: 30 bd minimum Public submission period: 30 bd minimum
Proponent: 40 bd minimum (no statutory maximum time)

Proponent: 20 bd minimum (no statutory maximum time)

Great state. Great opportunity.
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4. What i1s an Environmental Authority

Permit’

Environmental Protection Act 1994
Environmental Authority (Mining Lease) Non Code Compliant Level 1 Mining Project
Permit! Number: MIN101016810 — Kevin's Corner Coal Mine

Tl perntis emuecl Ly e scirisiong autfaly & utfcrivs the aciiy spedfied iy e perit i acocrdance Wil the
permit made pursuant to Saction 208 of the Environmental Protaction Act

1994,
Takes effect:  Date of Grant of Tenure

Details

Ess ]
[Frincipal Hancock Galles Py Lid PO Box 968
[Brisbane QLD 4001

Elrqu Laase 70425

T Ao
ing, ather than by draciging, In a year, the fallowing quarty of

" more than 1000000
WZ Emm

ing ar ering
ing out e mmm acmq for praducing, In a year, e folivwing
uantity af metal procu
O v i 0300t
[Schadule 2, Environments

=) Cmﬂmg‘ Tinang, milng arnn«mmg
riEhing, ging, mili or acuering Mare han SI00tal mesera n

Thg
lmru, ampmng, enamaling or geivanising, Lsing, In & yeer,
af suriace coaling matensls:

[BE{=){2)0) Suriace Cosing
oatng,peining nrpn\«ler.lnmg‘ using, In a yaar, the olowing
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" Parmit includes licences, approvals, pwmlm , sanctions or as requirad by

legislation by the D and Heritage Protaction

Department of Envirenment and Herktage Protection

Ewmehaaitooysy  ASN daser e Queensland
Govermmment
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5. Conditions of an EA vs Water Licence

 EA issued under Environmental Protection Act 1994

WL issued under Water Act 2000

 EA conditions all aspects of the mining operation (including
any potential impacts on groundwater) based on impacts to
environment values

WL conditions impacts to the water resource (including

groundwater) based on take and/or interference. Including
Impacts on existing water supplies

« Government works together to issue complimentary
approvals, not contradictory approvals.

Great state. Great opportunity.
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Moving Forward - Model Conditions

Department of Environment and Heritage Protection

Guideline

Mining

Model mining conditions
The purpose of this guideline is to provide a set of model condions to fol ! e protection
given for mining activities, and environmental aulhority condiions for resource activities - mining activities imposed by the
administering authority under the Emdronmental Protection Act 1984

Introduction

The Environmental Protection Act 1994 (EP Act) provides for the granting of environmental autharities for
resource activities - mining activifies.

In giving approval under the EP Act. the administering autharity must address the regulatory requirements set
out in the Enviranmental Pratection Regulation 2008 and the standard criteria contained in the EP Act. The
administering authority will give considerabion to these regulatary in the context of specific
information about the environmental impacts of a parficular project provided through an envirsnmental impact
statement or application documents.

The following model condiions may be used as a basis for i i i i in
the application documents. They may also be used to expedite the process of developing appropriate conditions
for an environmental authority for a mining project in consultation with the administering authority.

The madel conditions can be modified o suit the specific circumstances of a mining project subject to the
assessment criteria ouflined above. In such circumstances, variants of these conditions and’or different
conditions may be applied at the discretion of the administering authority delegate and in consultation with the
applicant. It is uniikely the administering authority will accept less rigorous enviranmentsl protection

or autharity condiions without clear evidence that the risk of the parficular type of
environmental harm addressed by those model condifions is otherwise addressed fo at least the same extent
by:

a)  the specific en practioes fo be i

b}  technologies to be used; or
€}  the nature of the environmental values impacted by the project.

To mest the test of necessary or desirable’ itis considered that a condition will meet this test if a demonstrable
link exists to achieving the object of the EP Act. It is consi that fions relating to monil and
reporting under the issued autharity allow the administering authority to assess the aceuracy of information and
assumptions made in the application and allow the detection of any trend toward environmental harm resulfing
from the activity.

Fage 10f 70 » 130626 « EM344 « Viersion 4.

Great state. Great epportunity,

Great state. Great opportunity.
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