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Executive Summary

Insite Heritage Pty Ltd were commissioned by Idemitsu Boggabri Coal to prepare an
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment for a 75W Modification application to modify
various components of the Boggabri Coal Project Approval (PA 09_0182) (the
Modification). The Modification application seeks approval for the following:

° Adjustment of the project boundary to include existing and proposed
infrastructure;

° Additional activities within the current project boundary.

The details of each element of the Modification are detailed in Table 1. The
components of the Modification have been assessed with representatives of the
Boggabri Coal Registered Aboriginal Parties (RAPs) associated with the Boggabri
Expansion Project (BCEP). Field inspections were undertaken for components of the
Modification that entail ground disturbance. Existing infrastructure was not
inspected.

The recommendations of this report have been developed in conjunction with RAPs
as per discussions in the field, and at two meetings. Information regarding the
Modification report have been made available to all RAPs and discussed with RAPs
at meetings on the 16" October and the 18" November, 2014. An additional meeting
was held with Gomeroi Traditional Custodians, several members of which are RAPS,
on the 17" November 2014. On the 19" November, 2014 a letter was sent to those
RAPs who had not attended a meeting or made comment on the previous
information requesting a response by the 28" November, 2014 and offering any
further information required.

The assessment finds that the management of the two sites (BC52 & BC37) located
within the modified project boundary, along with the area of potential unstratified
archaeological subsurface deposit which is likely to be a continuation of BC42, can
be carried out in accordance with the current CHMP methodology.

The review of the salvage methodology within the CHMP has been raised in writing
and at three community forums, and is considered to be working effectively as no
potential modifications have been raised by the RAPs. Where the revised project
boundary incorporates additional land, the additional area would be managed by
incorporation into the CHMP boundary and the application of the policies and
procedures prescribed in the CHMP to any areas of proposed disturbance. The
methodology of the CHMP would include inspection, avoid disturbance where
possible, and where not possible — collection, sub-surface assessment and grader
scrapes where appropriate (never to extend beyond boundaries of proposed
disturbance). Sites to remain in-situ will be fenced to protect them from inadvertent
impact in the course of construction activities. Discovery of unknown sites, or
possible human remains would be subject to Section 4.3 and 4.4 of the CHMP.

Insite Heritage Pty Ltd 6
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1 Introduction

1.1 Location & Objectives

Insite Heritage Pty Ltd was commissioned by Idemitsu Boggabri Coal to conduct an
indigenous archaeological and cultural heritage assessment to accompany a
submission for a 75W Modification (4) to the approved Boggabri Coal Project. The
Modification is required to allow for adjustments to the project boundary to include
existing infrastructure, now managed by Boggabri Coal and proposed additional
infrastructure necessary for the ongoing operation of the project.

A number of the elements of the Modification are approved under PA 09 0182;
however the actual footprint of the infrastructure components have changed from the
conceptual layouts presented in the BCEP Environmental Assessment (Hansen
Bailey 2010). The Project Boundary is located within the boundaries of the Narrabri
Shire Council Local Government Area.

The aims of the investigation were to assess whether the proposed boundary
modification will include additional Aboriginal sites that will require mitigation /
management. It is proposed that sites within the revised boundary be managed in
accordance with the BCEP Cultural Heritage Management Plan (CHMP). Mitigation
measures were then developed for any identified sites or areas of potential
subsurface archaeological deposits (PAD).

1.2 Aboriginal Community Consultation

Idemitsu Boggabri Coal maintains a Register of Aboriginal Parties (RAPS)
established during the course of the BCEP assessment process and a subsequent
2011 Modification to the Boggabri Coal DA36/88. The RAPs are consulted regarding
the progress of the BCEP and Boggabri Coal activities, by means of the Aboriginal
Stakeholder Consultation Forums held quarterly. The forum invitations are sent to
the 31 RAPs on the project, it is also common for other community members to
attend. In addition meetings are regularly held with the Gomeroi Traditional
Custodians, whom are updated with all aspects of the project.

The locations of most of the Modification elements have been assessed by
inspection or discussed in the field, by RAPs drawn from a roster. The following
consultation has occurred to date:

1. A meeting invitation that included a list of the elements of the 75W application
was sent to all the Boggabri Coal RAPs on the 10" October, 2014.

2. The meeting was held on the 16" October, 2014.

3. Additional information, a request for information regarding cultural values, and
the methodology for the management of those values, in addition to the
meeting minutes, were sent to all the RAPs for comment on the 23" October,
2014. An invitation to the ASCF on the 18" November, 2014 was included.

4. A meeting was held with the Gomeroi Traditional Custodians on the 17"
November 2014. Three of the Elders of this group are also RAPs.

5. An ASCF was held in Gunnedah on the 18" November, 2014.

Insite Heritage Pty Ltd 7
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6. On the 19" November, 2014 a letter was sent to those RAPs who had not
attended a meeting or made comment on the previous information requesting
a response by the 28" November, 2014 and offering any further information
required.

For further details on Community Consultation refer to Appendices C - F.

1.3 Relevant Legislation

The National Parks & Wildlife Act 1974 (NPW Act)

The NPW Act (section 90) provides statutory protection for all material evidence of
Aboriginal occupation of NSW. Aboriginal places which are areas of cultural
significance to the Aboriginal community, are also protected by the NPW Act 1974
(section 84) that states:

° The Minister may declare lands to be ‘protected archaeological areas’ to
preserve Aboriginal places and objects; and

° It is an offence to disturb or destroy an Aboriginal object or declared Aboriginal
place without first obtaining written consent from the Director of National Parks
and Wildlife Service NSW.

Part 6 of the NPW Act provides specific protection for Aboriginal objects and
declared Aboriginal places by establishing offences of harm. Harm is defined to
mean destroying, defacing, damaging or moving an object from the land. The NPW
Act establishes a number of offences and penalties that apply to harm to an
Aboriginal object. There are a number of defences and exemptions to the offence of
harming an Aboriginal object or place, one of them being that under Section 75U of
the EP&A Act, which provides that an AHIP is not required for projects approved
under Part 3A of the EP&A Act.

The Environmental Planning & Assessment Act 1979 (EP&A Act)
The BCEP was approved under Part 3A of the EP&A Act in 2012.
The Part 3A section of the Act provided for the assessment of State Significant

Projects and subsequent variations to those approvals are assessed by the
Department of Planning and Infrastructure (DoPl) under 75W Modifications.

Insite Heritage Pty Ltd 8
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2 Proposed Activities

Activities that entail ground disturbance (the expansion of the sediment dams and the
rejects haul road) have been subject to due diligence assessments as per Section
5.1.2.1 Due Diligence Inspection in the CHMP. Inspection was carried out by Angela
Besant (archaeologist) and representatives of the BCEP RAPs. No sites have been
impacted under this process. One new site was located in the process, which will not
be impacted. The due diligence reports associated with items relevant to the
Modification can be seen in Appendix D.

The Modification requires the adjustment of the project boundary to include
numerous essential infrastructure items. The majority of items are located within the
existing project boundary (items 4 to 11) are located in areas that have been cleared
of archaeological sites, in accordance with the CHMP.

Other proposed infrastructure (item 11), are located within the project boundary and
do not require ground disturbance. Items 4, 5 and 6 will involve ground disturbance
within the area covered by the CHMP. The ROM Haul Road will impact on BC37 a
tree with a historic modification. This tree is listed in the CHMP (Table 2, p 25 &
Table D4, p104) as a tree that will be retained.

The expansion of sediment dam 12 will impact on an Aboriginal modified tree BC 52.
BC 52 is noted as a tree that may require relocation in Table 3 (p26) of the CHMP. It
is also listed as a site for relocation in Table D4 (p104) in the CHMP. The salvage
process outlined in the CHMP would be applied. There is subsurface potential for
un-stratified sub-surface material in these areas that will be managed in accordance
with the CHMP methodology.

Elements of the Modification (item 1, 2 & 3) are pre-existing infrastructure that has
come under Boggabri Coal management in recent times and no ground disturbance
is involved in their management.

Refer to Figure 1 and Table 1 (overleaf) to identify the elements of the Modification
and their locations.

Insite Heritage Pty Ltd 9
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2.1 Site Inspection Details

Proposed activities within the project boundary are located in areas that have been
cleared of Aboriginal sites, or will be subject to the site management methodology as
per the CHMP.

Site inspections were performed where activities are located outside areas cleared of
cultural heritage sites under the CHMP, although these areas would have been
subject to survey as part of the 2005 or 2009 assessment process. These
assessments have been included in Appendix B.

Figures 2 and 3 above show the proposed Modification project boundary along with
any sites recently identified or existing, which are in proximity to the proposed works.
The site impact status of each of the sites is also shown.

2.1.1 Iltem1

BCT
This location comprises existing infrastructure and no ground disturbance is required.
No inspection was considered necessary.

2.1.2 ltem 2

11kV Daisymede Bore and Access Track
This item is existing infrastructure. The bore and access track have been historically
used for agricultural purposes.

2.1.3 Item 3
11 kV and 132 kV Power Line Service Tracks and Pads

These locations were inspected as part of the due diligence process in 2013. No
sites were located. Works were signed off under the due diligence process in
accordance with Section 5.1.2.1 of the CHMP. The infrastructure is now existing.

Underground Power Line East of Bifurcation
This location was inspected as part of the 11Kv power line due diligence process in
accordance with Section 5.1.2.1 of the CHMP.

Inclusion of Borrow pits.

The southern side of the borrow pits have been inspected numerous times during
2013 salvage works — no sites located.

2.1.4 Iltem 4

Rom and Rejects Road and drainage

This area is located within the CHMP and has been subject to a recent pre clearing

inspection with a RCLALC RAP.
Insite Heritage Pty Ltd 15
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No artefacts were located. The site BC 37 (historic modified tree) will be impacted by
this activity. This site is listed in the CHMP as being retained, and managed in
accordance with the CHMP if necessary (Table 2, p25 & Table D4, pl04). A
Statement of Heritage Impact for BC 37 can be seen in Section 3 below.

The development of the road will be managed in accordance with the CHMP.

2.15 Iltems 5&6

Sediment Dam 3 and Sediment Dam 12

These areas were inspected under due diligence with RCLALC (refer to Appendix B).
A new site (NV80) was located north of sediment dam 12 (Plate 1). A total of 8
artefacts in three loci points were found around the head of an eroding gully
(Appendix B). This site will not be impacted by the expansion of the sediment dam
and will be managed as per the CHMP.

The expansion of sediment dam 12 will impact on an area that is likely to have
subsurface material being an extension of BC 42. The excavation of BC42 resulted
in 52 artefacts retrieved from the current footprint of sediment dam 12. In addition
the site BC 52 — an Aboriginal modified tree would also require removal and storage
as per the CHMP (Section 5.3.3). The site is included in the CHMP as a site that may
require salvage if impact cannot be avoided (Table 3 p26).

Figure 4 shows the area of potential sub-surface artefacts in un-stratified deposits (in
blue) that would be managed in accordance with the CHMP.

Plate 1 Location of NV 80
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2.1.6 Iltems7to9

These items are all located within areas that have been archaeologically cleared in
accordance with the CHMP.

2.1.7 Item 10

Project Boundary

The fencing of the project boundary will be managed in accordance with the CHMP.

2.1.8 Item 11

Additional fuel storage

The use of additional portable fuel storage will not have any archaeological
implications.
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3 Statement of Heritage Impact

The Madification will impact on one historic modified tree which is noted in the CHMP
as a site that will be retained. The tree BC 37 (20-4-0130) is a survey marker for Lot
30, Parish of Leard, County Nandewar.

There are two scars on the tree (front and back) one of which has the arrow and ‘30’
on it (Plate 2) indicating the tree marks the alignment of the Lot 30 boundary. Lot 30
was created between 1882 and 1893 (based on parish maps) therefore the survey
marker dates to this period (Figures 5 — 7).

The survey mark on the tree will be salvaged and curated by Boggabri Coal, and
relocated on site at the property “Nagero”. The salvage will involve an archival
recording and photographic record in-situ prior to salvage. The process for the
removal of survey points, in accordance with the Surveyor Generals Direction 11 will
be followed.

The survey mark is considered an item of works, and as it is of low local significance,
as the item is not considered rare in a regional context. The Part 3A approval ‘turns
off’ any requirement for Heritage Office approval, and the salvage would be carried
out in accordance with the CHMP.

Should any potential elements of European heritage be encountered in the process
of the construction works proposed for the Modification, work will cease in that area
and the site will be referred to an archaeologist for assessment as per the
procedures of the approved CHMP.
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Flgure 6 1893 Parlsh Map — creatlon of Lot 30
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4 Scientific Values & Significance Assessment

4.1 Significance Criteria

The basic processes of assessing significance for items of heritage are outlined by
The Australian ICOMOS Charter for the Conservation of Places of Cultural
Significance: the Burra Charter (amended 1999) and its associated Guidelines. Sites
may be significant according to several criteria, including scientific or archaeological
significance, significance to Aboriginal people, aesthetic value, the degree to which a
site is representative of archaeological and/or cultural type, and value as an
educational resource. In New South Wales the nature of significance relates to
historic, aesthetic, social, scientific, cultural or educational criteria and sites are also
assessed on the degree to which they exhibit rare or representative characteristics of
their type, or whether they exhibit historic or cultural connections.

Scientific Significance
In order to determine scientific significance it is necessary to first place sites within a
local and regional context. This process enables the assessment of any individual
site in terms of merit against other sites of similar nature within similar contexts.

Public Significance
The sites are assessed in terms of their educational value, to enhance community
knowledge and appreciation of cultural heritage.

Cultural Significance
Generally, all sites are of significance to the Aboriginal people. Cultural significance
can only be determined by Aboriginal people. The registered Aboriginal parties for
the project will be determining the cultural significance of the identified sites.

Representative Significance
Site significance is rated low, medium and high. The significance of individual sites is
determined by factors such as representativeness, rarity, and the sites potential to
add scientific data to what is known about past human occupation of the Australian
continent. Conservation outcomes are determined by comparison of a site’s qualities
with known sites in the region that have been protected.

4.2 Scientific Significance Assessment & Management
Recommendations

4.2.1 Scientific Significance Assessment

The sites located outside the current project boundary are located in disturbed
contexts, resulting from farm tracks and years of ploughing and grazing. In all cases
the proposed development is confined to previously disturbed areas such as
drainage channels, access roads or heavily disturbed paddocks.

The sites located within the proposed Modification project boundary are considered
of low scientific significance and the information which they provide for the
archaeological context of the area is unlikely to be enhanced by subsurface deposits.
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4.2.2 Cultural Significance
The cultural significance of the sites should be advised by the Registered Aboriginal
Parties and community members.

Information regarding the 75W application has been provided to all RAPS for
comment. A meeting was held on the 16™ October 2014 to discuss the application.
Additional information, a request for information regarding cultural values and
meeting minutes were then sent to all RAPS for comment (23" October 2014).

A meeting was held with the Gomeroi Traditional Custodians on the 17" November,
2014. A request was made for a site visit to the general area to help members
understand the location. The site inspection was carried out on the 28" November,
2014. GTC undertook to provide feedback on the 1% of December, 2014 however no
feedback has been received to date. Any feedback will be forwarded to the
Department on receipt.

A concern was expressed regarding the potential for the proposed works to impact
on Megafauna remains, by the GTC at the meeting on the 17" November, 2014.
Insite Heritage prepared a response to the potential for impact and provided copies
to the GTC group attending the site tour on the 28" November, 2014. The content of
the information provided is included in section 5.1 below.

An ASCF was held on the 18" November, 2014 to which all RAPs were invited. The
RAPs that attended the meeting did not raise any other cultural values (other than
site inspection findings).

The final date for the submission of comments was the 28" November, 2014. No
responses have been received to date (2" December, 2014). All comments received
will be forwarded to the Department of Planning and Infrastructure.

4.3 Historic Heritage — Significance Assessment
BC37 is a historic survey marked tree that shows the Boundary of Lot 30. The site
type is relatively common in the local area and as is of the following significance:

e Scientific significance — the survey mark is a good example of traditional
survey practice. It is considered to be of local scientific significance.

o Public Significance — as a clear example of the traditional survey method,
the survey mark should be recorded in-situ prior to salvage. It is considered to
be of local public significance.

e Cultural Significance — the survey mark is relevant to the development of
the contemporary cultural landscape of the area and the process of local
development. It is considered to be of local cultural significance.

e Representative Significance — the survey marker is a representative
example of its type. It is considered to be of local representative significance.

Overall the survey marker is of local significance.
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5 Discussion

During the community consultation process a concern was expressed regarding the
potential for the proposed works to impact on Megafauna remains. This concern has
been addressed in the discussion below.

5.1 Megafauna

The term Megafauna generally refers to a group of animals which evolved following
the extinction of the dinosaurs. This group of animals consisted of mammals, birds,
and reptiles with a body mass of over 40 kilograms. Megafauna were most populous
and widespread during the Quaternary Period (2.5 million years ago — Present)
(Museum Victoria).

As with much of the present day native flora and fauna found within Australia, the
Megafauna which existed in Australia was unique. Examples of the types of
Megafauna endemic to Australia include the Genyornis (large flightless bird); the
Procoptodon (giant, short-faced kangaroo); the Diprotodon (giant marsupial which
resembled a wombat); and the Pallimnarchus (giant freshwater crocodile) (Museum
Victoria; Queensland Museum).

While the Megafauna listed above are now extinct, examples of Megafauna such as
the Red Kangaroo, Saltwater Crocodile, and the Emu are still present within
Australian ecosystems (Museum Victoria; Queensland Museum).

Megafauna numbers began to decline shortly before the Last Glacial Maximum
(LGM) (26,500- 12,000 years BP) (Mulvaney & Kamminga, 1999: 124). The largest of
the Megafauna were the first to disappear, in an extinction event which has been
described as “a mosaic of individual events in different parts of the continent over
may thousands of years, continuing until recent prehistoric times” (Mulvaney &
Kamminga, 1999: 122). The extinction of Australian Megafauna most likely began
within the semi-arid zones, and continued through to the well watered regions of
Australia during the mid LGM (Mulvaney & Kamminga, 1999: 124).

Climate change and human exploitation are two major theories argued to have
resulted in the extinction of Australian Megafauna. It is unlikely that either theory was
the sole cause for the extinction of large species of Megafauna.

To date there is little evidence supporting the theory of human induced extinction.
Very few sites which contain both archaeological deposits and Megafauna remains
have been located within Australia.

5.1.1 Megafauna Sites Found Within the Region

Two sites containing evidence of archaeological deposits and Megafauna remains
have been found within North Western NSW. The sites known as Lime Springs and
Trinkey are located on the Liverpool Plains, approximately 50 kilometres to the south
west of Gunnedah, NSW. The Site of Cuddie Springs is located approximately 110
kilometres to the south east of Brewarrina, NSW.
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5.1.2 Lime Springs and Trinkey (Tambar Springs)

The Lime Springs and Trinkey archaeological sites are both located within spring fed
swamps marked by shallow depressions in the landscape. The excavations
conducted, identified undisturbed stratified deposits which displayed evidence of
human and Megafauna interaction (Gorecki et al. 1984:117).
The stratigraphy at both sites is almost identical and consists of the following
contexts (Wright, 1987):
1. Grey Silt — is an Aeolian dust, measuring up to 0.8m thick. This layer dates to
6,000 years old.
2. Black Swamp - is an organic-rich black sandy clay dating from 6,000-c.
20,000 years old: measuring up to 1.3m thick.

3. Buff Silt — is an Aeolian dust c. 26,000 years old: measuring up to 0.5m thick.
The evidence regarding the interaction between humans and Megafauna is found
within the ‘Black Swamp’ layer. Megafauna including the Sthenurus, Diprotodon,
Procoptodon, Macropus titan, and Protemnodon have been located during the Lime
Springs excavations (Gorecki et al. 1984: 118).

The Megafauna remains are distributed throughout the ‘Black Swamp’ layer
indicating that in this area at least, Megafauna were still present within the ecosystem
up until c. 6000 BP (Wright, 1987).

5.1.3 Cuddie Springs

The Cuddie Springs Archaeological Site is located within a 2.5 hectare clay pan
which was once a Paleo-lake floor (Dodson, et al. 1993: 94). As with the Lime
Springs and Trinkey excavations, the excavations conducted at Cuddie Springs have
discovered evidence of human and Megafauna interaction.

The stratigraphy of the Cuddie Springs site is as follows (Dodson, et al. 1993: 94-96):

1. Poorly sorted, crudely bedded gravels and bone within a sandy clay matrix.
Up to 0.45m below surface.

2. Thin layer of finely laminated silts. 0.45 — 0.47m below surface.

3. A sequence of sandy clays and slits, mostly grey to greyish brown. These
deposits have a massive structure, and are highly cohesive. 0.5 — 2.75m
below surface.

4. Uniform, well sorted fine sands. <15% silt and clay. 2.75 — 5m below surface.
While bones were found throughout all layers of the stratigraphy, the overlay of
archaeological remains such as stone tools and Megafauna remains first appear at
1.55m below surface and continue through to the surface. Radiocarbon dating
indicates that the human and Megafauna interaction discovered at Cuddie Springs
occurred between 30,000 -19,000 years BP (Dodson, et al. 1993: 96).

5.1.4 Predictive Model

Megafauna remains have been found in a variety of contexts such as sand dunes,
creek terraces, caves, and swamps. Australian Megafauna remains have to this date
been found primarily in Cave Sites (rock shelters) and areas which were historically
once well watered such as the base of springs or Paleo-lakes.

Insite Heritage Pty Ltd 25
Cultural Heritage Assessment _ 75W Mod



Lime Springs and Trinkey are both located within spring fed swamps, approximately
13 kilometres to the south west of Goran Lake. The site is located within a basin like
valley which drains into Lake Goran.

Cuddie Springs is located within a clay pan, on the floor of a Paleo-lake. Aerial
photographs show the remains of a stream which may have fed the lake in ancient
times (Dodson, et al. 1993:124).

The landscape contexts associated with Megafauna finds are not consistent with the
landscape contexts contained within the proposed Modification project boundary.
The type of works proposed by Boggabri Coal Pty Ltd within the proposed
Modification area is also considered to be minimal in nature. In order to locate
Megafauna / Aboriginal occupation sites, we would need to do an open area
excavation in an area that is likely to contain remains (that is paleo lake / spring
areas). The methodology for salvage — which requires test pits in areas that have
archaeological potential would be triggered in any location where Megafauna
remains might be found, as these are the same locations where sub-surface open
camp sites might be located.

5.2 Aboriginal Cultural Heritage

The sites which will be impacted during the proposed works are all located in
disturbed contexts, in heavily farmed areas. In consultation with the projects RAPs it
is considered appropriate to manage the sites in accordance with the CHMP, that is
avoid where possible, fence off where located close to works, or salvage if
necessary. Any salvage works would be carried out as per the salvage methodology
that has been endorsed by most RAPs.

Elements of the 75W application that are located within archaeologically cleared
areas require no further assessment.

Existing infrastructure that will be incorporated into the project boundary require no
further works unless earthworks are proposed.

All proposed elements of the 75W application that are located within the current
project boundary will be managed in accordance with the CHMP. One element, the
expansion of sediment dam 12 will impact on a modified tree (BC 52) that is listed in
the CHMP for avoidance if possible and salvage if not possible.

5.3 European Heritage

The historic survey mark tree is estimated to be circa 1882 to 1893 making it about
114 years in age. As an item of local significance the survey mark is not unique or
rare in the region and many examples are expected to survive in the area.

The survey mark will be salvaged with an archival recording and application of the
Surveyor Generals Direction 11 process. Direction 11 outlines the process for impact
on a survey marker. As the survey mark appears to be a boundary line marker it is
likely that notification will be the only requirement. If the survey mark is a lot corner
marker that is shown on a Deposited Plan, it may require replacement at a later date.
Notification to the Surveyor General will determine the outcome.

Insite Heritage Pty Ltd 26
Cultural Heritage Assessment _ 75W Mod



6 Recommendations

It is recommended that if the modified project boundary and activities are approved,
the CHMP be updated to incorporate the revised project boundary and all sites within
the boundary be managed in accordance with the CHMP management / salvage /
conservation policies and processes.

Table 2 below shows the existing and recently recorded sites located either within the
proposed Modification project boundary or within close proximity to the proposed
Modification project boundary. The table also shows the proposed impacts and
management recommendations for each of the sites.

Table 2 Sites located and 75W Mod impacts and management recommendations

Site Name 75W element | Inside / Outside | Inside / | Content Impact /
existing project | Outside Management
boundary 75W  Mod Recommendations

Boundary
NV 80 Sed dam area | Inside — new site | Outside 8 artefacts No impact — remain
in-situ  Protect as
per CHMP

BC 52 Sed dam 12 Inside Inside Modified Salvage and

Tree curation. As per
modified S 5.3.3 in
the CHMP

BC 37 Rejects Haul | Inside Inside Historic Salvage and

Road survey curation as per S

marked tree

5.3.3 in the CHMP
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Appendix A — AHIMS Search
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Figure 8 AHIMS search — coal loader

& s S AHIMS Web Services (AWS)
NSW | &Heritage Search Result Your Ref Number : Pipeling 4
Client Service ID: 150362
Insite Heritage Pty Ltd Date: 09 October 2014
PoBox 98

WangiWangi New South Wales 2267
Attention: Taryn Gooley

Email taryn@insiteheritage.com.au
Dear 5ir or Madam:

AHIMS Web Service seardh for the following area at Datum :GDA, Fone:56, Eastings : 213263 - 214190,

Northings : 6605065 - 6605522 with a Buffer of 50 m eters, conduded by Taryn Gooley on 09 October 2014.

The context area of your search is shown in the map below. Please note that the map does not acarately
di splay the exad boundaries of the search as defined in the paragraph above. The map is to be used for
general reference purposes only.

A search ofthe Office ofthe Environment and Heritage AHIMS Web Services {Aboriginal Heritage Information
Management System) has shown that:

(HAboriginal sites are recorded in or near the above location.

Aboriginal places have been declared in or near the above locaton. *
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If your search shows Aboriginal sites or places what should you do?

o You mustdo an extensive search if AHIMS has shown that there are Aboriginal sites or places recorded in the
search arca.
o Ilyou are checking AHIMS as apart of your due diligence, refer to the next steps of the Due Diligence Code of
practice.
o Toucan get further information about Aboriginal places by looking at the gazetial notice that declared it
Aboriginal places gazetted after 2001 are available on the NSW Government Gazette
(http:/ fwww. nsw,govan /gazette) website, Gazettal notices published prior to 2001 can he obtained from
Office of Environment and Heritage's Aboriginal Haritage Information Unit upon request
Important information about your AHIMS search

e The information derived from the AHIMS search is only to be used for the purpose for which itwas requested.
It:is not be made available to the public,

& AHIMS records information aboul Aboriginal sites thal have been provided to Office of Environment and
Heritage and Aboriginal places that have been declared hy the Minister;

o Information recorded on AHIMS may vary in ils accuracy and may not be up Lo date Location details are
recorded as grid references and it is important to note that there may be errors or omissions in these
recordings,

o Some parts of New South Wales have not been investigated in detail and there may be fewer records of
Aboriginal sites in those areas, These areas may contain Aboriginal sites which are not recorded on AHIMS.

e Aboriginal objects are protected under the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974 even if they are not recorded

as a site on ALHIMS,
# This search can form part of your due diligence and remains valid for 12 months,

PO BOX 1967 Hurstville NSW 2220 ABN 30 841 387 271
43 Bridge Streel HURSTVILLE NSW 2220 Email; ahims(@environment.nsw.gov. au
Tel; (0219585 6345 (02)9585 6471 Fase (02)9585 6094 Wel: www environment nsw gov.ai
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Appendix B — Due Diligence Inspection
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INSITE HERITAGE

PTY LTD

PO Box 98

Wangi Wangi NsW 2267
admin@insiteheritage. com.au
P/F 0249755818

ABN 70 110 716 080

3" November 2014,
Due Diligence Inspection Rejects Haul Road and Sediment Dam 3 & 12,

Boggabri Coal ldemitsu Australia Pty Ltd propose to build a rejects haul road and associated
dralnage and to enlarge sediment dams 3 & 12 to retain additional water flows. The
proposed works are located within the Boggabri Coal project boundary and the associated
Cultural Heritage Management Plan (CHMP). The 75W Modification application seeks
approval for these activities that are not included in the current approval. |f approved, the
additional activities will impact on two modified trees, (one historic and one Aboriginal)
which are listed in the CHMP for retention if possible, To expand the sediment dams it is not
possible to retain the trees, and it is proposed to salvage the trees in accordance with the
methodology in the CHMP.

As the proposed works are not included in those activities defined as a low impact activity
for which there is a defence in the NPW Regulation (OEH 2010), a due diligence field survey
was conducted of the entire route of the haul road and the area of sedimant dam expansion.

The due diligence assessment was conducted on Thursday the 25" September, 2014 and
included a site inspection by Insite Heritage Pty Ltd (archaeologist, Angela Besant) and
Abariginal stakeholder representative (Tracey Wortley — Representing Red Chief LALC). Min
Min was invited to join the survey but did not attend on the day.

Generic Due Diligence Assessment — Based on Office af Environment & Heritage (OEH) Due
Diligence Code af Practice for the Protection of Aboriginal Objects in New South Wales
(2010).

Step 1. Will the activity disturb the ground surface or any culturally madified trees?

The expansion of the sediment dams will impact two modified trees, an Abariginal maodified
tree and a historic survey tree.

The construction of the rejects haul road will require ground disturbance.

Step 2 a) Are there any relevant confirmed site records or other associated landscape
features an AHIMS
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The CHMP identifies the two known sites that will be impacted. 20-4-0130 BC 37 a historic
maodified tree and

Existing BCPL Project Boundary @ AHIVS Site - Salvaged  EAHIMS Site - Nol To Be Impacled
Propased 75W Modification Praject Boundary @ Recently Recorded Site - Not To Be Impacted @
. Area of Potential Subsurface Artefacts in Un-Stratified Deposit @) AHIMS Site - To Be Impacted N

Figure 1 BC 52 and 37. BC 35 previously salvaged.

The BC 52 is listed in Table 3 of the CHMP as a site that will be avoided if possible and if not
possible the tree will be salvaged in accordance with Section 5.3.3, the methodology for
modified tree salvage.

BC 37 the survey marked tree is listed in Table 2 as a site to be retained in-situ. The survey
tree is of low local significance and the removal of the tree will be managed in accordance
with the requirements of the Surveyor General NSW,

Step 2 b) Are there any landscape features that are likely to indicate presence of Aboriginal
objects.

Numerous sites have been recorded in the Leard Forest, There is a creek line feeding into
sediment dam 3. There are no particular landscape features that would indicate sites
occurring within the footprint of the rejects haul road.

Step 3. Can harm to Aboriginal object listed on AHIMS or identified by other sources of
information and for can the carrying out of the activity at the relevant landscape features be
avoided.
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The expansion of the sediment dams cannot be configured to avoid the modified tree and
the rise of water levels would be likely to harm the tree.

The site NV80 will be retained in-situ and not impacted by the proposal.
BC37 is not of Aboriginal origin.

Step 4. Does a desktop assessment and visual inspection confirm that there are Abariginal
objects?

A visual inspection located site NV 80 which can be avoided. The location of the modified
trees were confirmed. There were no other sites located in the visual inspection of the
rejects haul road or sediment dams.

Surface visibility ranged from between 60-0% with the majority of the survey area having
very low ~10% surface visibility.

The RAP representative present during the due diligence survey have requested that the
usual post clearing inspection be carried out in accordance with the CHMP methodology in
the areas proposed for impact.

The significance of the find NV 80 is considered high due to the presence of the backed
artefact, which are found in other sites but not common. The recommendation of the RAP is
to conserve the site in-situ as per the CHMP and should any works be required in the area in
the future the CHMP salvage methodology should be followed.
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Figure 3 Typical exposure sediment dam 3.
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Tzble1 Inspection detalls

Area of Site 1 Effective
{ cover
AHIMS inspaction | Surface
# Easting Northing | Site Descriptl Notes area Vis Arch Vis
Loci 1 226296, 6608644, 1 chert flake, 0,22 ha
Broad scatter of artefacts 23%23x3mm. 1 banded chert BF,
concentrated in 3 loci points. | 14x6xZmm, 1 IMT Flake (broken in 2)
Located on exposure adjacent | 38x20xBmm. 11MT BF 29x13x5mm. Lo
to dralnage line. Artefacts 2 226291, 608654, | backed blade,
20-4- exposed by sheet eraslon. banded chert 26x5x8mm. 1 banded chert
0526 Gentle slope (<57) Loward BF15x20xdmm, Loci 3 226284, 5508658 1
NYVED 226282 | BGOBE3S | drainage line. mudstone backed blade 7xex3mm_ FOxS0m 0% Q0%
171 ha
Inspected area of dam expansion which
had been marked by survey pegs.
Particular focus on the area of a small
drainage line (unnamed) which had 55% 904 due
Sed visibility to three metres secback. 10ta 10 leaf
dam 3 Na sites located Checked trees for any modification. 3.8ha 55% litter
0,435 ha
Inspecied area of expansion and beyand
as no survey pegs had been put out,
Noted that although there was relatively 1Wta
Sed good visibility no sites located. There 40% due
dam may be the patential for lenses of sul- i0to 10 leaf
12 No sites located surface artefacts. 2.9ha T0% litzer
a0 112 ha
Rejects Two transects walked along the route of whera
Haul the haul road. Visibility variable but 210 | exposure
Aoad No sites Ipcated generally poor at 1090 249 109 | acourred

Insite Heritage Pty Ltd
Cultural Heritage Assessment _ 75W Mod
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Management Recommendations
It is recommended that Boggabri Coal undertake the following:
1. Avoid sites where possible,

2. Should the 75W application be approved apply the salvage methodology prescribed
inthe CHMP.

3. Apply the CHMP to the in-situ management of the site (NV 20} that will not be
impacted.

If you have any queries please don’t hesitate to contact me on the numbers above.

Regards,
Insite Heritage Pty Ltd

d’* b Lo i‘ﬂ/&»hi’

Angela Besant
Archaeologist

Insite Heritage Pty Ltd
Cultural Heritage Assessment _ 75W Mod
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Appendix C — Registered Aboriginal Stakeholder Comments

Insite Heritage Pty Ltd
Cultural Heritage Assessment _ 75W Mod
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Insite Heritage Pty Ltd
Cultural Heritage Assessment _ 75W Mod
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Appendix D — Consultation Log
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Table 3 Consultation Log 75W

Date Action RAP Organisation Response

Cacatua Cultural

George Sampson Consultants

Reg Talbott
Bigundi Biame

Wayne Griffiths Traditional People
Gomilaroi Cultural

Aaron Talbott Consultants
Gunida Gunyah
Aboriginal

Jane Bender Corporation

Gloria Foley

o Lloyd Matthews BB Consultants
Invitation to

10/10/2014

stakeholders to
attend October
ASCF on the
16.10.14 at PCYC
express post mailed,
emailed and sms to
all parties with
mobiles

Deslee Matthews

Deslee Talbott
Consultant

Gwen Griffen

Min Min Aboriginal
Corporation

Leonard Talbott

Ngurrambaa
Gunidjaa Traditional
Owners

Toni Comber

Red Chief LALC

Troy Silver

TNL Site Trackers

Steve Talbott

Gomeroi Namoi
Traditional Owners

Michael Long White Cockatoo
Ronald Long

Tony & Greg T & G Cultural
Griffiths Consultants
Cindy Foley

Shannon Draper

David Horton

Gomery Cultural
Consultants

Brian Draper

Scott Talbott

Craig Trindall
Craig Trindall Consulting
Les Field LJ Culture
James Foley
Veronica Talbott Wunga-Li
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(Dolly)

Traditional Owners

Cyril Sampson

Sonny Fitzroy

Nathan Slater (NO
CURRENT CONTACT
DETAILS)

No current address

Michael Trindall

Mr Jason Wilson
(NO CURRENT
CONTACT DETAILS)

Patricia Hands

Elli Lewis Cultural
Heritage
Consultants

14/10/2014

Called RAP's to see
if they could attend
ASCF on the
16/10/14

Cacatua Cultural

George Sampson Consultants No

Reg Talbott Yes
Bigundi Biame

Wayne Griffiths Traditional People Yes

Aaron Talbott

Gomilaroi Cultural
Consultants

Phone out of service

Gunida Gunyah
Aboriginal

Jane Bender Corporation No

Gloria Foley Yes

Lloyd Matthews BB Consultants No answer
Deslee Talbott No answer, left

Deslee Matthews Consultant message

Gwen Griffen

Min Min Aboriginal
Corporation

Will try to make it,
but works most of
the morning.

Leonard Talbott

Ngurrambaa
Gunidjaa Traditional
Owners

No response

Dave Horton will be

Toni Comber Red Chief LALC attending
Troy Silver TNL Site Trackers No answer
Gomeroi Namoi

Steve Talbott Traditional Owners | No

Michael Long White Cockatoo No answer

Ronald Long No answer

Tony & Greg T & G Cultural No answer, left

Griffiths Consultants message
Will be sending a
REP. Should be a
paid meeting
because it is
discussing
Methodology. Will
contact Chase

Cindy Foley Dingle to discuss.
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No answer, left

Shannon Draper message
Gomery Cultural
David Horton Consultants Yes
No answer, left
Brian Draper message
Scott Talbott Yes
Craig Trindall
Craig Trindall Consulting No
Les Field LJ Culture No
James Foley No answer
No- Notice of
meeting was too
short.
Unacceptable, need
to give people time
to get off work/
travel. Wants more
info on 75w mod.
Veronica Talbott Wunga-Li Will call Angela

(Dolly)

Traditional Owners

Besant to discuss.

Cyril Sampson

No answer

Sonny Fitzroy

Yes

Nathan Slater (NO
CURRENT CONTACT
DETAILS)

Phone out of service

Michael Trindall

No

Mr Jason Wilson
(NO CURRENT
CONTACT DETAILS)

Phone out of service

Patricia Hands

Elli Lewis Cultural
Heritage
Consultants

No contact details

Dolly Talbot Called
Angela Besant RE:

Angela apologised
for the short notice,
itisan
extraordinary
meeting. Discussed

16/10/2014 Short notice of ASCF the 75W
16/10/2014 application, Will
send her
information and
Veronica Talbott minutes
Extraordinary ASCF
16/10/2014 | held Gunnedah Attendance sheet
PCYC attached below
Mail out further Cacatua Cultural
information RE: George Sampson Consultants
23/10/2014 75W and request Reg Talbott
for information RE: | Wayne Griffiths Bigundi Biame
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any cultural values.
Minutes from the
meeting on the 23rd
October, 2014 also
mailed out.
Invitation to the
next ASCF 18th
November 2014 and
agenda also mailed.

Traditional People

Aaron Talbott

Gomilaroi Cultural
Consultants

Jane Bender

Gunida Gunyah
Aboriginal
Corporation

Gloria Foley

Lloyd Matthews

BB Consultants

Deslee Matthews

Deslee Talbott
Consultant

Gwen Griffen

Min Min Aboriginal
Corporation

Leonard Talbott
(Email Only)

Ngurrambaa
Gunidjaa Traditional
Owners

Toni Comber

Red Chief LALC

Troy Silver

TNL Site Trackers

Steve Talbott

Gomeroi Namoi
Traditional Owners

Michael Long White Cockatoo
Ronald Long

Tony & Greg T & G Cultural
Griffiths Consultants
Cindy Foley

Shannon Draper

David Horton

Gomery Cultural
Consultants

Brian Draper

Scott Talbott

Craig Trindall
Craig Trindall Consulting
Les Field LJ Culture
James Foley
Veronica Talbott Wunga-Li

(Dolly) (Email Only)

Traditional Owners

Cyril Sampson

Sonny Fitzroy

Nathan Slater (NO
CURRENT CONTACT
DETAILS)

Michael Trindall

Mr Jason Wilson
(NO CURRENT
CONTACT DETAILS)

Patricia Hands

Elli Lewis Cultural
Heritage
Consultants

17/11/2014

Meeting with
Gomeroi Traditional

Gomeroi Traditional
Custodians
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Custodians held at
RCLALC

BCPL ASCF held at

Attendance sheet

18/11/2014 | RCLALC attached below
Cacatua Cultural
George Sampson Consultants
Gomilaroi Cultural
Aaron Talbott Consultants
Jane Bender
(Gunida Gunyah Gunida Gunyah
Aboriginal Aboriginal
Corporation) Corporation
Gloria Foley
Gwen Griffen (Min Min Min Aboriginal
Min) Corporation
Ngurrambaa
Letter was sent to Gunidjaa Traditional
those RAPs who had | Leonard Talbott Owners
not attended a Troy Silver TNL Site Trackers
meeting or made Gomeroi Namoi
comment on the Steve Talbott Traditional Owners
previous 75W Mod | Michael Long White Cockatoo
information Ronald Long
requesting a Tony & Greg T & G Cultural
response by the Griffiths Consultants
19/11/2014 | 28th November, Cindv Fol
y Foley

2014 and offering
any further
information
required. emailed to
those RAPs with
emails and express
posted to those
RAPs who do not
have emails .

Shannon Draper

Brian Draper

Scott Talbott

Craig Trindall
Craig Trindall Consulting
Les Field LJ Culture
James Foley
Veronica Talbott Wunga-Li
(Dolly) Traditional Owners

Sonny Fitzroy

Nathan Slater (NO
CURRENT CONTACT
DETAILS)

Michael Trindall

Mr Jason Wilson
(NO CURRENT
CONTACT DETAILS)

Patricia Hands

Elli Lewis Cultural
Heritage
Consultants
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The following RAP's
were not sent the
above listed letter
as they attended
the Meetings and
were advised of the
extension date and
offered any further
information they
required.

Reg Talbott

Wayne Griffiths

Bigundi Biame
Traditional People

Lloyd Matthews

BB Consultants

Deslee Matthews

Deslee Talbott
Consultant

Toni Comber

Red Chief LALC

David Horton

Gomery Cultural
Consultants

Cyril Sampson

a7




Appendix E - Letters to RAP’s & Information Supplied to Stakeholders
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Corespondence 10/10/2014
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Invitation to Extraordinary ASCF Meeting on 16/10/2014 (Mailed/emailed 10/10/2014)

= L4

fooc 1. IDEMITSU

BOGGABRI COAL
PTY LIMITED

ABN T7 122 087 398

A Member af the
temil Busktaig
Arsourcas Greup

Boggabri Mine
386 Leard Farest d
Boggabi NSW 2382
Australla

PO Bowx 12
Boggabri NSW 2387
Austraila

Telephone:
+BL-2-B743 4775

Facsimile:
+h1:2-6743 2496

Reglatersd Office:
Level 38 AMP Place
10 Eale Street
GFPO Bok 1127
Beistane QLD 4160
Australia

Telephone:
+51-7-3222 5600
Facsimile:
+61-7-3003 1900

Ref: 05-067-564
9 October 2014

Dear Stakeholder,

RE: ASCF Meeting Thursday 16th October 2014

Boggabri Coal Pty Limited would like to invite Registered Aboriginal Parties (RAPs) to attend
a Boggabri Coal Project Aboriginal Stakeholder Consultative Forum (ASCF) meeting to
discuss future Project developments, including a proposed Modification to Consent
059_0182 for the Boggabri Coal Project. Details of the meeting are below:

Date: Thursday 16th October 2014
Time: 10:00am - 12:00pm
Location: Gunnedah PCYC

Attached is a list of Modification items to be discussed at the meeting.

We would particularly like all RAPs to be in attendance to discuss details of upcoming field
work,

The finalisation of the methodology for salvage works will also be an agenda item.

We look forward to seeing you there. If you have any questions, please contact Chase Dingle
on 02 6749 4775 or 0467963379,

Youurs sincerely,

£ 7
CHASE DINGLE
BOGGABRI COAL

ATTN A1z LIST OF MODIFICATION DISCUSSION ITEMS

50



ATTACHMENT: TOPICS FOR CONSULTATION

PROJECT BOUNDARY REALIGNMENT TO ACCOUNT FOR BCT STOCKPILE + VEHICLE LOOP +
LANDSCAPED STOCKPILE + CONTOUR DRAINS

PROJECT BOUNDARY REALIGNMENT TO ACCOUNT FOR 11KV POWER LINE

11KV DAISEYMEDE BORE AND ACCESS TRACKS

ROMA BOREFIELD, POWER LINE & PIPELINE

BELLEVIEW BOREFIELD, POWER LINE & PIPELINE

ADDITIONAL PROPOSED BOREFIELD & PIPELINES & ACCESS (VICTORIA PARK, HEATHCLIFFE,
COOBOOBINDI, ETC.)

PROJECT BOUNDARY REALIGNMENT TO ACCOUNT FOR 11KV + 132KV + SERVICE TRACK + PADS
PROJECT BOUNDARY REALIGNMENT TO ACCOUNT FOR UNDERGROUND POWER LINE (EAST OF
BIFURCATION)

PROJECT BOUNDARY REALIGNMENT TO ACCOUNT FOR ALL ADJACENT BORROW PITS

ROM ROAD DESIGN + DRAINAGE/ CLEAN & DIRTY WATER SEPARATION

REJECTS ROAD DESIGN + DRAINAGE/ CLEAN & DIRTY WATER SEPARATION

SD3 — ADDITIONAL CAPACITY

5D12 — ADDITIONAL 100ML CAPACITY

INDICATIVE DOZER MAINTENANCE AREA

EQUIPMENT RECYCLING YARD

DRAINAGE FOR THE TARRAWONGA DISCHARGE POINT

INCREASED HAULAGE ACROSS THERRIBRI ROAD (ABOVE 5.5MTPA}

FENCE THE DISTURBANCE BOUNDARY

INCREASE ROM FOOTPRINT

ADDITIONAL FUEL STORAGE
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Copy of Email Invitation to ASCF Meeting 16/10/2014

From: Liz yath

To: "cacatuadservice@tpg.corm.au"; "gomilaroi@hckmail .com'; "tammp@aunids qunya bioom au”;
"' deslee@botm ailcorm s "m -desleyi@hamail.oom'; "minminaboriginalcorporation@yahoo.com.ad’;
"5 itz oozzyi hotmail.com®; "ceod@re dohisflale, comuau"; " albominda@hckmailicom';
"whitecockatool @hotm ail.com; "ronaldlong22 70 Eyaheo com.au”; "brisndraperi0l 2@gmail.com s
"s cott.balbotta@hotm ail oom”; "trigupniorthiEnshoougom.ad"; "lifiel d@hot mail.com!’;
"nanagoanna@yahoowcom au” "jacgueshorti@live.com”; "lode trindall @botmail.com®;
“asther tighe @bhigoond.com au'; "Petewat boZdd@ gnail.com”

Cc: “angela”’; "Chase Dinge”

Date: Friday, 10 October 2014 12:02:00 FM

Attachnwen ts: Motification bo RAPs 0933 001pd
image0l.oog

Cear All

Boggabri Coal would like to invite you to the next ASCF to be held on Thursday 16™ Dctober
2014 at Gunnedah PCYC from 10am to 12pm. Please see attached letter.

This meeting has been called to cover a range of important topics so your attendance would be
greatly appreciated.

Please contact Chase Dingle if you have any queries.

Regards,

Elizabeth Whyatt | Archaeplogist

r

INSITE HE

RITAGE

PO Box 58 Wang Wangi M5V 2267
F 0245755818



Registered Post Record for ASCF Invitation 16/1/2014

Registered Post Record 16/10/2014 ASCF invite

Stakeholder Company (Mailed 10/10/14)

George Sampson Cacatua Cultural Consultants 60412898910095

Reg Talbott Reg Talbott 6041289019099
Bigundi Biame Traditional

Wayne Griffiths People 60412898908092

Aaron Talbott Gomilaroi Cultural Consultants | 60412898907095
Gunida Gunyah Aboriginal

Jane Bender Corporation 60412898906098
Gunnedah Aboriginal Elders

Gloria Foley Justice Group

Tania Matthews BB Consultants 60412898905091

Deslee Matthews Deslee Talbott Consultant 60412907990094
Min Min Aboriginal

Gwen Griffen Corporation 60412907989098

Leonard Talbott (rep | Ngurrambaa Gunidjaa

Natasha) Traditional Owners Email Only

Toni Comber Red Chief LALC 60412907988091

Troy Silver TNL Site Trackers 60412907987094
Gomeroi Namoi Traditional

Steve Talbott Owners 60412907986097

Michael Long White Cockatoo 60412907985090

Ronald Long Ronald Long 60412907984093

Tony Griffiths T & G Cultural Consultants 60412907983096

Cindy Foley Cindy Foley 60412907982099

Shannon Draper 60412907981092

David Horton Gomery Cultural Consultants 60412907981091

Brian Draper Brian Draper 60412898973090

Scott Talbott Scott Talbott 60412898972093
Gomeroi Narrabri Aboriginal

Craig Trindall Corporation 60412898971096

Les Field 60412898969099

James Foley James Foley 60412898969093

Veronica Talbott

(Dolly) Wunga-Li Traditional Owners | Email Only

Cyril Sampson Namoi CMA 60412898968096

Sonny Fitzroy Sonny Fitzroy 60412898967099

Nathan Slater Nathan Slater

Michael Trindall Michael Trindall 60412898966092

Mr Jason Wilson 60412898965095
Elli Lewis Cultural Heritage

Patricia Hands Consultants 60412898964098
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Correspondence 23/10/2014
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BCPL Request for Comment on Proposed 75W Modification (Mailed/emailed 23/10/2014)

IDEMITSU

BOGGEABRI COAL

BOGGABRI COAL
PTY LIMITED

ABN 77 122 087 394

& Membel of the
Ieim s Alstraha
Resources Group

Boggabri Mine
386 Leard Forest Rd
Boggabri NSW 2352
Australia

PO Box 12
Boggabe NSW 2382
Auvstralia

Telephone:
+61-2-6743 4775

Facsimile:
+61-2.6743 4495

Registered Dffice;
Level 28 AMP Place
10 Eagle Street
GFO Boy 1127
Brisbane OLD 4000
Australla

Telephone:
+61-7-3272 5600

Facsimibe:
+61-7-3003 1900

Ref; 05-067-568
22 October 2014
Dear Stakeholder,
RE: -Cultural Heritage Management Plan Methodology and s75W Madification

Boggabri Coal held an extracrdinary Aboriginal Stakeholder Consultation Forum [(ASCF)
meeting on Thursday 16" October 2014. The regular ASCF will be held in mid-November as
per the usual timing.

The purpose of the meeting was to discuss a proposed application under Section 75W of the
Environmental Planning and Assessment Act 1979 to modify the existing Project Approval
(PA 09_0182). The proposal is to modify the project boundary ta include infrastructure that
is existing or proposed (powerlines, bores and pipelines and locations of existing borrow pits
etc). The proposed Section 75W modification application includes activities within the
existing project boundary that are additional to those that have received approval. All
infrastructure and activities subject to the proposed Section 75W modification application
were listed on the meeting invitation sant out on the 10" October 2014.

The proposal to amend the project boundary will require that the project boundary to
which the CHMP applies will also need to be updated.

Boggabri Coal seek comment on the following to assist with the proposed Section 75W
modification application assessment:

1. Are any RAPs aware of any cultural values, known by themselves or others, within
the proposed amended project boundary?

2. If so, what management strategies would you suggest?
3.  Isthe existing methodology for the salvage of cultural sites satisfactory?

4. Would you agree (or otherwise) that the appropriate way to manage proposed
activities within the existing boundary and activities within the proposed new
boundary, is in accordance with the CHMP.

5.  If the activities are managed in accordance with the protocols and methodology in
the CHMP that would require - field inspection, artefact collection, subsurface
potential assessment, test pits as required and grader scrapes. Sites that can be
avoided and are located adjacent to works, will be fenced for protection.

Appendix 1 contains Table 1 that provides information on all infrastructure and activities
subject to the proposed Section 75W modification application. Each item listed in Table 1 s
numbered and the location of each item carresponds with the numbering in Figure 1 and
Figure 2 of Appendix 2
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The minutes of the extraordinary ASCF held on the 16™ October 2014 are attached for review (Appendix 3).

The proposed pipeline, bore and power line routes (excluding Heathcliffe which has been subject to other
assessments) have been inspected over a period of time with numerous RAPs. Artefacts have been located
on Bellevue, Victoria Park and Cooboobindi properties. In all cases the artefacts are located in areas that
have been disturbed by ploughing, grazing and access tracks. However, all artefacts and areas of potential
impact would be subject to the CHMP methodology if the proposed Section 75W madification application is
approved (Figure 3).

Boggabri Coal would sincerely appreciate your comments regarding the questions posed on page 1 (cultural
values, management of those values, the effectiveness of the current CHMP and the application of the
CHMP to the revised boundary). If you could supply your comments by email, or mail to Chase Dingle (see

below) or Angela Besant (angela@insiteheritage.com.au; PO Box 98 Wangi Wangi NSW 2267) within the next
fortnight it would be greatly appreciated.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact Chase Dingle on 0467963379, or email
Chase.Dingle@boggabricoal.com.au.
Yours sincerely,

M
/L
=
!
CHASE DINGLE

BOGGABRI COAL
PO BOX 12, BOGGABRI NSW 2382

ATTACHMENTS

APPENDIX1  LIST OF ITEMS TO BE INCLUDED IN THE 75W APPLICATION
APPENDIX2  FIGURES 1 AND 2 PROPOSED PROJECT BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT
APPENDIX3  MINUTES EXTRAORDINARY ASCF 16" OCTOBER 2014
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APPENDIX 1 - LIST OF ITEMS TO BE INCLUDED IN THE 75W APPLICATION

Item | ltems outside the existing project boundary Existing or proposed

no.

1 Stockpile, vehicle loop, landscaped stockpile and | Existing and disturbed — no earth works proposed
contour drains

4 11kv powerline - Existing now under BC responsibility

5 11kv Daiseymede bore and access track Existing

7 Bellevue borefield, powerline & pipeline Proposed has been inspected with RAPS

30 Additional proposed borefield, pipelines and | Proposed —inspected by RAPS
access
Victoria Park, Heathcliffe, Cooboobindi etc

8 & | 11kvand 132 kv, service tracks and pads Existing no earthworks proposed

11

9 Underground power line (east of bifurcation) Existing no earth works proposed

10 Incorporation of borrow pits adjacent to the haul | Existing — may require stabilisation of the dam walls.
rd W Areas have been inspected by RAPS during 2013,

Item | Items inside the existing project boundary Activity

No.

14 ROM road and drainage The road has been inspected by RAP — will be subject

to the CHMP methodology
16 Rejects road and drainage The road has been inspected by RAP — will be subject
to the CHMP methodology

17 Sed Dam 3 additional capacity Inspected by RAP subject to CHMP

18 Sed Dam 12 additional capacity Inspected with RAP subject to CHMP methodology

20 Dozer service area Within cleared area

25 Equipment recycling yard Within cleared area

33 Increased haulage across Therribri Road No surface impact

38 Fence disturbance boundary Subject to CHMP methodology

39 Increase ROM footprint Within cleared area

41 Additional fuel storage No surface impact — within cleared area
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APPENDIX 2 - FIGURES 1 AND 2 PROPOSED PROJECT BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENTS
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Figure 1 Proposed Boundary Adjustment East
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ASCF Meeting Invitation 18/11/2014 (Mailed/emailed 23/10/2014)

BOGGABRI COAL IDEM ITS"

BOGGABRI COAL
PTY LIMITED

ABN 77 127 D7 398

A Memiber of the
[LETT] Australld
Resolirces Group

Boggabri Mine
386 Leard Forest Rd
Boggabri NSW 2382
Australia

PO Box 12
Boggabrl N3W 2382
Alistralia

Telephane:
+61-2-6743 4775

Facsimlle:
+61-2-6743 4406

Registered Office:
Level 28 AMP Place
10 Eagle Street
GPO Bow 1127
Brisbane QLD 4000
Australla

Telephane:
+61 7-3772 5600

Facsimile:
+61-7-3003 1900

Ref: 05-067-569
23 October 2014

Dear Stakeholder,

RE: - ASCF Meeting Tuesday 18th November 2014

Boggabri Coal would like to invite Registered Aboriginal Parties to attend next ASCF
meeting. Please see below for meeting details:

Date: Tuesday 18th November, 2014
Time: 10 am until 1pm
Location: Redchief LALC, Chandos 5t, Gunnedah

As a number of important issues will be discussed at the meeting, your attendance and
Input would be greatly appreciated.

Refreshments and lunch will be served at 1pm. We look forward ta seeing you there,

For catering purposes please RSVP by text, email or phone. If you have any questions,
please contact Angela Besant on 0412836031 or Chase Dingle on 0467963379,

Yours sincerely,

CHASE DINGLE
BOGGABRI COAL
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ASCF Meeting Agenda 18/11/2014 (Mailed/Emailed 23/10/2014)

=4 N

BOGGABR COAL

AGENDA
Meeting: Boggabri Coal ASCF Meeting

Date:

Venue:

18 November 2014 SERSEE 10.00 am

LR ul= 1.00 pm

Red Chief Lands Council, 26 Chandos Street, Gunnedah

Chairperson: Chase Dingle

Recurrence: As required

Meeting status: N/A

GEGIIEGIEIR GO All Boggabri Coal RAP's + Boggabri Coal Pty Limited
Next Meeting TBA

MEETING AGENDA

=

Weicome 1o Country

Table of previous meeting minutes

Voting rights - Stakeholders and non- Stakeholders, including clarification on the following
terms:

*»  Registered Aborlginal Parties (RAP's) also known @s Stakeholders

*  |nterested Aborlginal Parties (1AP's)

$75 Modification — discussion on findings following extraordinary ASCF meeting on the
16/10/2014 & further consultation

Conclusion of Stage One works - review findings of Stage 1 assessment & discussion on the
effectiveness of the methodology applied to date

11.00am —11.30am Break

Cultural Awareness Package — zero comments received from RAPs to date

Community Open Day — Boggabri Coal Project artefact classification day with stakeholders

10

Overview of the 2015 Tree Clearing Program

11

Other matters arising
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Meeting Minutes 16/10/2014 (Mailed/Emailed 23/10/2014)
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IDEMITSU
lk‘

BOGGEABRI COAL

OVERVIEW
Meeting ASCF

Date 16 October 2014 10.00am

Venue Gunnedah PCYC, View 5t Gunnedah

Chairperson Chase Dingle

Attendees As per sign on sheet

Apologies Cacatua Consultants

Michael Trindall

Steven Talbott

Les Field

Craig Trindall

Gunida Gunuya

Cindy Foley

Dolly Talbott — Dally asked that it be noted that the short time frame of the
notice of the meeting was an issue particularly for those who are working

Guests

Next Meeting 18" November 2014

MEETING DBIECTIVES

1 To consult the details of a proposed s75W modification to the project approval.
Ta confirm the salvage methaidology applied under the CHMP would be maost suitable
to the salvage of any items identified in the s75W modification.

3

4

5

6

ITEM AGENDA/DISCUSSION ITEMS

1. Discussion prior to the mmeting formally commencing about:

s Lloyd Matthews (LM) requesting clarification on the induction of some
stakeholders, and
¢ The correct contact details of stakeholders,

2 Confusion about the certain terminology regarding Stakeholders was to be raised as an
agenda item at the next ASCF meeting.

3 Dave Hortan (DH) raised the issue of the short notice period of the meeting. Chase
Dingle (CD) apologised for this and reiterated that the extrodinary nature of the
meeting necessiatated the short notice period. The usual ASCF will take place in
November and more notice will be given.

4 Natasha Talbott (NT) suggested that any assertions from stakeholders about not being
invited to meetings could be avoided by sending invitations by registered post. Angela
Besant (AB) noted that this may delay the invitations which in this case was short

Farm: 1105 25 June 2009 Fagelof3
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‘ ‘ IDEMITSU

BOGGABRI COAL

notice: This meeting notice was sent hy express past, sms, email and phone calls.

Stakeholders were reminded by CD that issues to do with: rostering, pay levels,
communication protocols and any other issues that were not the objectives of the
meeting under way were to be discussed at the next ASCF meeting in approximately 4
weeks.,

LD - Any stakeholders that were not in attendance would be consulted by being
provided all the information via post.

Mitchum Neves (MN) commented that all stakeholders listed on the OEH website who
are from the area should be consulted about the proposed project modification. AB
replied that the consultation process required the archaeolagist / proponent to write to
every person on the OEH list and invite them to register, Being on the OEH list doesn't
mean immediate registration, as some people are not interested in particular projects.

NT queried why the the meeting was being held in the PCYC and not the land council.
CD noted that a room was not available due to the short notice period.

CD formerly opened the meeting , discussed the agenda and objectives, meeting
protocals and introduced new staff members Ray Balks (RB) and Hamish Russell (HR)
who addressed the meeting.

10.

Welcome to Kamilaroi Country and 1 minute silence in consideration of recent sorry
business by Cyril Sampson (CS) and MN.

11

HR detailed the list of items subject to the s75W madification application & ensured all
participants had a copy of the relevant resources (see attachments).

12.

AB & CD discussed the meeting objectives and also the due diligence pracess that has
been executed in the last few weeks to areas subject to the project boundary
modification. As it is proposed to manage the artefacts located by due diligence as per
the current methodology, feedback on the current methodology is essential.

AB outlined the artefacts located during the due diligence surveys and their context,
that is all were located in areas that have been subject to disturbance by roads, or
farming. Several Raps present had been involved in these surveys(NT, MN and DH)
They were able to confirm that the work had been done appropriately and in their
opinion the sites would be well managed by application of the methodology in the
CHMP.

13.

Dick Talbott (DT) queried the proximity of the bores to each other. IR responded that
the bores were approximately no less than a kilometre from each other.

14.

MN queried whether Roma ft2 was still being considered as part of the modicifation
and was informed that it was.

8 6.3

MN guestioned the value of desktop assessments , and CD replied that we'd only do
desktop assessments when access was restricted and that walkovers/grader scrapes
and test pits would be undertaken when access became available.

Farm: 1105

25 June 2009 Page 2of 3
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16.

IR mentioned that numerous area’s subject of the modification were highly disturbed
farming area's that had been extensively subjected to agricultural practices.

17.

MN noted the presence of a cluster of artefacts (along one pipeline route) in one of the
area’s proposed to be included in the modification. AB advised that each artefact has
had its position recorded by the surveyors and a corridor identified that the pipeline
could be placed if on the surface. Ifit is required to bury the pipeline the site will be
salvaged as per the CHMP.

MN asked about fencing off the artefacts, CD replied that fencing off the artefacts
would be triggered if works are within 100m of works in accordance with the CHMP.

18,

DT noted that artefacts could be found in rock pick piles around the previously
constructed ‘Borrow Pits’. AB confirmed that all borrow pits had been surveyed during
site salvage works.

19.

MN suggested that the artefact cluster could be fenced or a compound established. CD
assured that this would take place not required for disturbance as required by the
CHMP.

20.

AB requested feedback on the s75W items that had been raised. There were no issues
or concermns raised by any participant.

21,

NT raised issues about the stakeholder consultation process, specifically those who are
not registered for work. CD commented that we’d like to see more RAP’s and at the
next meeting we would be providing clarity on trerminalogy, who is registered, and
work rosters.

22.

DT enquired if there was any work programmed for before Christmas and as ta how the
roster was being determined. CD respanded that not much work is caming up in the
short term and that rosters were to be discussed at the next meeting.

Form: 1105

25 June 2009 Page 3ol 3
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Copy of Email of ASCF (18/11/2014) Invitation, Meeting Agenda, Previous Meeting Minutes

(16/10/2014), and Request for comment on 75W Modification.

From: Taryn Gooley
To: cacatuadservice@tpo.oom.ay; gomilaroi@hokon ail oom; bamm yi@gonida gunya oo acg

mdeslea@botmail.oom;; 'm-des ley@hot mail woom”; "minminaborigingloorpors ion@yahoo.com.a o’y
ceo@redchiaflalc.com au; "talbominda@hotmail com"; whitecockstool@hatm ail woom;
ronaldlongzz F0@yahoo.com au; briandraperl 01 3@gmailcom; soott balbottd i@h ok mail.oom;
tgquprorth@yahon.con .au; Les Fisld (lifiald@botn ail .comn]; jacouisshiort@live .conm " Ern il

Subject: Irmitation toBoggabei Coal ASCF
Drate: Thursday, 23 Cchober 2014 2:39:00 PR
Artachments: i age0l 1,000

05-0E7-569 23102014 A5F Meeting Irwitation.pd
L5CF Meeting - Draft Sgends 1211201 400

A5CF Meeting Minutes 1610201 4.pdf

05-067-568 75Ul secking comments 22102014.pdf

Dear All,

Please find attached an irvitation to the next Bogegahri Coal ASCF meeting on the 18" November
2014,

Also attached is a draft agenda for the ASCF meeting, the previous extraordinary ASCF meeting
mirutes and a letter regarding the CHIMP methodology and 75W modification.

A hard copy of this information has been mailed to the address you have registered with
Boggabri Coal.

Regards,

Taryn Goaoley | Archaeologist

.
‘e

INSITE HE

RITAGE
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From: Taryn Gooley

To: e kitz oozzy@ botrmailiconn”

Subject: Irwitation to Eoggabei Coal A5CF
Date: Thrsday, 23 Cctober 2014 1:55:00 FM
Attachments: imageli {,png

A5CF Meeting - Draft Agenda 18112044 pdb
0E-067-069 23102014 ASTF Meeting Irnitation pdt
L5CF Meeting Minutes 16102 014,008

05-067-568 75w secking comments 2210201 4.pd

Dear Mr Talbott,

Please find attached an invitation to the next Bogeabri Coal ASCF meeting on the 18" November
014

Also attached is a draft agenda for the ASCF meeting, the previous extraordinary ASCF meeting
minutes and a letter regarding the CHMP and 75W modification

Regards,

Taryrn Gooley | Archaeologist

hJ
&
-

INSITE HERITAGE
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From: Taryn Gooley

To: "Dl ly Talbatt"

Subject: Eoggabri Coal ASCF Invitation

Drate: Thursday, 23 October 2014 1:55:00 M
Attachments: 05-087-568 75/ seaking comments 22102014 pd

ASTF Meeting Minutes 16102014.pdf

B5CF Meetinig - Draft Agends 1811200 4.0
05-0EF-563 #2102014 ASCF Meeting Irwitationpd
iragelil.prg

Dear Ms Talkbott,

Please find attached an invitation to the next Boggabri Coal ASCF meeting on the 1&8™ povember
204,

Also attached is a draft agenda for the ASCF meeting, the previous exdraordinary ASCF meeting
minutes, and a letter regarding the CHMMP and 754 modification.

Regards,
Taryn Gooley | Archaeclogist

Is

INSITEHERITAGE

Warg Now

FELELE | M D44k
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Express Post Record of ASCF (18/11/2014) Invitation, Meeting Agenda, Previous
Minutes (16/10/2014), and Request for comment on 75W Modification.

o= Sender to keep

“‘E% 604 12899025 095
Cacatua Cultural Consultants

Mr George Sampson
22 Ibis Parade
Woodberry NSW 2322

gg sender to keep

<23 604 12898912 099
Gomilaroi Cultural Consultants
Mr Aaron Talbott

6 Bando St

Gunnedah NSW 2380
j ==
< g Sender to keep

604 14057605 095
BB Consultants

Mr Lloyd Matthews
21 Bando St
Gunnedah NSW 2380
EE Sender to keep
"'-g 604 14049432 098
TNL Site |rackers
Mr Troy Silver
3 Newell Ave

Gunnedah NSW 2380

5 Sendertokeep
<82 504 14049433 095

Mr Ronald Long
32 High St
Gunnedah NSW 2380

o5 Sendertokesp
<82 604 14057600 090
Mr Shannon Draper
135/2 Bloomfield St
Gunnedah NSW 2380

S Sender tokeep
4§§ 504 14057597 093

Mr Scott Talbott

50 Jaegar Ave

Gunnedah NSW 2380

“'E'E' Sender to keep
28 604 14049438 090

Mr James Foley

7 Mitchell Place

Gunnedah NSW 2380

S sender to keep

<85 604 12899026 092
wir Keg lalbott
31 Little Connadily St

Gunnedah NSW 2380

55 senderto keep

- §§ 604 14049430 094

Gunida Gunyah Aboriginal
Corporation

Ms Jane Bender
PO Box 439

£ sendertokeep
455 604 14057604 098

Deslee Talbott Consultant
Ms Deslee Matthews
2/19 South St
Gunnedah NSW 2380

5 Sendertokeep

604 12899024 098

Gomerol Namoi Traditional Owners
Mr Steve Talbott
73 Kiah Rd

Gillieston Heights NSW 2321

= 5 Sender to keep
“'&g 604 14057602 094
| & Lultural Consultants

Tony & Greg Griffiths
4 Wattle St

Gunnedah NSW 2380
1:55 Sender to keep

“2: 604 14057599 097

Gomery Cultural Consultants
Mr David Horton
56 Little Connadily St
Gunnedah NSW 2380
<3 5 Sendertokeep

28 604 12898913 096
Craig Trindall Consulting
Mr Craig Trindall
29 Doyle 5t

Narrabri NSW 2390
‘Eg Sender to keep

604 14049437 093
Mr Cyril Sampson

26 Dewhurst St
West Tamworth NSW 2340

= Sender to keep
<2 604 12898911 092

Bigundi Biame Traditional People
Mr Wayne Griffiths
PO Box 254

Gunnedah NSW 2380

5 Sender to keep
<82 604 14057606 092

Ms Gloria Foley
7 Mitchell Place
Gunnedah NSW 2380

° 5 Sender to keep

Y22 604 14057603 091
Red Chief LALC

Ms Toni Comber
PO Box 745

Gunnedah NSW 2380
Sender to keep

B
<E2 604 14049431 091
White Lockatoo

Mr Michael Long
17 Albion St
Gunnedah NSW 2380
g Sender to keep
<82 604 14057601 097
vis Lingy Foley
33 Jaegar Ave
Gunnedah NSW 2380

Sender to keep

<¥5 604 14057598 090
Mr Brian Draper
7 Sovereign St
Dubbo NSW 2830

42;‘5 Sender to keep
22 604 14049439 097

L Culture

Mr Les Field

4 Hinton Dr
Gunnedah NSW 2380

604 14049436 096

WIr 0NNy HIzZroy

"§ § sender to keep

18 South St
Gunnedah NSW 2380

Meeting
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5 Senderto keep L senderto keep
85 604 14049435 099 <EZ 604 14049434 092
Mr Michael Trindall Mr Jason Wilson
28 Boundary St 23 Clews St
Wee Waa NSW 2388 Dubbo NSW 2830

Min Min Aboriginal Corporation

Ms Gwen Griffen “35 e

PO Box 877 g 604 14;39421 35

5 Sendertokeep
<85 604 14049420 095
Elli Lewis Cultural Heritage
Consultants

Ms Patricia Hands
20 Acacia Circuit
Singleton NSW 2330
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Correspondence 23/10/2014 (Gomeroi Traditional Custodians)

Elders Meeting Invitation 17/11/2014

BOGEABRI COAL IDEMITSU

BOGGABRI COAL
PTY LIMITED

ABN 77 122087 393

A Member of the
ldemitsu Australia
Ruacurces Grolp

Boggabri Mine
386 Leard Forest Rd
Boggabri NSW 2382
Australia

PO Box 12
Boggabrl NSW 2352
Australia

Telephone!
+51-2-6743 4775

Facsimile:
+61-2-6743 4496

Registered OHice;
Level 28 AMP Place
10 Eagle Street
GFO Box 1127
Brisbane QLD 4000
Australia

Telephane:
+61-7-3222 5600

Facsimile:
+61-7-3003 1500

Ref: 05-067-570
23 October 2014

Dear Stakeholder,

RE: - Elders Meeting Monday 17th November 2014

Boggabri Coal would like to invite you to attend the Elders meeting on Monday 17" of
November 2014. Please see below for meeting details:

Date: Monday 17" of November 2014
Time: 10 am until 12pm
Location: Redchief LALC, Chandos St, Gunnedah

As a number of important issues will be discussed at the meeting, your attendance and
Input would be greatly appreciated.

Refreshments and lunch will be served at 12pm. We look forward to seeing you there.

If you have any guestions, please contact Angela Besant on 0412836031 or Chase Dingle on
0467963379.

Yours sincerely,

CHASE DINGLE
BOGGABRI COAL
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Elders Meeting Draft Agenda
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AGENDA
Meeting: Boggabri Coal 2014 Post-Fieldwork Meeting
Date: 17 November 2014 Start t 10.00 am

ROEUN O 12,00 pm
Venue: Red Chief Lands Council, 26 Chandos Street, Gunnedah
Chairperson: Chase Dingle
Recurrence: As required
Meeting status: N/A
GG IERERGREESE Gomeroi Traditional Custodians + Boggabri Coal Pty Limited
Next Meeting TBA

MEETING AGENDA.

1 Welcome ta Country

2 | Introduction to new BCPL General Manager Operations

S75 Madification — discussion on findings following extraordinary ASCF meeting on the
16/10/2014 & further constltation

a Cultural Awareness Package —no alternative words for the history section received to date

5 Community Open Day — Boggabri Coal Project artefact classification day with stakeholders

6 Overview of the 2015 Tree Clearing Program

12.00pm Finish
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Email Invitation to GTC 23/10/2014

= Message “L 05-067-568 75W seeking comments 22102014.pdf (407 KB) “T 05-067-570 23102014 _Elders_Meeting.pdf (39 KB)
“L GTC Meeting - Draft Agenda 17112014.pdf (151 KB) “L ASCF Meeting Minutes 16102014.pdf (240 KB)

From: Angela Besant [mailto:angela@insiteheritage.com.au]
Sent: 23 October 2014 14:34

To: gomeroitraditionalcustodians@hotmail.com
Subject: boggabri coal information

Dear Gomeroi Traditional Custodians,
Please find attached a letter regarding the 75W application that Boggabri Coal will lodge with the Dept of Planning in the next few weeks.

Also attached is an invitation and agenda for the next elders meeting on the 17™ November, 2014.
In addition the minutes from a meeting held on the 16" October, 2014 to discuss the 75W application, is also included.

Please note that | have not been able to mail a hard copy as | don't have a mailing address for the GTC. If you would like one sent, please let me know. If

you have any queries please don't hesitate to give myself of Chase Dingle a call.
Regards

Angela

Angela Besant | Director

INSITE HERITAGE
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Correspondence 19/11/2014

Notification of Extension of Review Period for 75W Modification

From: Liz Wats
Te: ‘angela"; "Chase Dingle"

Ce: “Cnck Steven"

Bec: “Patewattn24@qrrail.com®; “esther tighe@kigoond, comaau'; "kyle trinelali@hotrmail com™;

Subject: Boggabei Coal 75W Modification Extension of Review and Commeant pariod
Date: Wednesday, 19 November 2014 2:50:00 PM
Attachments: mae=(06.ong

Dear Stakeholder,
RE: - Cultural Heritage Management Plan Methodology and 75W Modification

Further ta the information package sent on the 23rd October 2014 regarding the 75W
Modification application we wish to advise that the review and comment period has been
extended to the 28th November 2014.

To date the six RAPs at the ASCF meeting on the 18 November, 2014 have supported the
management strategy of the modification. The management strategy is to amend the CHMP
with the revised project boundary and manage the area in accordance with the CHMP.

As mentioned in the information package Boggabri Coal seek comment on the following to
assist with the proposed Section 75W modification application assessment:

1. Are any RAPs aware of any cultural values, known by themselves or others, within

the proposed amended project boundary?

If so, what management strategies would you suggest?

Is the existing methodology for the salvage of cultural sites satisfactory?

4. Would you agree (or otherwise) that the appropriate way to manage proposed
activities within the existing boundary and activities within the proposed new
boundary, is in accordance with the CHMP,

5. If the activities are managed in accordance with the protocols and methodology in
the CHMP that would require — field inspection, artefact collection, subsurface
potential assessment, test pits as required and grader scrapes. Sites thatcan be
avoided and are located adjacent to works, will be fenced for protection.

-t

We would sincerely appreciate your comments regarding the issues outlined above. If you
could supply your comments by email, mail or phone to Angela Besant or Chase Dingle on the
contact details below by the 28th November 2014 it would be greatly appreciated.

Chase Dingle, Boggabri Coal Ph: D467963379, Email: Chase.Dingle@boggabricoal com.au Mail:
PO Box 12 Boggabri NSW 2382

Angela Besant, Insite Heritage Ph: 0412836031, Email: angela@insiteheritage.com.au Mail: PO
Box 98 Wangi Wangi NSW 2267

In addition to the information forwarded on the 23.10.14, if you would like a full copy of the
75W madification report or any other information, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Regards



Express Post Record for RAP’s Without Email

Stakeholder

Company

Express Post Record 75WMod review

period extension 19/20.11.14

Gunnedah Aboriginal Elders

Gloria Foley Justice Group 60414049422099
Troy Silver TNL Site Trackers 60414049423096
Tony Griffiths T & G Cultural Consultants 60414049424093
Cindy Foley Cindy Foley 60414049425090
Shannon Draper 60414049426097
James Foley James Foley 60414049427094
Elli Lewis Cultural Heritage
Patricia Hands Consultants 60414049428091
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Appendix F — Meeting Minutes and Attendance Sheets
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ASCF Meeting Minutes 16/10/2014
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OVERVIEW
Meeting ASCF

Date 16 October 2014 10.00am

Venue Gunnedah PCYC, View 5t Gunnedah

Chairperson Chase Dingle

Attendees As per sign on sheet

Apologies Cacatua Consultants

Michael Trindall

Steven Talbott

Les Field

Craig Trindall

Gunida Gunuya

Cindy Foley

Dolly Talbott — Dally asked that it be noted that the short time frame of the
notice of the meeting was an issue particularly for those who are working

Guests

Next Meeting 18" November 2014

MEETING DBIECTIVES

1 To consult the details of a proposed s75W modification to the project approval.
Ta confirm the salvage methaidology applied under the CHMP would be maost suitable
to the salvage of any items identified in the s75W modification.

3

4

5

6

ITEM AGENDA/DISCUSSION ITEMS

1. Discussion prior to the mmeting formally commencing about:

s Lloyd Matthews (LM) requesting clarification on the induction of some
stakeholders, and
¢ The correct contact details of stakeholders,

2 Confusion about the certain terminology regarding Stakeholders was to be raised as an
agenda item at the next ASCF meeting.

3 Dave Hortan (DH) raised the issue of the short notice period of the meeting. Chase
Dingle (CD) apologised for this and reiterated that the extrodinary nature of the
meeting necessiatated the short notice period. The usual ASCF will take place in
November and more notice will be given.

4 Natasha Talbott (NT) suggested that any assertions from stakeholders about not being
invited to meetings could be avoided by sending invitations by registered post. Angela
Besant (AB) noted that this may delay the invitations which in this case was short

Farm: 1105 25 June 2009 Fagelof3
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notice: This meeting notice was sent hy express past, sms, email and phone calls.

Stakeholders were reminded by CD that issues to do with: rostering, pay levels,
communication protocols and any other issues that were not the objectives of the
meeting under way were to be discussed at the next ASCF meeting in approximately 4
weeks.,

LD - Any stakeholders that were not in attendance would be consulted by being
provided all the information via post.

Mitchum Neves (MN) commented that all stakeholders listed on the OEH website who
are from the area should be consulted about the proposed project modification. AB
replied that the consultation process required the archaeolagist / proponent to write to
every person on the OEH list and invite them to register, Being on the OEH list doesn't
mean immediate registration, as some people are not interested in particular projects.

NT queried why the the meeting was being held in the PCYC and not the land council.
CD noted that a room was not available due to the short notice period.

CD formerly opened the meeting , discussed the agenda and objectives, meeting
protocals and introduced new staff members Ray Balks (RB) and Hamish Russell (HR)
who addressed the meeting.

10.

Welcome to Kamilaroi Country and 1 minute silence in consideration of recent sorry
business by Cyril Sampson (CS) and MN.

11

HR detailed the list of items subject to the s75W madification application & ensured all
participants had a copy of the relevant resources (see attachments).

12.

AB & CD discussed the meeting objectives and also the due diligence pracess that has
been executed in the last few weeks to areas subject to the project boundary
modification. As it is proposed to manage the artefacts located by due diligence as per
the current methodology, feedback on the current methodology is essential.

AB outlined the artefacts located during the due diligence surveys and their context,
that is all were located in areas that have been subject to disturbance by roads, or
farming. Several Raps present had been involved in these surveys(NT, MN and DH)
They were able to confirm that the work had been done appropriately and in their
opinion the sites would be well managed by application of the methodology in the
CHMP.

13.

Dick Talbott (DT) queried the proximity of the bores to each other. IR responded that
the bores were approximately no less than a kilometre from each other.

14.

MN queried whether Roma ft2 was still being considered as part of the modicifation
and was informed that it was.

8 6.3

MN guestioned the value of desktop assessments , and CD replied that we'd only do
desktop assessments when access was restricted and that walkovers/grader scrapes
and test pits would be undertaken when access became available.

Farm: 1105

25 June 2009 Page 2of 3
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16.

IR mentioned that numerous area’s subject of the modification were highly disturbed
farming area's that had been extensively subjected to agricultural practices.

17.

MN noted the presence of a cluster of artefacts (along one pipeline route) in one of the
area’s proposed to be included in the modification. AB advised that each artefact has
had its position recorded by the surveyors and a corridor identified that the pipeline
could be placed if on the surface. Ifit is required to bury the pipeline the site will be
salvaged as per the CHMP.

MN asked about fencing off the artefacts, CD replied that fencing off the artefacts
would be triggered if works are within 100m of works in accordance with the CHMP.

18,

DT noted that artefacts could be found in rock pick piles around the previously
constructed ‘Borrow Pits’. AB confirmed that all borrow pits had been surveyed during
site salvage works.

19.

MN suggested that the artefact cluster could be fenced or a compound established. CD
assured that this would take place not required for disturbance as required by the
CHMP.

20.

AB requested feedback on the s75W items that had been raised. There were no issues
or concermns raised by any participant.

21,

NT raised issues about the stakeholder consultation process, specifically those who are
not registered for work. CD commented that we’d like to see more RAP’s and at the
next meeting we would be providing clarity on trerminalogy, who is registered, and
work rosters.

22.

DT enquired if there was any work programmed for before Christmas and as ta how the
roster was being determined. CD respanded that not much work is caming up in the
short term and that rosters were to be discussed at the next meeting.

Form: 1105

25 June 2009 Page 3ol 3
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Meeting Attendance Sheet 16/10/2014
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GTC Meeting Minutes 17/11/2014
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OVERVIEW

Meeting
Date
Venue

Chairpersan
Attendees
Apologies
Guests
Next Meating

GTC Elders Meeting

17 November 2014 11am

Red Chief LALC, Gunnedah
Chase Dingle
As per sign an sheet

MEETING OBJECTIVES

1

575 Modification — discussion on findings following extraordinary ASCF meeting on the
16/10/2014 & further consultation

To confirm the salvage methodology applied under the CHMP would be most suitable
to the salvage of any items identified in the s75W maodification.

Cultural Awareness Package — no alternative waords for the history section received to
date

Community Open Day — Boggabri Coal Project artefact classification day with
stakeholders

Overview of the 2015 Tree Clearing Program

ITEM

AGENDA/DISCUSSION ITEMS

Welcome to Country — Neville Sampson (NS)

Chase Dingle {CD) —introduced the mine manager and environment manager Ray Balks
{RB) and Hamish Russell {HR)

Elders presented their aganda for the meeting

e (eremony — access to NV48, Use of crystal quarry
e Cultural awareness package

e Tour including modified areas

® Accessto hiodiversity areas

e Scar tree —need to look inside with a cherry picker
e Water use and how is it managad.

Meeting started with BC agenda

CD —overview of the 75W application.

1 December 2014 Page 1 of 4
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4, Jim — how might drawing from bores affect water table / river?
Dick Talbott {DT) — also concerned with water use
Jane Delaney lohn (IDJ) - fish are the totem of this community — how is fish habitat
being managed in relation to water draw from the river in this dry time. Also people
seen working at the river —clarify what they are doing?
CD —gave overview of how water licencing works and explained that one pipeline inlet
was being relocated.
Action - have office of water and North West Land Management Group came and
explain the system to the group
5. Mitchum Neave {MN) — question re Boggabri Coal being purchased.
RB — clarified that 10% is being purchased by a lapanese company — end user of coal,
6. CD - discussed the 2015 tree clearing program.

DT - asserted that: “ not all birds come back” and that some birds don’t come every
year. And that Vicory mine has a bird on top of their list that Maules creek doesn’t have
on their list.

Cyril Sampson {CS) - noted that Maules creek anly had a single bush food tree listed in
their assessment. Noted the various types of bush medicine that could be propagated
such as native pear, etc.

Discussion had on harvesting bush foods prior to clearing.
CS - produced his bush foods book.

General discussion re tree clearing

Action — A copy of the flora and fauna management — clearing — report for Elders
group.

Action — possible presentation by Flora and Fauna consultants

Cyril Sampson {CS) — raised concerns re bush foods and medicines — would like to check

1 December 2014 Page 2 of 4
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clearing areas prior to collect certain plants?
DT — greater concerns with the removal of forest than the mine per se
1D) — potential to harvest / propagate bush foods.

€D —shall give it cansideration.

7. MN - noted that not all people had been consulted in the ‘Cultural Heritage Value
Assessment’ and asserted that only people who'll bend the right way had been
contacted. Mitchum noted that “the system was not culturally sensitive”, the
community wanted maps and would like to arrange a site visit,

1DJ — cultural offsets —the BDO areas have not been discussed as to whether the
properties offer potential for cultural offsets also.

CD —that is dealt with in the CHS which is not in his hands. Will refer the comments on
to those who are dealing with it.

IDJ — discussed why this group didn’t participate in the CHS workshops. —organised in a
culturally inappropriate way. The group needs a map identifying the locations of BDO
properties and from that the group can identify which properties they may wish to visit,

CD — will pass on to those people dealing with the CHS
General query about records of injured animals.
Discussian on location of keeping place was heard.

Cultural awareness package feedback was received, ceremony was discussed. Short
film/photo’s proposal was discussed. Discussed about who ever was to film would have
to quote, Budget would have to be developed.

8. 1DJ = motion to have more senior BC staff attend meetings — raised in April and at other
meetings.

Action - Motion moved again to request more senior staff to meet with the elders
group,

Ray will address.

q. General discussion about site access.

Mentioned the Whitehaven access agreement, discussed boaoking a day to visit sites.
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Discussed requirement for 14 days notice.
Site visit timetabled for roughly December. a'" December suggested.

Locations such as NV48 and the base of Gins leap. Ceremony to be held. Crystals to be
sourced prior to ceremaony.

Discussed difficulty of sourcing ochre,
Discussed ground truthing location of ochre.

Discussed gender protocols around sourcing of achre and crystal. Ochre to be sourced
by men, crystal to be sourced by women,

Discussion around community open day, and displaying artefacts.

DI & CD — set date for site visit to NV48 / base of Gins Leap — 28" November meet at
RCLALC at9am

Artefact day — late January. LALC closed till the 16" Jan. Artefact day to be held atthe
PCYC which has a suitable outdoor area.

Dates suggested include the 21% or the 26" of January.

10

Meeting Closed 2:00pm
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BOGGABRI COAL

OVERVIEW

Meeting
Date
Venue

Chairpersan
Attendees
Apologies
Guests
Next Meating

GTC Elders Meeting

17 November 2014 11am

Red Chief LALC, Gunnedah
Chase Dingle
As per sign an sheet

MEETING OBJECTIVES

1

575 Modification — discussion on findings following extraordinary ASCF meeting on the
16/10/2014 & further consultation

To confirm the salvage methodology applied under the CHMP would be most suitable
to the salvage of any items identified in the s75W maodification.

Cultural Awareness Package — no alternative waords for the history section received to
date

Community Open Day — Boggabri Coal Project artefact classification day with
stakeholders

Overview of the 2015 Tree Clearing Program

ITEM

AGENDA/DISCUSSION ITEMS

Welcome to Country — Neville Sampson (NS)

Chase Dingle {CD) —introduced the mine manager and environment manager Ray Balks
{RB) and Hamish Russell {HR)

Elders presented their aganda for the meeting

e (eremony — access to NV48, Use of crystal quarry
e Cultural awareness package

e Tour including modified areas

® Accessto hiodiversity areas

e Scar tree —need to look inside with a cherry picker
e Water use and how is it managad.

Meeting started with BC agenda

CD —overview of the 75W application.
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4, Jim — how might drawing from bores affect water table / river?
Dick Talbott {DT) — also concerned with water use
Jane Delaney lohn (IDJ) - fish are the totem of this community — how is fish habitat
being managed in relation to water draw from the river in this dry time. Also people
seen working at the river —clarify what they are doing?
CD —gave overview of how water licencing works and explained that one pipeline inlet
was being relocated.
Action - have office of water and North West Land Management Group came and
explain the system to the group
5. Mitchum Neave {MN) — question re Boggabri Coal being purchased.
RB — clarified that 10% is being purchased by a lapanese company — end user of coal,
6. CD - discussed the 2015 tree clearing program.

DT - asserted that: “ not all birds come back” and that some birds don’t come every
year. And that Vicory mine has a bird on top of their list that Maules creek doesn’t have
on their list.

Cyril Sampson {CS) - noted that Maules creek anly had a single bush food tree listed in
their assessment. Noted the various types of bush medicine that could be propagated
such as native pear, etc.

Discussion had on harvesting bush foods prior to clearing.
CS - produced his bush foods book.

General discussion re tree clearing

Action — A copy of the flora and fauna management — clearing — report for Elders
group.

Action — possible presentation by Flora and Fauna consultants

Cyril Sampson {CS) — raised concerns re bush foods and medicines — would like to check
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clearing areas prior to collect certain plants?
DT — greater concerns with the removal of forest than the mine per se
1D) — potential to harvest / propagate bush foods.

€D —shall give it cansideration.

7. MN - noted that not all people had been consulted in the ‘Cultural Heritage Value
Assessment’ and asserted that only people who'll bend the right way had been
contacted. Mitchum noted that “the system was not culturally sensitive”, the
community wanted maps and would like to arrange a site visit,

1DJ — cultural offsets —the BDO areas have not been discussed as to whether the
properties offer potential for cultural offsets also.

CD —that is dealt with in the CHS which is not in his hands. Will refer the comments on
to those who are dealing with it.

IDJ — discussed why this group didn’t participate in the CHS workshops. —organised in a
culturally inappropriate way. The group needs a map identifying the locations of BDO
properties and from that the group can identify which properties they may wish to visit,

CD — will pass on to those people dealing with the CHS
General query about records of injured animals.
Discussian on location of keeping place was heard.

Cultural awareness package feedback was received, ceremony was discussed. Short
film/photo’s proposal was discussed. Discussed about who ever was to film would have
to quote, Budget would have to be developed.

8. 1DJ = motion to have more senior BC staff attend meetings — raised in April and at other
meetings.

Action - Motion moved again to request more senior staff to meet with the elders
group,

Ray will address.

q. General discussion about site access.

Mentioned the Whitehaven access agreement, discussed boaoking a day to visit sites.
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Discussed requirement for 14 days notice.
Site visit timetabled for roughly December. a'" December suggested.

Locations such as NV48 and the base of Gins leap. Ceremony to be held. Crystals to be
sourced prior to ceremaony.

Discussed difficulty of sourcing ochre,
Discussed ground truthing location of ochre.

Discussed gender protocols around sourcing of achre and crystal. Ochre to be sourced
by men, crystal to be sourced by women,

Discussion around community open day, and displaying artefacts.

DI & CD — set date for site visit to NV48 / base of Gins Leap — 28" November meet at
RCLALC at9am

Artefact day — late January. LALC closed till the 16" Jan. Artefact day to be held atthe
PCYC which has a suitable outdoor area.

Dates suggested include the 21% or the 26" of January.

10

Meeting Closed 2:00pm
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