Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment
Proposed 75W Modification (5)

(PA 09 0182) Boggabri Coal Expansion Project
Boggabri, NSW

Report to
Idemitsu Boggabri Coal

August 2015

Narrabri Council Local Government Area

PO Box 98
WANGI WANGI NSW 2267
PH 02 49755818
admin@insiteheritage.com.au



Project Coordinators

Boggabri Coal Hamish Russell

Parsons Brinkerhoff Steve Crick
Insite Heritage Pty Ltd Angela Besant
Authors Angela Besant
Document Status Final

Version 1

Report Version

CONTENT WARNING: SENSITIVE & PERSONAL INFORMATION

Please note that sections of this document contain information regarding the location
of Aboriginal objects / sites. Appendices C — F also contains personal contact
information of the Registered Aboriginal Parties for the project. This information is
included to satisfy the consultation requirements for the project and should not be
circulated in the public domain.



Table Of Contents

LiSt Of TADIES......ccoueeeniiiieeeiiiieeiiiiiinesiisitensiiisssenssessssnssssssssmssossessssssssssnsssssssnssssssssssssssssnsnnas 5
LiSt Of FIQUIES .....coeeeereiieeeericiiieeiieiiineiniesisensisssssessssssssssssssssssssssssnssssssssnsssessssnsssssssnnssssssnnns 5
LiSt Of PIOTES ......covveeenciiieeiriiiiieeniiiienesiisssenssisssesssessesmssssssssmssosssssssssssssnsssssssnssssssssssssssssnsnsas 5
EXECULIVE SUMMIQITY ....ceuucivneiieniiiieniireniisincisisnsisssessssssssssssossssssssssosssssssssssssssssssnssssssssssnssssnns 6
1 INEPOAUCHION. .........eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeneesereeaeerernesseseseassssssnessssssensssssssenssssssssnssssnesnnnssnsesnnns 8
1.1 LOCation & ODBJECHIVES ....cciiiiiieiuuiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiiiiniiiieeesseiienninsessssssssssssiisssssssssssssssssssssannss 8
1.2 Aboriginal Community ConsSultation.........cccceciiieeiiiiiniiiiiiniicniinienenrensssssensssssenssns 8
13 Relevant Legislation......ccccciiieeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiniiniiennisiieeeisneenesisnenssssssenssssssenssssssnssssssnnes 9
2 PropoSed ACHIVILIES .....cce.uceeeeeeriieiieensiesieeisiisieennsisssssassessssmsssssssnmsssssssnssssssssssssssssnssssnss 11
2.1 Site InSpection Details.......cccceiiiiieiiiiiiiiiiiieccrrecr e e s s e n e e s s s s ne s s s e nanes 11
2.1.1  Field INSPECLION RESUILS .....ciiiiieeeciiieceiiee ettt e e ettt eette e e ette e e e tte e e e ttae e stbeeeeateeeessaeeesreeeennsseesnnseeas 15
2.1.1.1 Item 1 - Roma Borehole and PIPeliNe .......coouiieiecieic ettt e e e e 15
2.1.1.2 Item 2 - Cooboobindi Bore Hole, Pipeline, Power Line and ACCesS .........ccceeeecvveeeeceveeervneenn. 15
2113 Item 3 - Victoria Park Bore and Pipeline .......coceeiiiiiiieiiiiiinieecieeeeett et 24
2.1.14  ltem 4 - Bellevue Bore, Powerline and Pipeline.........cccooeieiieriiiiiieenieeceeeeereeeee e 27
2.1.1.5 Item 5 — Heathcliff Bore and Auxiliary Infrastructure ...........ccocecveeeeiiiicccieeeecee e 27
3  Scientific Values & Significance AssesSment ..............cceeeeeeeeiiirrnenneennnssssssssssssnssnnsnnes 31
3.1 SIgNIfICANCE Criteria ...coiiiiieeiieiiiiiiiiiieiniin e rrresssesssss s s s s sesssssssssssssssssssssssssns 31
3.2 Scientific Significance Assessment & Management Recommendations .........cccccccciieenns 31
3.2.1  Scientific SignificCanCe ASSESSMENT.....ccc.uviiiiiiee et e eetre e st e e e e tr e e eebae e e sabaeeeesaeeeeaneeas 31
3.2.2  CUltUral SIZNIFICANCE .uveeeeiiie ettt e e e e e et e e e e at e e e eeataeeeenbaaaeesbaeesensaeeennnees 32
3.2.2.1 RESPONSE L0 ISSUES FAISEA ..eeeiueiieeeiiiieeiieeeeiieeeeete e e see e e st e e s e saeeesnaeeessseeeeseeeessseeeesseeennnes 32
3.3 Aboriginal Cultural Heritage.......cvveeeeeeieiiiiiiireeccecertrrrrenneeseee s s e e eesnnssssssssesesnnnnssssssssanes 33
4 RECOMMENAALIONS .......euueeeeeeeieenieenreenernrereeraeerenisesssessesssesssesnsernsesnsesssssssssssssssennsees 33
REfIINCES .....c.ueeeeeeerereeeueeereennseerrruasersenasssessssssessesssssssssnsssossssnsssesssnnsssssssnssssssennsssesssnnsns 34
APPENAIX A = AHIMS SEAICH c...eeeeeeeeeeeeeeereeeerereernseerernsssessenmsssesssnsssessenssssssssnsssssssnnssseseens 35
Appendix Al -BCP Pipeline and bore Sites ........ceueceeeiriieereenicciiririeenneeeesssseeeesnesssssssssseeennnnssnnns 36
Appendix A2 - Bellevue Powerling and ACCESS.........cccevrrrreemmennieiirrrrreenmesscesssereeennnssssssssesseennnnnns 37
Appendix A3 - Victoria Park and Cooboobindi Bores, powerlines and pipelines and Revised bore
location Roma and Victoria Park ........ccccceviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinnnsnnnssnssssnsnsssnnssennnn 38
Appendix B - Due Diligence REPOILS ..........ceeuueeeeeeeneeeeeeenreereennsseeseresseessensssessesnsssssesnssssssenns 42
Appendix B1 - BCP Pipeline and bore Sites........cccceeeireeeiiiieeniiitennnieieenneereenseereenseessanssesssnnsenns 42
Appendix B2 - Victoria Park and Cooboobindi Bores, powerlines and pipelines........cccccccevvenneeenn. 50
Appendix B3 - Revised bore location Roma and Victoria Park........c.cccceeerreenncerrenncennennecnnennneenns 58

Appendix B4 - Revised Due Diligence Inspection for Power line, Pipeline and Bore Hole sites — at
(o] YT To JeoToT o ToTo] o 11 Vo | PPN u 74

Appendix B5 - Bellevue Due Diligence Report......ccccceiiiiiiiiirinniiiiinniiieeinniiiiieesssessses 93



Appendix C — Registered Aboriginal Stakeholder Comments.............ccceeueeevveeeereereveneeeneenn. 99

Appendix D — CONSUILALION LOG ...........cccovvrrreeeuuuniiiiiinnneeennenssssssssssssenssssssssssssssssssnnssssssssns 101
Appendix E - Letters to RAP’s & Information Supplied to Stakeholders ................cccueuu.... 111
Corespondence 10/10/2014 .......ceeeeeeeeeeerrrrseeeeeeeieesssssnneeeeeessessssssssssseeesessssssssssessessssssssansssssess 112
Invitation to Extraordinary ASCF Meeting on 16/10/2014 (Mailed/emailed 10/10/2014) .........cccuveu..... 113
Copy of Email Invitation to ASCF Meeting 16/10/2014 .........ccveveereecreeireereeeeeteeere e eeesteesreeere e ereeereenns 115
Registered Post Record for ASCF Invitation 16/1/2014 ........ccecveieeeiieceieeeeteeere e re et et eve e 116
Correspondence 23/10/2014...........uuuuuuuuuueueuuuunnunnnsnnsssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnnn 117
BCPL Request for Comment on Proposed 75W Modification (Mailed/emailed 23/10/2014)................... 118
ASCF Meeting Invitation 18/11/2014 (Mailed/emailed 23/10/2014) ....cueeeueeeeeeeeieceeecreeecreeeereeeeveeeneenn 124
ASCF Meeting Agenda 18/11/2014 (Mailed/Emailed 23/10/2014).......cccueeiueieieeeireiecieeeciee e e 125
Meeting Minutes 16/10/2014 (Mailed/Emailed 23/10/2014) .....ccceeeireeeieeecreeeieeceeecee et evee v 126
Copy of Email of ASCF (18/11/2014) Invitation, Meeting Agenda, Previous Meeting Minutes (16/10/2014),
and Request for comment on 75W Modification. ........ccoiuiieieiiii i 130
Express Post Record of ASCF (18/11/2014) Invitation, Meeting Agenda, Previous Meeting Minutes
(16/10/2014), and Request for comment on 75W Modification..........ccccveeieeeeereenieeieeie e 133
Correspondence 23/10/2014 (Gomeroi Traditional Custodians) ........c.ccccceevreereeeereccccssnneeeenn. 135
Elders Meeting INVItation 17/11/2014........ccuee oottt eeee et eeee et e e eteeeete e e eteeeareeeaveentesensaeenbesentaeenreean 135
Elders Meeting Draft AZENGA........ooccuiii ettt et e e e e et e e e e tte e e str e e e ebteeesstaeessteeeestaeesnseens 136
Email INVitation 10 GTC 23/10/2014 ....ooooeeeeeeeeee ettt ettt e e et s et e s s e st e s s aaeesssnbaessenteeessaneeas 137
Correspondence 19/11/2014......ccueeeeeeeeeerrrsreeeeeereesssssnneeeeeessessssssssssseessssssssssssssssesessssssansssssess 138
Notification of Extension of Review Period for 75W Modification.........ccceccvveeieiieeiiciee e 138
Express Post Record for RAP’s Without EMail .........cooiuiiiiiiiiiiiiieeee et 139
Correspondence 13/03/2015..........uuuuuueuuueuuueuuuenunnnsnnsssnsssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnne 140
Invitation to ASCF 15/04/2015 — Sent By Boggabri Coal.........ccuvvriririiieieieese e 140
ASCF 15/04/2015 MEEEING ABENUA.....cccueiirieereeiteeete ettt eeeeeteeeeteeeeteeeeteeebeesteeeseesabeeesseessseensesentesenseeents 141
Appendix F — Meeting Minutes and Attendance Sheets...............ouueeueereeeeierreeencernenennaes 142
ASCF Meeting Minutes 16/10/2014.........cccceeeerrrrrrrrrrrssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnns 143
Meeting Attendance Sheet 16/10/2014 ..........ccceeeeereieerrirseeeeereesessssssereeeeeesssssssssssseesesssssssnnnes 147
GTC Meeting Minutes 17/11/2014 ........cvvvvceeieeriiicrirrsnneeeeeeisessssssssseeeeesessssssssssessesessssssnsssseseses 149
Meeting Attendance Sheet 17/11/2014 .........ueeeeeeeeieieeirirsneeeeieesesssssseseeeeeesssssssssssesesessssssnssnns 154
ASCF Meeting Minutes 18/11/2014..........ccovvvreeeeeeiiecrsrsssneeeeeesessssssssssseessesssssssssssssssssssssssnnnses 156
Meeting Attendance Sheet 18/11/2014 ..........eeeeeeeieiecirisseeeeereesessssssereeeeeesessssssssessesessssssnsanes 161
Meeting MInULes 15/04/2015 .........ccceeeiereieeirrsneeeeereeessssssneeeseeeesessssssssessesesssssssnnsessesessssssnnnnes 162



List of Tables

Table 1 Sites Located during Due Diligence Assessments located within the proposed
L(00] 1] £ | PP 12
Table 2 Consultation LOG 7OW ........coiiiiiiiiie et e e 102

List of Figures

Figure 1 Location of Infrastructure and associated project boundary changes .................... 10
Figure 2 Item 1 — Proposed Roma Bore Hole and Pipeline.........cccccuvvieiiiiiiieeciii e, 13
Figure 3 Item 2 — Cooboobindi Bore Hole, Pipeline, and Power Line.................cccceevveeen. 14
Figure 4 Area Surveyed during Due Diligence Inspections and Archaeological Sites
o 1= {11 PP 16
Figure 5 Item 1 — Roma Bore Hole, Pipeline and Access, Area Surveyed During Due
Diligence Inspections and Sites Identified. ..o 17
Figure 6 Item 2 — Cooboobindi Bore Hole, Pipeline, Power Line and Access, Area Surveyed
During Due Diligence Inspections and Sites Identified. ...............ccccc 18
Figure 7 Route surveyed in 2014 with amended powerline route. Note TS and T6 no longer
(1= 811 = o PR 25
Figure 8 Victoria Park actual route - blue pipeline, red power, green access...................... 26
Figure 9 Location Heathcliff, Cooboobindi, Roma and Bellevue.....................ccccovvvvnninnnenn. 29

List of Plates

Plate 1 Access Track at Roma Bore hole and Pipeline Facing West Toward Cooboobindi. 19
Plate 2 Access Track at Roma Bore Hole and Pipeline Facing Eats toward Warner's Road 19

Plate 3 Roma Bore Hole Facing North Showing Impact of Most Recent Ploughing............. 20
Plate 4 Roma Bore Hole and Pipeline Inspection Area Facing NE..............ccccccceiiiiiiinnnn. 20
Plate 5 Roma Bore Hole and Pipeline Inspection Area Facing South .................................. 21
Plate 6 Remnant River Terrace at Roma Facing NE Showing Stones Churned Up During
PIOUGRING ...t e e e e e et e e e e e e e e e e e e 21

Plate 7 Roma Bore Hole and Pipeline Impact Area Facing North (Taken October 2014) .... 22
Plate 8 Cooboobindi Facing South West from Bore Hole Location Showing Approximate

Alignment of Power Line and Access Track in Foreground. ............ccccuvvevvieiiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeen, 22
Plate 9 Cooboobindi Facing South West Toward PL9/14 and PL4/15 showing disturbance
from ploughing, construction of drainage systems, and water runoff patterns..................... 23
Plate 10 Previous Ground Disturbance at Cooboobindi from farming activities.................... 23
Plate 11 Cooboobindi view north toward proposed pipeline route. .............ccccevvvieiiiininn. 24



Executive Summary

Insite Heritage Pty Ltd were commissioned by Idemitsu Boggabri Coal to prepare an
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment for a 75W application to modify various
components of the Boggabri Coal Project Approval (PA 09_0182) (the Modification). The
Modification application seeks approval for the adjustment of the project boundary to include
proposed infrastructure necessary for the ongoing operation of the project.

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 most components of the
Modification.

The recommendations of this report have been developed in conjunction with RAPs as per
discussions in the field, and at three meetings. Information regarding the 75W Mod 5 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.

A copy of this report with the updated proposed impact footprint was sent to all RAP’s for a
28 day review period on the 15" June 2015 responses are due by the 10™ July 2015.
Previous reviews have resulted in one comment from the Gomeroi Traditional Owners
regarding the potential for megafauna. An assessment was carried out to respond to the
question and that assessment was supplied to the GTC. There is negligible potential for the
bores and auxiliary infrastructure to impact megafauna remains.

Site inspections of areas of proposed works outside the existing project boundary located
the following:

Item 1 - Roma Bore Hole and Pipeline — one open site (8 artefacts) in a disturbed context
located, and an area of PAD identified. Sites will be avoided where possible or salvaged if
necessary.

Item 2 - Cooboobindi Bore Hole, Pipeline, Power Line, and Access — 5 artefacts located
on access road (PL 9/14), and 2 artefacts located within a ploughed field (PL 4/15). The
pipeline route is located within an existing drain 5m wide and 2.5 metres deep. The access
road will be constructed on top of the spoil from the drain. The power line will be above
ground and will connect with an existing power pole within the Cooboobindi property. Ground
disturbance for the power line will be restricted to a footprint of ~2mx2m where power poles
will be erected.

Item 3 - Victoria Park auxiliary infrastructure. The bore is in place and requires a pipeline
and powerline — 1 scatter of 7 artefacts over an area of 50m x 50m is located on the pipeline
route on disturbed ground.

Item 4 - Bellevue Pipeline - artefact scatter of 100 objects over a 50 m area on ground
heavily disturbed by ploughing. Bellevue powerline — Isolated finds - 1 of 2 artefacts and



three isolated finds on an unformed road and adjacent paddock. These sites can be
avoided.

The assessment finds that the management of the six sites located within the modified
project boundary 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
four 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 revised project boundary incorporates land that
is disturbed by a long history of agricultural activities. The methodology of the CHMP would
include inspection, avoid sites 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.



1 Introduction

1.1 Location & Objectives

Insite Heritage Pty Ltd were commissioned by ldemitsu Boggabri Coal to conduct an
Aboriginal archaeological and cultural heritage assessment to accompany a submission for a
75W Modification (5) to the approved Boggabri Coal Project. The Modification is required to
allow for adjustments to the project boundary to include proposed additional infrastructure
necessary for the ongoing operation of the project (Figure 1).

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.



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.

7. An ASCF meeting invitation was sent to all the Boggabri Coal RAPs on the 13"
March, 2015. A meeting agenda was also sent out indicating that the proposed 75W
Modification (5) Would Also be discussed at the meeting

8. 15" April 2015, an ASCF meeting was held. The proposed 75W Modification (5) was
discussed during the meeting.

9. A draft Modification 5 report was provided to RAPs on the 15" June 2015 for a 28
day review period. No comments were received.

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.



Figure 1 Location of Infrastructure and associated project boundary changes
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2 Proposed Activities

The two proposed areas of impact subject to this 75W Modification (5) report are the Roma
bore hole and pipeline (Iltem 1) (Figure 2), and the Cooboobindi bore hole, pipeline, power
line, and access (ltem 2) (Figure 3).

Activities located outside of the existing project boundary and that are likely to involve
ground disturbance, have been subject to due diligence assessments as per Section 5.1.2.1
Due Diligence Inspection in the CHMP. The due diligence assessments included field
surveys to identify any Aboriginal objects or potential subsurface material that may be
impacted.

Many of the areas subject to the due diligence reports will not be impacted on by the
proposed works due to design changes and are therefore not addressed in this 75W
Modification (5) report.

2.1 Site Inspection Details

The due diligence inspections were carried out by Angela Besant or Taryn Gooley
(archaeologists) and representatives of the BCEP RAPs between October 2014 and June
2015. No sites have been impacted under this process. Multiple AHIMS searches were
conducted for the proposed areas of impact due to changes in design plans. The AHIMS
Search results can be seen in Appendix A.

The due diligence reports associated with areas relevant to the Modification can be seen in
Appendix B; note that there are certain elements that have been inspected on multiple
occasions due to design changes. The due diligence reports have not been changed to
reflect subsequent adjustments and remain in the format submitted to Boggabri Coal at the
time writing. Iltems which are no longer relevant to this Modification are therefore featured in
the attached due diligence reports.

A total of eight archaeological sites were identified within the proposed areas of impact (Iltem
1 and Item 2) during the due diligence inspections. The sites located include six isolated
finds (1- 2 artefacts), and three scatters of 5 to 8 artefacts at low density in disturbed
contexts. A summary of the due diligence assessment results and management
recommendations for each of the sites are outlined in section 2.2.1 below.

Table 1 Shows the sites identified during the due diligence assessments which fall within the
proposed footprint of disturbance and may be impacted on by the proposed works.

Figures 2, 3 and 4 show the proposed works for the 75W Modification (5).
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Table 1 Sites Located during Due Diligence Assessments located within the proposed footprint

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

PL 1/14 Bellevue Outside 120 artefacts | Salvage  within

pipeline impact zone.

PL 2/14 (BA1) | Bellevue Outside IF Avoid

powerline &
access
PL 3/14 (BA2) | Bellevue Outside IF Avoid
powerline &
access
PL 4/14 (BA3) | Bellevue Outside IF Salvage
powerline &
access
PL 5/14 (BA4 | Bellevue Outside 2 artefacts Salvage
&BAD5) powerline &
access

PL 6/14 Merriown Outside Salvage

pipeline to
Victoria Park

PL 7/14 Victoria Park | Outside IF Avoided - bore

bore relocated

PL 8/14 Roma pipeline Outside 8 artefacts (3 | Salvage  within

on road, 5 |impactzone

on pipeline | Area of PAD will
route). Area | not be impacted.
of PAD

PL 9/14 Cooboobindi Outside 5 artefacts Salvage

access

12



Figure 2 Item 1 — Proposed Roma Bore Hole and Pipeline
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Figure 3 Item 2 — Cooboobindi Bore Hole, Pipeline, and Power Line
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2.1.1 Field Inspection Results

2.1.1.1 Item 1 - Roma Borehole and Pipeline

The Roma bore and pipeline has been subject to three separate due diligence assessments
(Details in Appendix B2 - B4). An open site of 8 artefacts (PL8/14) was located and an area
of PAD identified. The artefacts and area outside the PAD has been disturbed by agricultural
activity including ploughing and the construction of Warner's Road. A further three isolated
artefacts (PL1/15, PL2/15, and PL3/15) were identified on the access track connecting the
Roma bore hole to Warner’s Road (Figures 4 and 5).

The proposed impact footprint for Item 1 is contained within highly disturbed contexts as
outlined in the due diligence assessments. The area of PAD identified within site PL8/14 will
not be impacted on by the proposed works.

It has been recommended that should the 75W project boundary realignment be approved,
the revised boundary be incorporated into the CHMP. Where sites cannot be avoided the
appropriate salvage methodology will be applied (Table 2).

For images taken during the due diligence inspections for Item 1 refer to Plates 1-7

2.1.1.2 Item 2 - Cooboobindi Bore Hole, Pipeline, Power Line and Access

Three due diligence inspections have been conducted over the proposed Cooboobindi Bore
Hole, Pipeline, Power line and Access (details in Appendix B1, B2, and B4). A disperse
scatter of 5 artefacts (PL9/14) was located on the access to ‘Cooboobindi’ from Therrebri
Road on the 16™ October, 2014 (Figures 4 and 6). The artefacts were found on an unformed
track over 35 metres. The track displayed cracks from shrink /swell clay soils. A small
artefact scatter consisting of two artefacts was identified on the 9" June 2015 within the
recently ploughed field approximately 120m to the south east of PL9/14. The entire area
surveyed has been highly disturbed by farming activities such as ploughing, and the
construction of contour banks and drainage systems. Water wash within this area is also a
major issue.

The proposed impact footprint for Item 2 is contained within highly disturbed contexts as
outlined in the due diligence assessments.

For images taken during the due diligence inspections for Item 2 refer to Plates 8-11

It has been recommended that should the 75W project boundary realignment be approved,
the revised boundary be incorporated into the CHMP. Where sites cannot be avoided the
appropriate salvage methodology will be applied (Table 2).

15



Figure 4 Area Surveyed during Due Diligence Inspections and Archaeological Sites Identified.
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Figure 5 Item 1 — Roma Bore Hole, Pipeline and Access, Area Surveyed During Due Diligence Inspections and Sites Identified.
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Figure 6 Iltem 2 — Cooboobindi Bore Hole, Pipeline, Power Line and Access, Area Surveyed During Due Diligence Inspections and Sites Identified.
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Plate 1 Access Track at Roma Bore hole and Pipeline Facing West Toward Cooboobindi

Plate 2 Access Track at Roma Bore Hole and Pipeline Facing Eats toward Warner’s Road
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Plate 3 Roma Bore Hole Facing North Showing Impact of Most Recent Ploughing

Plate 4 Roma Bore Hole and Pipeline Inspection Area Facing NE
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Plate 5 Roma Bore Hole and Pipeline Inspection Area Facing South

Plate 6 Remnant River Terrace at Roma Facing NE Showing Stones Churned Up During Ploughing
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Plate 7 Roma Bore Hole and Pipeline Impact Area Facing North (Taken October 2014)

Plate 8 Cooboobindi Facing South West from Bore Hole Location Showing Approximate Alignment of
Power Line and Access Track in Foreground.
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Plate 9 Cooboobindi Facing South West Toward PL9/14 and PL4/15 showing disturbance from ploughing,
construction of drainage systems, and water runoff patterns.

Plate 10 Previous Ground Disturbance at Cooboobindi from farming activities.
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Plate 11 Cooboobindi view north toward proposed pipeline route.

2.1.1.3 Item 3 - Victoria Park Bore and Pipeline

As with the Roma and Cooboobindi bores, Victoria Park requires an nearby small monitoring
bore, a pipeline to deliver water to a Boggabri Coal dam and a powerline.

Victoria Park bore, pipeline and powerline were inspected in October, 2014. The current
proposal varies slightly in the placement of the powerline route. It is considered, however,
that the 2014 field inspection gave sufficient landscape sample on which to assess the
potential for Aboriginal relics in the new route without the need for another site inspection
(see Figures 7& 8).

The field data from the inspection can be seen in Appendix B2.

On the basis of field inspection and consultation with the RAPs it was recommended that
Boggabri Coal:

1. Avoid sites where possible.

2. Once the 75W application is approved amend the CHMP to include the revised

project boundary.

3. Apply the CHMP to the management of the sites.
The placement of the Victoria Park bore was amended to avoid the isolated find located in
that area (PL7/14).

The northern end of the pipeline will impact on two sites, an area marked as sensitive
associated with NV56 which is disturbed by livestock and clearing and contains naturally
outcropping cobbles likely to be a raw material source for stone artefacts (shaded area north
end pipeline Figure 7). An additional disperse scatter of 8 artefacts over 50m was recorded
to the south of the NV56 on exposures created by stock and vehicle disturbance. The
potential for subsurface deposits is considered negligible.
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Figure 7 Route surveyed in 2014 with amended powerline route. Note T5 and T6 no longer required
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Figure 8 Victoria Park actual route - blue pipeline, red power, green access
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2.1.1.4 Item 4 - Bellevue Bore, Powerline and Pipeline

This pipeline, bore and powerline were inspected in January 2014 under due diligence. One
artefact scatter PL1/14 was identified (details in Appendix B5).

The site PL 1/14 comprises 120 artefacts scattered over an area of 175m x 30m. The
artefact positions have been recorded by Trimble and can be accurately re-located. The
area had good visibility at 60 % due to the dry conditions. The location is disturbed by
farming activities as evident in a very rough surface from previous ploughing and pugging by
cattle in the heavy soils. The soils were cracked from the dry conditions. The artefact
assemblage includes; 17 flakes, 7 broken flakes, 4 flaked pieces, 6 cores and a grinding
pad. The raw materials include silcrete, IMT and chalcedony which is consistent with other
sites in the area. There is no potential archaeological deposit associated with the site due to
the impact of agricultural activities (Appendix B5).

A corridor around the site and within the pipeline corridor has been mapped to allow the
pipeline to be lain on the surface with no impact to objects. If the pipeline requires burial the
artefacts should be salvaged. There is no potential for sub-surface deposits. Figure 4 in
Appendix B5, shows the route through the site which will minimise the requirement for
salvage

The recommendations of the Due Diligence report include the laying of the pipe on the
surface to avoid impact on any objects. Should the project modification be approved, the
revised boundary will be incorporated into the CHMP and the site managed in accordance
with that document.

In addition artefacts were located on the access track and powerline route between Bellevue
and the Daisymede bore (Appendix B5). This access route is no longer required and the
artefacts can remain in-situ.

Figure 9 below shows the location of the Bellevue infrastructure.

2.1.1.5 Item 5 — Heathcliff Bore and Auxiliary Infrastructure

The pipeline and bore infrastructure were inspected by RAPs in 2014. No artefacts were
located. This general area on the floodplain of the Namoi River was subject to grader
scrapes in 2013 and no artefacts located. It is not considered a sensitive landscape in terms
of potential for Aboriginal objects.
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Plate 12 Field inspection Bellevue pipeline

Plate 13 Inspection Victoria Park pipeline
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Figure 9 Location Heathcliff, Cooboobindi, Roma and Bellevue
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3 Scientific Values & Significance Assessment

3.1 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.

3.2 Scientific Significance Assessment & Management Recommendations

3.2.1 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. The artefacts were located on
low amplitude sandy rises, remnant creek terraces, or clayey soils subject to shrink swell
cycles. In all cases the proposed development is confined to previously disturbed areas
such as drainage channels, access roads or heavily disturbed paddocks.

The sites 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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3.2.2 Cultural Significance
The cultural significance of the sites should be advised by the Registered Aboriginal Parties

and community members. Numerous RAPs have been involved in the site inspections and
discussions in the field and at ASCF indicate that implementation of the CHMP is an
appropriate management strategy.

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 the RAPS for comment (23" October 2014). One response was received from
the GTC to the draft Modification. There have been minor amendments to the proposal
subsequently. The modifications to the project were discussed with RAPs at the ASCF on
the 15" April 2015. A draft of this report has been provided to RAPs for comment.

3.2.2.1 Response to issues raised

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 which included the general bore and pipeline locations was
undertaken on the 28" November, 2014.

The GTC expressed concern regarding the potential for bores to intercept megafauna
remains. This concern was researched and the resultant information provided to the RAPs
on the site inspection. The results of the assessment of the bores potential to impact on
megafauna remains was found to be low as explained in the extract from the information
provided below:

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.

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 presence of potential Pleistocene river terraces within close proximity to the proposed
75W Modification (5) Project Boundary indicates that there is a moderate chance of the
discovery of Pleistocene archaeological deposits.

The landscape associated with the potential Pleistocene river terraces however, does not

reflect the landscape features associated with the two Megafauna sites located within North
western NSW.
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The migration of the Namoi River across the Namoi Flood Plain, indicates that the likelihood
of the survival of Megafauna remains is low.

The type of works proposed by Boggabri Coal Pty Ltd within this area, are 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 boring of the water bores is a very small sample and it is unlikely
that the core holes will be large enough to intercept Megafauna remains. As the bores do not
produce a core sample — rather a slurry, it is unlikely that Megafauna bones would be
identifiable in the bore spoil.

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) and whilst not supporting any expansion to the project boundary, did generally
agree with application of the CHMP methodology for site management to the revised project
boundary should Mod 5 be approved (Appendix E & F).

3.3 Aboriginal Cultural Heritage

The proposed bores and pipelines and associated access tracks will impact on some of the
sites recorded during the due diligence assessments. The sites 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.

4 Recommendations

It is recommended that if the Modification 5 is 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 1 in Section 2 details the sites identified during the due diligence inspections and the
management recommendations for each site.
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Appendix A - AHIMS Search
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Appendix A1 -BCP Pipeline and bore sites
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Appendix A2 - Bellevue Powerline and Access
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Appendix A3 - Victoria Park and Cooboobindi Bores, powerlines
and pipelines and Revised bore location Roma and Victoria Park
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Appendix B - Due Diligence Reports

All figures, plates, and tables within the due diligence reports retain the original
numbering allocated when submitted to BCPL.

Appendix B1 - BCP Pipeline and bore sites
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Appendix B2 - Victoria Park and Cooboobindi Bores, powerlines and
pipelines
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Appendix B3 - Revised bore location Roma and Victoria Park
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Appendix B4 - Revised Due Diligence Inspection for Power line, Pipeline and Bore
Hole sites — at Roma and Cooboobindi.
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Appendix B5 - Bellevue Due Diligence Report
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PO Box 98

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

ABN 70 110 716 080

19" February 2014

Due Diligence Inspection BCP Pipeline and Bore sites

Re: Due Diligence Aboriginal Archaeological Assessment of the Proposed Pipeline and Borehole Sites

Boggabri Coal Idemitsu Australia Pty Ltd propose to build a pipeline to connect bores to an existing
dam. The pipeline will be on the surface and is 90mm & 160mm in diameter. The bores have a
footprint of 5x5 metres. The pipeline is located outside the Boggabri Coal project boundary
therefore is not covered by the Boggabri Coal 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 and bore locations with RAPs from the Boggabri Coal stakeholder list.

The due diligence assessment included a site inspection by Insite Heritage Pty Ltd (archaeologists,
Angela Besant and Rob Tickle) and Aboriginal stakeholder representatives (Cyril Sampson, George
Sampson, Wayne Griffiths and Sonny Fitzroy).

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

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

The construction of the bores will disturb the ground in an area of 5m x 5m. The pipeline will be
placed on the ground and crossings constructed of imported material.

Step 2 a) Are there any relevant confirmed site records or other associated landscape feature on
AHIMS

A search of the Aboriginal Heritage Information Management System (AHIMS) was undertaken for
the subject site in order to identify if there are any previously recorded Aboriginal archaeological
sites within the project area. No sites have been recorded in the area (see attachments 1 &2).

Step 2 b) Are there any landscape features that are likely to indicate presence of Aboriginal objects.
There are no landscape features, however historically there may have been gilgais in the area that
have been obscured by ploughing and grazing. The pipeline is located on a plain.

Step 3. Can harm to Aboriginal object listed on AHIMS or identified by other sources of information
and /or can the carrying out of the activity at the relevant landscape features be avoided.

The pipeline route is constrained by the boundary of land excised from the biodiversity offset land.
As the pipeline is located on the surface and disturbance will be minimal there is the potential to
avoid impact on specific objects.

Step 4. Does a desktop assessment and visual inspection confirm that there are Aboriginal objects?
The site inspection located an open scatter in the route of the pipeline. The site extends beyond the
corridor excised for the pipeline from the biodiversity offset lands (Figure 1).

The site comprises 17 flakes, 7 broken flakes, 4 flaked pieces, 6 cores and a grinding pad.
Management Recommendations
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It is recommended that Boggabri Coal undertake the following:

1.

Investigate the potential for the pipeline to run through the site without impacting on any
Aboriginal objects,

Apply for an AHIP to move the objects from the pipeline route and place them in the
biodiversity offset area. This will require a time frame of 3-4 months, a renewed consultation
process and an Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Assessment Report.

Modify the boundary of the excised area to allow the pipeline to go around the site.

Place supports for the pipeline between artefacts and suspend the pipe a few centimetres
above the site.

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

Regards,
Insite Heritage Pty Ltd

Angela Besant
Archaeologist
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Figure 1 The boundaries of the site located on the route.

96



Attachment 1 — AIMS search result.
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Appendix C — Registered Aboriginal Stakeholder Comments
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Appendix D — Consultation Log
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Table 2 Consultation Log 75W

Date

Action

RAP

Organisation

Response

10/10/2014

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

George Sampson

Cacatua
Cultural
Consultants

Reg Talbott

Wayne Griffiths

Bigundi
Biame
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

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 Griffiths

T&G

102




Cultural
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
Wunga-Li
Traditional
Veronica Talbott (Dolly) Owners
Cyril Sampson
Sonny Fitzroy
Nathan Slater (NO CURRENT CONTACT No current
DETAILS) address
Michael Trindall
Mr Jason Wilson (NO CURRENT CONTACT
DETAILS)
Elli Lewis
Cultural
Heritage
Patricia Hands Consultants
Cacatua
Cultural
George Sampson Consultants No
Reg Talbott Yes
Bigundi
Biame
Traditional
Wayne Griffiths People Yes
Called RAP's Gomilaroi
to see if they Cultural Phone out of
14/10/2014 | could attend | Aaron Talbott Consultants service
ASCF on the Gunida
16/10/14 Gunyah
Aboriginal
Jane Bender Corporation No
Gloria Foley Yes
BB
Lloyd Matthews Consultants No answer
Deslee
Talbott No answer, left
Deslee Matthews Consultant message
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Will try to

Min Min make it, but
Aboriginal works most of
Gwen Griffen Corporation | the morning.
Ngurrambaa
Gunidjaa
Traditional
Leonard Talbott Owners No response
Dave Horton
Red Chief will be
Toni Comber LALC attending
TNL Site
Troy Silver Trackers No answer
Gomeroi
Namoi
Traditional
Steve Talbott Owners No
White
Michael Long Cockatoo No answer
Ronald Long No answer
T&G
Cultural No answer, left
Tony & Greg Griffiths Consultants message
Will be sending
a REP. Should
be a paid
meeting
because it is
discussing
Methodology.
Will contact

Chase Dingle to

Cindy Foley discuss.
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.
Wunga-Li Unnacceptable,
Traditional need to give
Veronica Talbott (Dolly) Owners people time to
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get off work/
travel. Wants
more info on
75w mod. Will
call Angela
Besant to
discuss.

Cyril Sampson

No answer

Sonny Fitzroy

Yes

Nathan Slater (NO CURRENT CONTACT

Phone out of

DETAILS) service
Michael Trindall No
Mr Jason Wilson (NO CURRENT CONTACT Phone out of
DETAILS) service
Elli Lewis
Cultural
Heritage No contact
Patricia Hands Consultants details
Angela
apologised for
the short
Dolly Talbot notice, it is an
Called Angela extraordinary
Besant RE: meeting.
16/10/2014 Short notice Discussed the
of ASCF 75W
16/10/2014 application,
Will send her
information
Veronica Talbott and minutes
Extraordinary
ASCF held
16/10/2014 Gunnedah
PCYC Attendance sheet attached below
Mail out Cacatua
further Cultural
information George Sampson Consultants
RE: 75W and | Reg Talbott
request for Bigundi
information Biame
RE: any Traditional
23/10/2014 cultural Wayne Griffiths Peop'le '
values. Gomilaroi
Minutes Cultural
from the Aaron Talbott Consultants
meeting on Gunida
the 23rd Gunyah
October, Aboriginal
2014 also Jane Bender Corporation
mailed out.

Gloria Foley
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Invitation to
the next
ASCF 18th
November
2014 and
agenda also
mailed.

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 Griffiths

T&G
Cultural
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
Wunga-Li
Traditional
Veronica Talbott (Dolly) (Email Only) Owners
Cyril Sampson
Sonny Fitzroy
Nathan Slater (NO CURRENT CONTACT
DETAILS)
Michael Trindall
Mr Jason Wilson (NO CURRENT CONTACT
DETAILS)
Elli Lewis
Patricia Hands Cultural
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Heritage
Consultants

Meeting with
Gomeroi
Traditional
Custodians
held at
17/11/2014 | RCLALC Gomeroi Traditional Custodians
BCPL ASCF
held at
18/11/2014 | RCLALC Attendance sheet attached below
Cacatua
Cultural
George Sampson Consultants
Gomilaroi
Cultural
Aaron Talbott Consultants
Gunida
Letter was
t to those Gunyah
>€n Jane Bender (Gunida Gunyah Aboriginal Aboriginal
RAPs who . .
had not Corporation) Corporation
attended a Gloria Foley —

. Min Min
meeting or .
made Aboriginal
comment on Gwen Griffen (Min Min) Corporation
the previous Ngu.rrz?rmbaa
75W Mod Gunidjaa
information Traditional
requesting a Leonard Talbott Owne'rs
response by TNL Site
the 28th Troy Silver Trackers

19/11/2014 Gomeroi
November, :
2014 and Namoi
offering any Traditional
further Steve Talbott Owners
information White
required. Michael Long Cockatoo
emailed to Ronald Long
those RAPs T&G
with emails Cultural
and express Tony & Greg Griffiths Consultants
posted to Cindy Foley
those RAPs Shannon Draper
who do not Brian Draper
have emails .

Scott Talbott

Craig Trindall
Craig Trindall Consulting
Les Field LJ Culture
James Foley

Wunga-Li
Veronica Talbott (Dolly) Traditional
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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

The
following
RAP's were
not sent the | Reg Talbott
above listed Bigundi
letter as they Biame
attended the Traditional
Meetings Wayne Griffiths People
and were BB
advised of Lloyd Matthews Consultants
the Deslee
extension Talbott
date and Deslee Matthews Consultant
offered any Red Chief
further Toni Comber LALC
information Gomery
they. Cultural
required. David Horton Consultants
Cyril Sampson
Cacatua
Cultural
George Sampson Consultants
Reg Talbott
Bigundi
Biame
Invitation to Traditional
stakeholders | Wayne Griffiths People
to attend Gomilaroi
13/03/2015 | April ASCF on Cultural
the Aaron Talbott Consultants
15.04.2015 Gunida
at PCYC Gunyah
Aboriginal

Jane Bender

Corporation

Gloria Foley

Lloyd Matthews

BB
Consultants

Deslee Matthews

Deslee
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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 Griffiths

T&G
Cultural
Consultants

Cindy Foley

Shannon Draper

David Horton

Gomery
Cultural
Consultants

Brian Draper

Scott Talbott

Craig Trindall
Craig Trindall Consulting
Les Field U Culture
James Foley
Wunga-Li
Traditional
Veronica Talbott (Dolly) Owners
Cyril Sampson
Sonny Fitzroy
Nathan Slater (NO CURRENT CONTACT No current
DETAILS) address
Michael Trindall
Mr Jason Wilson (NO CURRENT CONTACT
DETAILS)
Elli Lewis
Cultural
Heritage

Patricia Hands

Consultants

15/04/2015

ASCF
Meeting Held

Attended by
Michael Long
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at the Aaron Talbott

Gunnedah George Sampson

PCYC Sonny Fitzroy
Samuel Cameron
Lloyd Matthews
James Thomas
Greg Griffiths
Natasha Talbott
Shaun Davis
Gloria Foley
Brian Draper
Leeann Foley
Marjorie Talbott
Cyril Sampson
Cindy Foley
Tyan Silver
‘cacatuadservice@tpg.com.au’;
tagomilaroi@hotmail.com;
tammy@gunidagunyah.com.au;
minminaboriginalcorporation@yahoo.com.au;
ceo@redchieflalc.com.au; steve talbott

Draft Mod 5 | (talbo.minda@hotmail.com); michael long

report sent (whitecockatool@hotmail.com); Brian Draper

to RAPS (briandraper0013@gmail.com);

closing date | scott.talbott80@hotmail.com; Craig Trindall

15/06/2015 for (trindallconsulting@gmail.com); Dolly Talbott
comments (nanagoanna@yahoo.com.au);

10" July jacquieshort@live.com;

2015 kyle trindall@hotmail.com
lifield@hotmail.com;
skitzoozzy@hotmail.com
'wayneG@winanga-Li.org.au'

By mail to Lloyd Matthews, Dick Talbott, Cyril
Sampson, Gloria, James and Cindy Foley
Close for
comments —
10/07/2015 no
comments
received.
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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)
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Copy of Email Invitation to ASCF Meeting 16/10/2014
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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)
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ASCF Meeting Invitation 18/11/2014 (Mailed/emailed 23/10/2014)
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ASCF Meeting Agenda 18/11/2014 (Mailed/Emailed 23/10/2014)
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Meeting Minutes 16/10/2014 (Mailed/Emailed 23/10/2014)
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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.
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Express Post Record of ASCF (18/11/2014) Invitation, Meeting Agenda, Previous Meeting
Minutes (16/10/2014), and Request for comment on 75W Modification.
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Correspondence 23/10/2014 (Gomeroi Traditional Custodians)

Elders Meeting Invitation 17/11/2014
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Elders Meeting Draft Agenda
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Email Invitation to GTC 23/10/2014
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Correspondence 19/11/2014

Notification of Extension of Review Period for 75W Modification

138



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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Correspondence 13/03/2015

Invitation to ASCF 15/04/2015 — Sent By Boggabri Coal
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ASCF 15/04/2015 Meeting Agenda
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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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Meeting Attendance Sheet 16/10/2014
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GTC Meeting Minutes 17/11/2014
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Meeting Attendance Sheet 17/11/2014
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ASCF Meeting Minutes 18/11/2014
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Meeting Attendance Sheet 18/11/2014
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Meeting Minutes 15/04/2015

162



BOGGABRI COAL

Aboriginal Stakeholder Communtiy Forum

15 April 2015 10.00am

Gunnedah PCYC, View St Gunnedah

Hamish Russell

As per sign on sheet plus Daniel Martin, Jan Green, Angela Besant , Lynne
MacKellar

Gwen Griffen

TBA
MEETING OBJECTIVES
1 To provide an avenue for continued consultation on an ongoing regular basis and

provide a forum for raising issues by stakeholders or Boggabri Coal.

2 Discuss agenda items.

3

4

5

6

ITEM AGENDA/DISCUSSION ITEMS
1. Welcome to Country — Cyril Sampson (CS)
2. Introductions — Hamish Russell (HR), Dr Jan Green (JG), Angela Besant (AB), Daniel
Martin (DM) and Lynne MacKellar (LM).

3 Meeting Rules — HR discussed meeting rules
4, Review previous ASCF minutes - Hamish Russell(HR) discussed previous minutes
5 Selection of meeting venue- Hamish Russell (HR) PCYC was chosen because attendance

numbers were down for meetings held at the Red Chief LALC. The increase in RAP
attendance today will enable Boggabri Coal to increase the effectiveness of
consultation. Thank you to all for your attendance.

6 Overview of the 2015 Tree Clearing Program — Angela Besant (AB) ran through tree
clearing program. James Thomas (JT) asked what the target clearing will be. Hamish
Russell {(HR) replied that the target is 160 hectares with about 120 hectares cleared to
date.

Angela Besant (AB) said she is keeping a spread sheet to monitor the hours worked
This will be continued through to next round of tree clearing. All are roughly 25 hours
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James Thomas (JT) -asked for boundary maps to be supplied. Hamish Russell (HR)
replied that all the maps are on our website as well as all copies available at the land
council.

Angela Besant (AB) - said there have been 218 artefacts found on the surface and 44
found in the subsurface.

James Thomas (JT) -asked what has become of thunder eggs.

Marjorie Talbott (MT) — commented that there were thunder eggs.

Angela Besant (AB) — asked the group if anyone had found any and various replied “not
personally”.

Angela Besant (AB) — Said the ecologists are now marking with tape all the trees that
are even suspected to be a scar tree. This is working well for all concerned.

The 2015 tree clearing work has shown that the the most sensitive areas seem to be
closer to the drainage lines, and these areas may be better addressed prior to the tree
clearing program 2016.

Greg Griffiths (GG) — how are the trees reviewed and who decides if they are a scar
tree.

Angela Besant (AB) — Trees are reviewed by the archaeologist and discussed with the
RAPs present. Where there is uncertainty the next roster group also inspect the tree
and their opinion sought.

CCC Recruitment — Hamish Russell (HR) — We are required to have a CCC recruitment
program so that we have representatives at meetings to provide contact with the
community. Ads have been placed in this week’s editions of the Namoi Valley
Independent and North West Courier. Applications close 30" April 2015.

Scar Tree Management — Hamish Russell (HR) — We have 5 scar trees — 3 in the core
shed and 2 still in situ. Intentions are to relocate in the short term to a suitable area,
possibly in the rehab area or the biodiversity area.

Cindy Foley (CF) —said they can’t go back because they will deteriorate in the weather.
Hamish Russell (HR) — said that is what was previously requested by former senior
RAPs.

Michael Long (ML) - said they need to be preserved, in a location accessible for children
to learn about their culture.

Cindy Foley (CF) wants to table that at the previous time when a keeping place was
offered, there was conflict between RAPs and it was declined. Can the scar trees be
treated and kept in a building to protect them.

Hamish Russell — BC are now going to put a keeping place back on the agenda.

How many scar trees do we have to retain?

Michael Long (ML) said the keeping place has to be close to country.

James Thomas (JT) asked if BC could treat the trees before they were removed.

Greg Griffiths (GG) — asked if keeping place artefacts are selected, can the rest of the
artefacts be returned to original finding place.

Hamish Russell (HR) — We will undertake to preserve the trees and put a keeping place
back on the agenda.

Angela Besant (AB) — The RAPs are representatives of the people and it is their role to
pass on information between the mine and the community.

Cyril Sampson (CS) — mentioned a book that has been written containing a lot of
cultural information regarding plant resources.

Hamish Russell (HR) ~ Details in the book could be considered for inclusion in the
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management plan.

Michael Long (ML) — There is a need for the correct people to be involved in deciding if
trees are potetnailly cultural or not. Not everyone has the correct training amongst the
RAPs to decide.

9 Updating of the CHMP —
Angela Besant (AB) — It is now time to update the CHMP as the mine has progressed
from the construction phase to the operational phase. This update will require a
review of our processes and methodologies.
Cindy Foley (CF) - can we add that we need to salvage a certain type of tree to the
CHMP?
Greg Griffiths (GG) - Cultural heritage values- can they be taken into consideration in
the CHMP.
Hamish Russell (HR) - yes we have an obligation to do that and now is the time to come
up with these processes and procedures.
Cindy Foley (CF) — Asked that RAPs be involved in replanting and revegetation.
Dick Talbott (DT) - Commented that not all mine approvals list all endangered species
and that we don’t know which plants are endangered and we should consult with them
Hamish Russell (HR) - We have flora and fauna assessments done and we will consider
the use of RAPs to undertake tree planting and fencing works.

10 Approval and Modification 4 and the Proposed Modification 5 - The Mod 4 of the
project approval has been approved.

Modification 5 is under development. This Mod proposes to install groundwater bores.
The bore plan is similar to that included in the draft Mod 4 and then removed from that
Mod. The bore plan has been discussed at a spectial meeting (16/10/2014) and the
November ASCF. Once finalised the current bore plan and Mod 5 report will be
circulated to RAPs as a draft for comment.

11. Mine Operations Plan 2015-2019 — The plan for the next 5 years includes — amount of
disturbance by the progression of the pit, and rehabilitation.

Cindy Foley (CF) requested a copy of the plan.
Hamish Russell (HR) — All the plans can be found on our website as well as at the land
council,

12 Artefact Display — A time and location for the proposed artefact display was requested
and the preferred option was to be in school holidays. No location was agreed however
it was discussed the last one was successfully held at the PCYC.

Greg Griffiths (GG) — asked if they can have supporting documentation that the RAPs
have participated in the collection of the artefacts.

13 AHIMs listings on Boggabri Coal owned land — Hamish Russell (HR) — Requested that
Boggabri Coal be told about any sites that have been or are being registered as a
courtesy as there is the possibility they could be missed as we are only obliged to check
the register once every 12 months.

Cindy Foley (CF) — Requested that any RAPs coming to site should only be Kamilaroi
people.

Angela Besant (AB) — We are not in the position to decide who is off country, that is a
matter for the community. Under the CHMP we have a minimum of 2 RAPs in the field
so it is unlikely that a person from off country is making decisions in isolation. The
average is 6 RAPs.

Greg Griffiths (GG) — Anyone can register a site with AHIMs and was worried if some
listings miss representing their culture as once it is registered it does not come off. It is
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also possible to register any doubts with any registered site

14 Environmental monitoring - numerous environmental aspects are monitored regularly
No exceedences have been experienced recently.

15 Biodiversity Offset Property — (HR) Approvals are available online.
Cindy Foley (CF) requested if RAPs are involved with the choosing of the Biodiversity
Offset Property and wants to sit down with the ecologists and let them know what to
look for when choosing land.
Jan Green (JG) — Ecologists look for habitat land as well as land with critically
endangered species.

16. Other Business — Leeann Foley (LF) asked who pays for the medicals needed for
induction. (HR) Payment for medicals is to be covered by RAPs.
Natasha Talbott (NT) asked what is happening with random drug testing. Hamish
Russell (HR) replied it’s random.
Angela Besant (AB) — Next week is split roster and the country to be checked is very
rough. It is proposed that this roster not be used and instead use the 3 people with the
least hours to inspect the area, as a single vehicle is enough for the scale of the job.

Form: 1105 Wednesday, 15 April 2015 Page 4 of 4



A
EcEm

BOGGABRI COAL

Boggabri Coal ASCF Meeting 15" April 2015
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