Boggabri Coal Mine Independent Environmental Audit, August 2017 — Audit Action Plan

Reference Recommendation Proposed Action

Target Completion Date

Requirement Compliance Key Findings (reported by exception)

Project Approval 09 0182
At any stage of the project, except for the noise-affect land
identified in Condition 3 as being within the Project’s 35
dB(A) contour, the Proponent shall ensure that operational There was a missed noise monitoring event in December 2015 which
noise generated by the project does not exceed the criteria is non - compliant.
in Table 3 at any residence on privately-owned land. Non- BCOPL does not propose any actions in ]
) . . . . . . . . A completion date has not been
S3.5 o L Compliance 2014 AEMR - Noise non - compliance for night time noise level at No recommendations response to this non-compliance. The nominated as no action is proposed
Table 3: Noise impact assessment criteria dB(A) — (Low Risk) Goonbri property on 11 September 2014. This was attributable to issue has already been rectified. Proposed.
maximum at any stage of project life_ i heavy vehicles and a soft mine hum. Actions were taken relating to this
Location Day Evening Night non-compliance at the site of the audit (‘Goonbri’ is now mine-owned).
(LAengerlod)) (LAeq(perlod)) (LAengerlod))
All privately- 40 40 40
owned land
The Proponent shall: a) Evidenqe of sound power screening testing. Evidence of actions
(a) ensure that: proposed in the AEMR's to reduce noise. For example: _
e all new trucks, dozers, drills and excavators Komatsu 930E-4 haul trucks - It was sqggested to install an engine
purchased for use on the site after the date of this emvaglcu g?g Egi?;f;g;‘gg;i;syﬁem as afirst stage treatment and
Zgg;\zv;;z;amgmm&oned as noise suppressed (or Itis notc_ed that in the 2014 AEMR, that attenuated plant noise _ '
« all equipment an& noise control measures deliver Non— mon!torlng found the sound power Ievels_ of BCM'’s doz_ers to generally _ BCOPL does r)ot propose any actions in A completion date has not been
S3.9 sound power levels that are equal to or better than Compllqnce be higher than the Ie_vels recommended in the EA an_d is therefore a No recommendations response to this non—compll_a_nce. The nominated as no action is proposed
the sound power levels identified in the EA and that (Low Risk) no_n-conformapce. S'lnce 20_14 'there has been a continued program for issue has already been rectified. '
correspond to best practice or the application of best noise a'tttenua'tlon, with _monltorlng results'f'or sounq power Ievgls of
available technology economically achievable: plants improving following the use of additional noise attenuation.
. . ' Evidence of implementation of noise attenuation following the
* where reas_on_able a_nd feasible, |_mprove_ments are recommendation of sound power testing reports. As the noise
made to existing noise suppression equipment as attenuation program is continuing and appears to be proving effective
technologies become available... there are no further recommendations relating to noise attenuation.
SentineX-real-time monitoring-daily monitoring data provided to key 1. Further liaison with the DPE BCOPL will continue to proactively
BOCPL staff and contractors via email. Evidence of triggers for real regarding approval of the June manage noise impacts in line with the
time noise monitoring outlined in the Noise MP. Minimal evidence 2017 version of the Noise approved Noise Management Plan.
The Proponent shall: provided for reviewing/changing operations based on real-time noise Management Plan. BCOPL will implement the
(b) operate a comprehensive noise management system monitoring results (implementation of triggers). The approved Noise 2. Implementation of the real time recommendation. 1 16 February 2018
on site that uses a combination of predictive Non- Management Plan (January 2016) provides some detail on real - time monitoring program and recording 2. BCOPL will implement the 2' 16 Februar)); 2018
S3.12 meteorological forecasting and real-time noise monitoring Compliance noise monitoring. Additional detail is provided in the unapproved Noise of reviewing/changing operations in recommendation. 3' A completion date has not been
’ data to guide the day to day planning of mining operations (Low Risk) Management Plan (June 2017) which is currently with the DPE. site documentation (including OCE 3. All previous AEMRs/Annual Reviews ' nominated as no action is
and the implementation of both proactive and reactive Section 5.3 and 6.2 of the June 2017 Noise Management Plan outlines reports). have been prepared to the d
noise mitigation measures to ensure compliance with the this information relating to trigger, action and response. It should be 3. Additional information should be satisfaction of DPE. BCOPL will proposea.
relevant conditions of this approval... noted that the site has had minimal noise complaints and is generally provided in the AEMR relating to continue to prepare AEMRs/Annual
compliant with attended monitoring during the audit period. Real-time activities for reviewing/changing Reviews in accordance with the
monitors are installed and working, but record keeping could be operations based on real time noise Annual Review Guideline (DPE,
improved regarding changes in response to noise alarms. monitoring. 2015) and to the satisfaction of DPE.
BCOPL will continue to proactively
manage noise impacts in line with the
The Proponent shall prepare and implement a Noise approved NO'SQ Management Plan.
Management Plan for the project to the satisfaction of the 1. BCOPL wﬂ(ljw;w_plement the
Secretary. This plan must: Noise monitoring - non compliant relating to the implementation of the 2 geéoorgr[]er_]“ a '0?‘ tth 1. 16 February 2018
(f) include a monitoring program that: Non- real-time noise monitoring program (sub condition f). Minimal evidence | As per Schedule 3 Condition 12 ’ recommc\;vrlldg?iopnemen € 2. 16 February 2018
S3.13 e uses a combination of real time and supplementary Compliance provided for reviewing/changing operations based on real-time noise recommendation for the implementation 3 All previous AEM'Rs/AnnuaI Reviews 3. A completion date has not been
attended monitoring to evaluate the performance of (Low Risk) monitoring results (implementation of triggers). of real-time noise. ’ havpe been prepared to the nominated as no action is
the project, . . . satisfaction of DPE. BCOPL will proposed.
e adequately supports the p_roactlve and reactive noise continue to prepare AEMRs/Annual
management system on site... Reviews in accordance with the
Annual Review Guideline (DPE,
2015) and to the satisfaction of DPE.
The day of the week that blasting is ) . )
The Proponent shall only carry out blasting on the site undertaken should be recorded in the En %%%eiusiﬁéerees(:grﬁ%:r?ga\a’(')"nmt
S3.16 between 9 am and 5 pm Monday to Saturday inclusive. No Compliant blasting logs. The current log only Recording‘the date and time is a.dequate A completion date has not been
’ blasting is allowed on Sundays, public holidays, or at any records date and time, not day. No for complying with the requirements of this nominated as no action is proposed.
other time without the written approval of the Secretary. blasting is allowed on Sundays unless condition
there is approval from the Secretary. )
The Proponent shall prepare and implement a Blast Sec_tion 7 of t_he_BIast Management Plan | BCOPL does not propose to implement
Management Plan for the project to the satisfaction of the outlines monitoring. The Blast the recommendation. The auditor found
. . Management Plan does not outline when | BCOPL to be compliant with the condition. .
S3.22 Se?é?tgéiéﬁgs tﬁf%rggssa res that would be implemented Compliant meteorological conditions are favourable | The criteria for favourable/unfavourable ﬁo(;?y:gtlzgoegiagzzﬁg nn_(;t b:)er; sed
to ensure: P to blast and when pondit_ions are not _meteorologjcal conditions are documented ! lonIs prop '
. best management practice is being employed: and favourable. There is obviously a process | in the blasting procedure referred to by the
' to review meteorological conditions that auditor.
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e compliance with the relevant conditions of this
approval;

(f) include a specific blast fume management protocol to

demonstrate how emissions will be minimised including

risk management strategies if blast fumes are generated;

the Blast Co-ordinators and BCOPL
enact during a blast, with there being no
blasting activities until conditions are
met. This additional detail should be
added to the Blast Management Plan.

BCOPL operates in accordance with the
approved Blast Management Plan.
Documenting these criteria in the Blast
Management Plan would require an
unnecessary revision to the Blast
Management Plan.

Except for the air quality affected land in Table 7, the
Proponent shall ensure that particulate matter emissions

2015

A total of 54 of the required 66 sampling events occurred over the
reporting period. Data was not collected from Merriown HVAS on 5
January, 2015 due to the unavailability of HVAS filter replacements,
and between 10 March and 9 May, 2015 as a result of the resident
who occupied the property vacating the premises and disconnecting

BCOPL disagree’s with the auditor's
finding that this issue constitutes a non-
compliance. The condition does not
specify the required number of sampling

53.27* generated by the project do not exceed the criteria listed in Corr,:lglina;nce the electricity. No recommendations events. Nonetheless, the issue has been A completion date has not been
’ Table 9, Table 10 and Table 11 at any residence on (Low Risk) According to the 2015 AEMR 'Electricity has been reconnected at rectified, and no actions are proposed. nominated as no action is proposed.
privately-owned land or on more than 25 percent of any Merriown and will be maintained throughout future monitoring periods. BCOPL asserts that this non-compliance
privately-owned land. A monitoring technician has been engaged to undertake the required applies only to condition M2.2 of
monitoring, thereby minimising the risk of future non-compliances'. EPL12407,under which the required
2014 frequency of monitoring is specified.
No recordings of PM10 occurred on the 18, 24 and 30 December
2014, due to the unavailability of HVAS filter replacements.
: - . 1. The PM 2.5 monitor will be operated
2nd Greanhouse Gat Management Plan fo e projectfo L Once the AQGHGMP is approved, | following nstallation.
the satisfaction of the Secretary. This plan must: msta_ll and operate the PM2.5 2. BCOPL will review the triggers m_the
monitor. AQGHGMP and BTM Complex Air
N : . . . 2. Ensure there are consistent triggers Quality Management Strategy during
e o T g betucen e BCOPLAQGHGVP | th next reision o cach doeument
from weather conditions and specific mining activities; . . . - and the BTM Air Quality Any |ncon§|steng|es will b?. corrected.
(h) includes a Leard Forest Mining Precinct Air Quality There is a difference _between the trl_ggers/response within the Management Strgtegy_. _ 3. BCOPL will continue to utlllsg 1. 16 April 2018
Management Strategy that has been prepared in AQGI_—|GMP (Appendix E) and the Air Quality Management Strategy 3. Further cons_ul_tatlon with an air suitability qua||f|_ed and ex_penence_d 2. 16 July 2018
consultation with other coal mines in the Precinct to _ (Section 4.7 ar)d date_d May 2017) f0( the BTM Complex. The quallty_spemall_st a_nd @he EPA personnel to refine the Trigger Action 3' 16 July 2018
S3.31(e) minimise the cumulative air quality impacts of all mines Compliant AQGHGMP Triggers in Table 11.3 still state 'E)_(ample', and are of a regardlng the finalisation of the Response Plan in the AQG_HGMP. 4' A completion date has not been
within the Precinct. that includes: .. greater level of detail compared to the Air Quality Management_ _ Tr!gger Action Respons_(_a Plan. Any revisions to _the plan will be _made ' nominated as no action is
e  procedures fo’r identifying and apportioning the Strategy. It should_ be noted that Table 11.3 of the AQGHGMP is a little Triggers should be_ justifiable and in ac_cordance with the (_:onsultatlon proposed
sourcels and contribution/s to cumulative air impacts vague and confusing. based on kn0\_Nn S|t(_a_dust Ievel_s._ requirements of the project appr(_)val. :
for both mines and other sources, using the air quality 4. Ensure there |s_add|t|onal dgtall in 4.  All previous AEMRs/Annual Reviews
and meteorological monitoring nétwork and the AEMR re_latln_g to rt_eal - time haye begn prepared to the '
appropriate investigative tools such as modelling of dust monitoring, including details of satlsfactlon of DPE. BCOPL will
post incident plume dispersion, dual synchronised when condltlor_ls were changed cont_lnue _to prepare AEMRs/AnnuaI
monitors and chemical metho d’s of source bgsed on monitoring data and Reviews in gccordgncg with the
apportionment triggers. Annual Review Guideline (DPE,
s 2015) and to the satisfaction of DPE.
(b) a Surface Water Management Plan, which includes: Field Improvements: .
1. Improvements required for
e adetailed description of the water management clean/dirty water mapagement n
system on site, including the: the area aroqnld the ‘clean water
-7 clean water diversion systems; Implementation diversion drain’. Pursue options for
- erosion and sediment controls (dirty water o Currently clean water is being captured in a dam (road built g_nsun_ng thart] clean Wsltgrp _
system); across) and clean water from a large section of the catchment V\IIV?rSI?\)/l?S shown OtnPI ’ :.n ith
- mine water management systems including does not leave site. This is not as per the Water Management ha er anagemeg an, & Igg WIII 1. BCOPL will implement the
irrigation areas; Plan (July 2017 - unapproved) and the MOP. SLR understands whatis conl_structe on site ?n ? recommendation.
- discharge limits in accordance with EPL this dam was only built recently in the month prior to the site visit ?heceslsegy |08n((:jeialie In piace tor 2. BCOPL will engage a suitably
requirements; however the site is not licenced to collect water from this dam, coenzt?ltuatli%r;l. wirt]heo?/e(renment qualified and experienced individual 1. 16 April 2018
- water storages; with the original design to divert the clean water around the site. ncies as re ui?ed to inspect SD11 and, if required, 2. 16 April 2018
- haul road and Boggabri Rail Spur Line and e  Field inspection noted the incorrect clean/dirty water management 2 as%ell = ad'ace?]t to r:;\il load out based on the outcomes of that 3. 16 April 2018
bridge flood and water diversions; Non- in the area around the ‘clean water diversion drain’. Currently ’ Rillin acrciss dam. Pineline has. inspection, undertake rectification 4. A completion date has not been
S3.38(b) e performance criteria for the following, including trigger Compliance clean water is being captured in a dam (road built across) and causgd erosion and if%ot treated works to the dam. nominated as no action is
levels for investigating any potentially adverse (Low Risk) clean water from a large section of the catchment does not leave 3. BCOPL will implement the proposed.

impacts associated with the project:

- the water management system;

- soils within the irrigation area;

- downstream surface water quality;

- downstream flooding impacts, including flood
impacts due to the construction and operation of
the Boggabri Rail Spur Line and rail bridge; and

- stream and riparian vegetation health, including
the Namoi River;

. a program to monitor:

- the effectiveness of the water management
system;

- soils within the irrigation area; and

site.

. Rilling and erosion of dam and pipeline at SD11.

. No evidence of stream and riparian monitoring as per the 2014
Surface Water Management Plan (approved) and 2017 Surface
Water Management Plan (unapproved - Section 6.3). The
commitment from the 2017 Water Management Plan states
BCOPL will monitor stream and riparian condition of Nagero
Creek and the Namoi River at permanent monitoring locations to
identify the potential for impacts to stream and riparian condition.

could affect dam integrity.
Recommend moving pipeline
location closer to the water or
additional rocks placed around the
eroded area to reduce erosion.

3. Completion of monitoring for
stream and riparian monitoring for
Nagero Creek and the Namoi River
as per the Water Management
Plan.

Administrative Improvements:

4. Tarrawonga Drainage Area -
protocol. Develop a protocol to
review the capacity of SD6 if the

recommendation

4. BCOPL will continue to manage the
capacity of SD6 in accordance with
the approved Surface Water
Management Plan.

5. These observations are noted.

5. A completion date has not been
nominated as no action is
proposed.
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- surface water flows and quality in the
watercourses that could be affected by the
project;

- downstream flooding impacts; and

e aplanto respond to any exceedances of the
performance criteria, and mitigate and/or offset any
adverse surface water impacts of the project;...

Tarrawonga drain is close to
discharging (Tarrawonga drain
flows to SD6). BCOPL should
obtain samples of surface water
when water enters the Boggabri
site from the Tarrawonga Drainage
Area.

Section 3.6 of the Surface Water
Management Plan outlines baseline
data for the Namoi River. This data
is from 2008 to 2012, with
additional date to be added for the
next update. This has not been
updated in the 2017 update.

(c) a Groundwater Management Plan, which includes:

e the monitoring and testing requirements specified in
the PAC recommendations for groundwater
management as set out in Appendix 6;

e  aprogram to monitor and assess:

- groundwater inflows to the open cut mining
operations;
- the seepage/leachate from water storages,

Implementation
e  There were occasions during the audit period where monitoring

~ interconnectity between the alluvial and was unable to be undertaken at some groundwater locations. Further liaison with DPI Water " Db Water for relevant cencing |
bedrock aquifers; Non- mese WerefouttILned ig the EPIt_t;Ar}nuaI Re_:urni.' lud regarding licencing of bores. matters. 1 16 April 2018
S3.38(c) - background changes in groundwater Compliance . € reason for thése bores not being monitored inciude Updates to the Water Management | 2. Any changes to surface water ’ pri
ield/quality against mine-induced changes; (Low Risk) monitoring bore casing damaged due to ground movement, Plan if required for most up to date monitoring locations will be captured 2. 16 April 2018
- %/he irr(1q actg ofgthe roject on: e preventing a pump or bailer from being placed in the bore to monitoring locations in the next revision of the
op regional chji local kincluding alluvial) ot_Jtain a groundwater s_ample. SLR understands additional bores ’ Groundwater Management Plan.
aquifers; will be installed (following approval from the DPI Water) to offset
o groundwater supply of potentially the loss of bores.
affected landowners;
o aquifers potentially affected by the
mine irrigation area;
o groundwater dependent ecosystems
(including potential impacts on stygo-
fauna) and riparian vegetation...
The Proponent shall prepare and implement an Aboriginal
Heritage Conservation Strategy for the project
and the Biodiversity Offset Strategy areas to the . .
satisfaction of the Secretary. This Strategy must enhance éH(.:S Section 1.1 states that the NSW Department of Planning and A copy of the DP&E letter of BCOPL will not implement the
d conserve the Aboriginal cultural heritage values (both . nvironment (DP&E) has app.m"ed the appomtmen't_of Dr Andrew appointment dated 20 January 2016 recommendation as it is not a requirement | A completion date has not been

S3.55(a) an 9 - ge va Compliant Sneddon and Dr Matthew Whincop as suitably qualified and . : - . . . o
cultural and arché_ieologlcal) and provide for their experienced persons. A letter from DP&E dated 20 January 2016 should be provided as an appendix to of the condition and w_|II not improve the nominated as no action is proposed.
I(c;?% ;e;;rrr; ;?;?é?jctt;;g S?:br;e(l]rlljaaglyi?i?;gtr.](;l'gipsetrri:tnecggdmust. confirms the approval of this appointment. the AHCS. management system in any way.
person/s whose appointment has been endorsed by the
Secretary;

An explanation of why the AHCS
submission deadline was not met
The AHCS has not been submitted for approval and the draft gfe nwsrilgtge\:vgtrjglftgr)r?wﬂlltlmiante d
document is currently undergoing review by the NSW Office of should be included in AIYIC?S
Environmental and Heritage (OEH). The 2014 audit states that an Section 1.2 along with an
extension was granted for the development of the AHCS until the 30 su ortin' documentatiorilas 1. BCOPL will not implement the
June 2014. Email correspondence from RPS representative Tessa pporting recommendations as they will not
Boer-Mah dated 28 April 2014 was provided. The email requests in af:rinndm:st éﬁ.sg;é:‘e/tster/s formally improve the system in any way. The
principle support for an additional time extension from OEH Igdealll gea)((:h olint ra)i'sed by RAPS AHCS was approved by the 1. A completion date has not been
(b) be prepared in consultation with OEH, the local representative Phil Purcell on the basis that Aboriginal representatives OEH )::nd othsr mines duriny the ’ Secretary on 10 November 2017. nominated as no action is
Aboriginal community and other mines within the Leard had requested additional time to consider AHCS documentation. An consultation process would %e 2. BCOPL will not implement the proposed.

S3.55(b) Forest Mining Precinct, and submitted to the Secretary for Not verified email from Phil Purcell dated 30 April 2014 provides in principle tabulated alona with a description recommendation as it is not a 2. A completion date has not been
approval within 18 months from the date of project support for the time extension, but no evidence is provided to show of the res onsg outlinin thep requirement of the condition and will nominated as no action is
approval; that the time extension was formally granted by OEH. actions taﬁen or justifyir?g inaction not improve the management system proposed.

AHCS Section 1.2 and 8 outlines the consultation process with ; . ’ in any way. 3. 16 April 2018
Aboriginal stakeholders, OEH and other mines. This could be incorporated as an 3. The suggestions are noted and will

There is no clear outline or summary of the feedback provided by
Registered Aboriginal Parties (RAPs), OEH and other mines,
when/how that feedback was provided, and how this feedback was
incorporated into the AHCS.

AHCS Section 8.2 outlines how ongoing consultation will occur.

appendix to the AHCS.

Some suggestions for improvement
to the ongoing consultation process
are to describe the consultation
processes for: review of minutes;
decision making; managing
stakeholder input/feedback;
responsibilities and obligations of

be considered during the next review
of the AHCS.
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parties; and triggering
additional/extraordinary meetings.

The Proponent shall prepare and implement a Heritage
Management Plan for the project to the satisfaction of the
Secretary. This plan must:

The CHMP was developed in consultation with RAPs and OEH
(Section 2 and Appendix G); however, there is no clear outline of the
feedback provided by RAPs and OEH, when/how feedback was
provided, and how this feedback was incorporated into the CHMP.

1. Ideally, each point raised by RAPs
and OEH during the consultation
process would be tabulated along
with a description of the response
outlining the actions taken to justify
inaction. This could be incorporated
as an appendix to the CHMP.

1. BCOPL will not implement the
recommendation as it is not a
requirement of the condition and will
not improve the management system
in any way.

A completion date has not been

S3.56(b) Compliant A letter from OEH dated 7 February 2017 provides several . ! . . o2
(b) be prepared in consultation with the OEH and the local recommendations for strengthening the CHMP (Boggabri ACHMP 2. ;’he OEH recommendations (letter 2. BCOPLwil nqt 'mp"?".‘e“‘ the nominated as no action is proposed.
ot ) ) ) o . ated 7 February 2017) for recommendation as it is not a
Abor!g!nal stal_(eholders (in relation to the management of OEH Comments 20170207.pdf; additional audit docume_nts). T_he strengthening the CHMP should be requirement of the condition and will
Aboriginal heritage values); CHMP was not updated to address these recommendations prior to addressed in subsequent CHMP not improve the management system
approval by DP&E on 13 February 2017. revisions, and a copy of the letter in any way
incorporated as an appendix to the
CHMP.
(c) be submitted to the _Secretary _for ap_proval prior to any A Iet@er from DP&E dated 13 February_ 2017 states that the CHMP A copy of the letter from DP&E dated 13 BCOPL will n(_)t implgment the _ _
$3.56(c) development that may impact heritage items, unless the Compliant Version 7 dated 9 F_ebruary_2017 modified for MODS5 has been B February 2017 should be provided as an recommenc_lr?\tlon as it is not a requirement | A co_mpletlon date h:?\s not been
’ Secretary agrees otherwise; approved (Boggabri Coal Mine - Approval CHMP_2017.pdf; additional aopendix to the CHMP of the condition and will not improve the nominated as no action is proposed.
audit documents). pp ) management system in any way.
e  CHMP Section 2.6 outlines the objectives of the AHCS. Section
2.6.1 states that the AHCS will be implemented following approval
and in consultation with RAPs. The AHCS has not been approved
and the draft document is currently undergoing review by OEH.
(d) include the following for the management of Aboriginal As previously noted, the 2014 audit states that an extension was
heritage: granted for the development of the AHCS until the 30 June 2014.
e adetailed plan for the implementation of the It is not clear why the AHCS was not developed to meet this
approved Aboriginal Heritage Conservation Strategy; deadline, or whether additional extensions have been granted.
e a description of t.he measures that would be . Descr|pt|o'n 'of measures for: ' _ ' 1. Add the “flow chart for site
implemented for: - Aboriginal sites on the site which are located outside of the management” referred to on page
- protecting, monitoring and managing Aboriginal approved disturbance area: Section 3.7 outlines strategies 60 of the CHMP
sites on the site which are outside of the for in situ conservation of these sites by fencing and the 2 Incor : .
. ; . T . porate the suggestions for -
approved disturbance area; management of environmental and blasting impacts. These improvement to ongoing 1. BCOPL will |mplement the
- maintaining and managing reasonable access are considered appropriate and sufficient measures. CHMP consultation with RAPS from the recommendations.
for Aboriginal stakeholders to heritage items on Section 7 outlines the monitoring requirements, although it is 2014 audit, including: describing 2. The sug_gestions are noted and wi_II
the site and within the Biodiversity Offset not clear from the monitoring report provided (June 2017 the propos’ed proces.ses for: be considered during the next review
Strategy areas; Arch Monitoring Report.docx; ID20) whether monitoring is notification for meetings; re\./iew of of the AHCS. 1. 16July 2018
- managing the discovery of any human remains occurring at sites identified outside of the approved mining inutes: review of re OI',tS' decision 3. BCOPL will not implement the 2' 16 July 2018
or previously unidentified Aboriginal objects on . disturbance area. miny V . ports, recommendation as it is not a ' Y <.

S3.56(d) L 2 = : Compliant : . . . making; managing stakeholder . . . 3. A completion date has not been
site, including (in the case of human remains) - Managing the discovery of human remains or previously input/feedback; responsibilities and requirement of the condition and will nominated as no action is
stop work provisions and notification protocols; unidentified Aboriginal objects: CHMP Section 3.4 and 3.5 obligations of p’artieS' and triggering not improve the management system proposed

- ongoing consultation of the local Aboriginal outlines the protocols. The “flow chart for site management” additional/extraordinéry meetings in any way. Furthermore, adding an ’
stakeholders in the conservation and referred to on page 60 does not appear to exist and no 3. An outline of progress being madé outline of progress to the CHMP will
management of Aboriginal cultural heritage both figure reference is provided. This omission was identified in ’ toward the establishment of a long- establish a requirement to continually
on-site and within any Aboriginal heritage the 2014 audit and does not appear to have been rectified. term Keeping Place in consultation update th_e plan to account for any
conse_rvation areaks; ) _ ol OtZerwfifge_, these procedures are considered appropriate with RAPs could be included as an changes in progress.
- ensuring any workers on site receive suitable and sufficient. )
heritage inductions prior to carrying out any - Ongoing consultation with RAPs: CHMP Section 2.6 outlines \?vpi)tzec;‘g:értiottigﬁfrf'\ﬂcl?iriz ?;22'(?b
activities which may disturb Aboriginal sites, and how this will occur through an Aboriginal Stakeholder RAPs and Fr)esponseg provided y
that suitable records are kept of these Community Forum (ASCF). The suggestions for ’
inductions; improvement from the 2014 audit have not been
e  astrategy for the storage and management of any incorporated.
heritage items salvaged on site, both during the e  CHMP Section 4.4 outlines the procedure for the storage and
project and long term; management of salvaged heritage items. The CHMP states that a
sub-committee is under formation that will determine the location
of a long-term Keeping Place. However, an outline of progress
being made toward the establishment of a long-term Keeping
Place in consultation with RAPs is not provided.
(e) include the following for the management of historic CHMP inclusions for the management of historic heritage: 1. An archival recording report for the BCOPL will implement the
heritage: e A plan for the implementation of mitigation and management ’ igoery at Dais medge 3?5 required recommendations, with the exception of
e adetailed plan for the implementation of mitigation measures for historic heritage items identified to be impacted is Fogfglﬁly the CHI\XP requiremer?ts those related to the piggery at Daisymede
_and m_anag_e_ment measures for historic h_erltage p_rowded in S(_ectlon 5.1. One item was |dent|f|_ed fo_r impact: the 2. Section 5.3.1 should be updated to 3. _ _ 1. A completion date has not been
items identified to be impacted by the project, in piggery at Daisymede 3. Few details are provided in the CHMP. state that the Daisymede 3 piggery The piggery at Daisymede 3 was nominated as no action is proposed
particular proposed consultation, archival recording, The item was assessed as having low local significance and the is within the impact area demolished as part of the Boggabri Coal > 16 Julvy 2018 '
S3.56(e) research and archaeological investigations to be Not verified CHMP Section 5.3.1 states that the item was demolished and that p ' Expansion Project. It is therefore not ' Y

undertaken for the locally significant Heathcliffe
residence prior to and during any disturbance;

e adetailed plan for management measures for
maintaining or enhancing the heritage values of
heritage items on project-related land which are
outside of the approved disturbance area,;

archival recording was done by Insite Heritage in 2014. Some
additional details are provided in the monitoring report
(Monitoring_V1_030614: ID13). This report was reviewed and
does not fulfil the requirements of an archival photographic
recording report as outlined in NSW Heritage Office (2006)
Photographic Recording of Heritage Items Using Film or Digital

3. Evidence should be provided to
show that maintenance of historic
heritage buildings is being
undertaken in accordance with the
Heritage Office maintenance
series.

possible to prepare another archival
recording report. Furthermore, prior to
demolition of the piggery, BCOPL
engaged a suitably qualified archaeologist
to prepare an archival recording of the
site. The archival recording report titled

3. 16 April 2019
4. 16 July 2018
5. 16 April 2019




Reference Recommendation

Requirement

Compliance Key Findings (reported by exception) Proposed Action Target Completion Date

Capture. Section 5.3.1 states that the Daisymede 3 piggery is 4.

outside of the impact area, which is incorrect.

- managing the discovery of human remains or e  CHMP Section 5.2 outlines the maintenance to be undertaken for
previously unidentified heritage items on site; historic heritage buildings and states that this maintenance will be | 5.
and undertaken in accordance with the Heritage Office maintenance

- ensuring workers on site receive suitable series. However, no evidence has been provided that these
heritage inductions prior to carrying out any buildings are being monitored or maintained as stated. The
development on site, and that suitable records CHMP Section 5.1 states that direct impacts to the Heathcliffe

A timeline for the completion of
archival recording for The Rock Inn
& Cemetery should be provided.
Evidence should be provided to
show that the plan for the
management/mitigation for historic
sites outside of the disturbance
area (Section 5.3.5) is being

‘Monitoring_V1_030614: ID13’ was
prepared to meet BCOPL's obligations for
an archival recording report. There is no
requirement within the Project Approval
conditions or Statement of Commitments
to prepare the archival recording report
following the NSW Heritage Office (2006)
guideline titled ‘Photographic Recording of

e adescription of the measures that would be
implemented for:

are kept of these inductions.

residence have been avoided. Section 5.3.2 states that archival
recording of Heathcliffe residence has been completed, but this
report has not been provided. Although not required unless
impacts are identified, an archival recording report would provide
a baseline condition assessment of Heathcliffe residence. Section
5.3.4 states that archival recording for a baseline assessment of

The Rock Inn & Cemetery will occur, but no timeline of completion

of the archival recording and report is provided. The CHMP
provides a detailed plan for the management/mitigation for
historic sites outside of the disturbance area in Section 5.3.5.
However, no evidence has been provided to show that this plan is
being implemented for the unassessed heritage assets.

implemented for unassessed
heritage assets.

Heritage Items Using Film or Digital
Capture’.

The Proponent shall prepare and implement an
Archaeological Salvage Program for the project to the

It is apparent that the salvage methodology (CHMP Section 4.2) was
developed in consultation with RAPs (Section 2 and Appendix G);
however, there is no clear outline of the feedback provided by RAPs,
when/how it was provided, and how this feedback was incorporated
into the salvage methodology.

Ideally, each point raised by RAPs and
OEH during the methodology
consultation process would be tabulated

BCOPL will not implement the
recommendation as it is not a requirement

A completion date has not been

$3.57(b) Sa?t?)f%fa“gpeg;g(ej ﬁ,egz,ent;;yngggfvmgt@monéﬂs;n d the Compliant Likewise, consultation with OEH regarding the development of the 2&%%&2 gi;gﬂgtlgﬂeorf Lr:(ejJStsi;fr;/?r:];e of the condition and will not improve the nominated as no action is proposed.
I'c'>.ca| Aboriginal stakeholders; salvage methodolqu is apparent (CHMP Section 2.2). '_I'hls process inaction. This could be incorporated as management system in any way.
could be more outlined, perhaps tabulated with descriptions of each an Appendix to the CHMP or ACHSR
point raised by OEH and the responses provided as an Appendix to ’
the CHMP or ACHSR.
The salvage methodology is outlined in CHMP Section 4. The CHMP or ACHSR should include a
e  Avreview of the salvage program to date is outlined in CHMP | summary of the salvage program staging
Section 3 and stage 1 is reported in the ACHSR. However, and a description of how the staging was
there does not appear to be a summary of the staging or based upon anticipated mine planning.
description of how the staging was based upon anticipated 1. The discrepancy between Section
mine planning. 3.3.1 (which requires monitoring of
. Pre-disturbance monitoring is outlined in CHMP Section sites “within one hundred metres of
3.3.1and 7. There is a discrepancy between Section 3.3.1 proposed works... on a 6 monthly
(which requires monitoring of sites “within one hundred basis or more frequently...”) and
metres of proposed works... on a 6 monthly basis or more Section 7 (which omits the “6
frequently...”) and Section 7 (which omits the “6 monthly monthly basis”) should be clarified
basis”). The archaeological monitoring report (ID20: June and made consistent throughout 1. BCOPL will implement the
2017Arch Monitoring Report.docx) outlines annual the CHMP. recommendation.
. ) . monitoring undertaken at 68 sites in June 2017, including 2. Evidence that the CHMP 2. BCOPL will implement the
() incorporate methodology including: notes and actions required. This demonstrates that site requirement to monitor all sites recommendation.
e sub-surface testing; monitoring is occurring; however, from the information annually (or more frequently for 3. BCOPL will implement the
e staged salvage, based on anticipated mine planning; provided, it is not clear whether the CHMP requirement to those located within 200m or recommendation. 1. 16 July 2018
e  pre-disturbance monitoring; monitor all sites annually (or more frequently for those proposed works) should be 4. BCOPL will implement the 2' 16 July 2018
e  site assessment and reporting protocols; located within 200m or proposed works) is being met. No provided; and evidence (e.g. recommendation. 3' 16 July 2018
. research objectives to inform knowledge of Aboriginal Non- evidence (e.g. program/schedule) has been provided for the program/schedule) should be 5.  BCOPL will implement the 4' 16 July 2018
S3.57(c) occupation; Compliance implementation of the identified actions. provided showing that the actions recommendation. 5' 16 July 2019
o  protection, storage and management of salvaged (Low Risk) e The CHMP Table 1 refers to Section 4.4.4 for site identified during monitoring are 6. BCOPL will not implement the 6- A comxglnletion date has not been

Aboriginal objects;

e  addressing relevant statutory requirements under the
National Parks and Wildlife Act 1974; and

e  proposed long-term plan for protection of salvaged
Aboriginal objects.

assessment and reporting protocols. Section 4.4.4 and 9
outlines the schedule for annual reporting and submission of
the salvage reports to DP&E. Site assessment protocols are
not outlined here, although artefact analysis protocols are
outlined in CHMP Section 4.4.2 and ACHSR Section 6.1.
Research objectives are outlined in CHMP Section 4.4.6 and
updated in ACHSR Section 5. The questions do appear to
be relevant to informing knowledge of Aboriginal occupation;
however, relevance to Aboriginal occupation is not clearly
stated and should be incorporated into each
question/statement. Discussion of the salvage results in
ACHCR Section 7 rarely mentions or discusses Aboriginal
occupation in relation to the research objectives. Aboriginal
occupation should be clearly incorporated into the
discussion of the salvage results. Discussion of Aboriginal
occupation does occur in the ACHSR conclusion, Section 8.
The statutory requirements under the National Parks and
Wildlife Act 1974 (NPW Act) require that the AHIMS
database be updated, including the registration of new sites

being implemented.

3. Site assessment protocols should
be outlined in the CHMP.

4.  The relevance of the research
objectives (CHMP Section 4.4.6;
ACHSR Section 5) to Aboriginal
occupation should be incorporated
into each research
question/statement and into the
ACHSR discussion (Section 7) of
the salvage results.

5. A brief audit of the AHIMS
database versus the mine database
indicates discrepancies (e.g. site
status and location) and it is
recommended that a AHIMS-Mine
Site rectification programme occur
over the following three years, prior
to the next audit, to ensure that

recommendation as it is not a
requirement of the condition and will
not improve the management system
in any way. Furthermore, adding an
outline of progress to the CHMP will
establish a requirement to continually
update the plan to account for any
changes in progress.

nominated as no action is
proposed.
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Key Findings (reported by exception)

Recommendation

Proposed Action

Target Completion Date

and impacts/salvage of known sites. Consistency between
the site status and location data shown on the AHIMS
database and the mine administered site status database
(Site status all sites 28022017.xIsx: ID21) was checked
using a sample of 65 of 275 sites listed on the mine
administered database. The status of 15 sites listed on the
mine database as having undergone salvage were found not
to have been updated on AHIMS. Five of these sites were
listed as ‘ASIR Form Submitted’ on the mine database;
however, the AHIMS site status does not appear to have
been updated. Aboriginal Site Impact Recording (ASIR)
forms for the remaining ten sites do not appear to have been
submitted to AHIMS. The status of three sites (NV37, NV38
and NV39 under AHIMS ID 20-4-207) listed on AHIMS as
having been ‘destroyed’ appears to be incorrect. The mine
database indicates that the sites have only been partially
destroyed, with the scarred tree still in situ. Location
information for two sites differed between the AHIMS
database and mine database: BC48 (AHIMS ID: 20-4-0141)
and BC53 (AHIMS ID: 20-4-0146).

e  An outline of progress being made toward the establishment
of a long-term Keeping Place in consultation with RAPS is
not provided.

these datasets match, which is vital
to ensuring no inadvertent impacts.
6. An outline of progress being made
toward the establishment of a long-
term Keeping Place in consultation
with RAPs should be included as
an Appendix to the CHMP, for
instance, as a table with
descriptions of points raised by
RAPs and responses provided.

Within 12 months of the completion of the Gunnedah
Traffic Study, the Proponent shall provide a report of the
outcomes of this liaison and identify any proposals
recommended by either the Proponent or the Gunnedah
Shire Council towards implementing reasonable and

Administrative

No evidence of report provided to Council. Due to the construction of

The Gunnedah Traffic Study was a report
that focused on the management of traffic
impacts in Gunnedah caused by additional
trains operating on the Werris Creek to
Narrabri rail line as a result of the
Boggabri Coal Mine. BCOPL was able to
provide evidence of Gunnedah Shire
Council having received a copy of the
Gunnedah Traffic Study. Due to personnel
changes within BCOPL and Council,
evidence of any subsequent

A completion date has not been

S3.64 : . . . Non- the overpass in Gunnedabh, traffic impacts from trains in Gunnedah are No recommendations ; o
feasible recommendations, to the satisfaction of the Compliance nedliaible. No further recommendations correspondence was unable to be nominated as no action is proposed.
Secretary. p gligiole. ' provided to the auditor. NSW Roads and
"Note: Maritime Services is currently preparing
Any contribution by the Proponent should be on an the detailed design for a second road over
equitable basis with other coal project rail users." rail bridge in Gunnedah. Once
constructed, this bridge will alleviate the
rail-related traffic impacts in Gunnedah
that drove the requirements of this
condition. Therefore, BCOPL does not
propose any actions in response to this
non-compliance.
The Proponent shall: Recommend a standalone Bushfire BCOPL will not implement the
(a) ensure that the project is suitably equipped to respond No specific Bushfire Management Plan. Commitments in Biodiversity Management Procedure. This would recommendations 2\5 the requirements of
S3.67 to any fires on site; and Compliant Management Plan. Bushfire management is covered within the include the management of surrounding the condition have been sat?sfied and A completion date has not been
’ (b) assist the Rural Fire Service, NSW Forests, emergency P Emergency Response Procedure for Plant or Structural Fire. The site bushland in the event of a bushfire. This there is no iustifiable need for a separate nominated as no action is proposed.
services and National Parks and Wildlife Services as much has water storages which would assist the RFS with firefighting. procedure would cover the site as well Bushfire M:i\na ement Procedure P
as possible if there is a fire in the surrounding area. as offset areas. 9 )
The Proponent shall: . . :
(a) implement all reasonable and feasible measures to Generally waste management has been undertaken well. There are 1 E”j',“re sp|llls 'de(';‘t'f'Ed F’;‘]”“g the |
minimise the waste (including coal reject) generated by the some comments from the site inspection including: gjké;e::)etﬁ:ﬁngrogg,rl:vc;; materia
project; e  Area of hydrocarbon spill near above ground tanks — diesel remediation a?/ea BCOPL will implement the
S3.68 (b) ensure that the waste generated by the project is Compliant unloading area. Noticeable spill and needs to be cleaned. 5 Ensure there are'enou h hose clins recommendatigns 16 April 2018
appropriately stored, handled and disposed of; . Spill near water fill point; ’ in the Iubricant stora egarea P '
(c) monitor and report on the effectiveness of the waste . Oily rags in the general waste bin; : torage : )
s . - . : ) . 3. Continue waste inspections to
mlnlmlsatlon and management measures in the Annual . Hoses in lubricant area hanging down and not being effectively ensure correct waste separation
Review. stored. Ensure all hydrocarbon hoses are stored within clips. )
The Proponent shall rehabilitate the site progressively, that L Se?]rgl?ill(ietg(t)igr?ftr?atlatrhgaettiidbase don
is, as soon as reasonably practicable following e  Evidence of progressive rehabilitation through a review of an o -
. . : DY ) . scientific analysis.
disturbance. All reasonable and feasible measures must aerial photo and rehabilitation outlined in the AEMR. Proposed LA
T S 2. There is criteria within the . .
be taken to minimise the total area exposed for dust rehabilitation in the MOP. Rehabilitation Management Plan The requirements of the condition have
$3.70 generation at any time. Interim rehabilitation strategies Compliant . Field inspection noted rehabilitation from recent to five years plus. relating to rehabilitation being met. BCOPL will not implement the A completion date has not been

shall be employed when areas prone to dust generation
cannot yet be permanently rehabilitated.

Note: It is accepted that some parts of the site that are
progressively rehabilitated may be subject to further
disturbance at some later stage of the development.

Generally rehabilitation was of a good quality and rehabilitation
monitoring is ongoing. Exposed surfaces are kept to a minimum.
Mulched woodchip is spread across some disturbed lands to
reduce dust generation.

within soil criteria 'soil based criteria
within 25% of analogue site values'
for a series of criteria. Recommend
testing of top soil used in
rehabilitation as well as testing of

recommendations as there is no
justification for them.

nominated as no action is proposed.
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Key Findings (reported by exception)
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soil within established rehabilitation
to determine how the soil is
tracking against criteria.

The Proponent shall prepare and implement a
Rehabilitation Management Plan to the satisfaction of

Administrative

b) The Rehabilitation Management Plan was submitted in January
2013, with this being within 6 months of the approval date. Note the
Rehabilitation Management Plan appears to have been submitted to

A copy of the Rehabilitation

The Rehabilitation Management Plan has
been submitted to the DRG (formerly
DRE) on numerous occasions as part of

A completion date has not been

S3.71 DRE. This plan must: Non- the then DP&I (now DPE), instead of the requirement to submit to the Management Plan should be sent to the | the MOP process. The Rehabilitation nominated as no action is proposed
(b) be submitted DRE within 6 months from the date of this Compliance DRG. DRG. Management Plan is an appendix to the prop '
approval; approved 2015-2019 MOP, which was

approved by DRE.
The Proponent shall use its best endeavours to ensure All previous AEMRs/Annual Reviews have
that the agricultural productivity of land that is project Additional detail should be provided in been prep_ared to the satisfaction of DPE. .
: ) o . . . , . ) : BCOPL will continue to prepare A completion date has not been
S3.73 related (including remaining agricultural land on properties Compliant AEMR's summarise the management of agricultural land at BCOPL. the AEMR regarding the management of : ; ) o
: S . : L . 2. AEMRs/Annual Reviews in accordance nominated as no action is proposed.

forming the biodiversity offset area) is maintained or agricultural productivity. . - S
enhanced with the Annual Rev!ew G_mdellne (DPE,

) 2015) and to the satisfaction of DPE.

. . There is no due date on this condition.
The Proponent shall implement the Boggabri Coal )
Housing Commitment identified in the EA, in consultation a) and b) the houses have '.th been constructed. Section .3'6'1 of th?
h f ) . approved SIMP (2013) outlines the proposed process for implementing

with Council, to provide for: . db). This h b leted h
(a) construction of a minimum of 10 dwellings in Boggabri, aCtlogs r?) a;nf h). This has not yelt (_eec?_ comdp ﬁte ﬁ/et' The SIMP Liaison with the DPE and Council m : liai ith th
within a timeframe agreed by Council; . stated that "I t e m°”.'t°”“9 results in |c§1te that the Project was . relating to this condition. Agreement on BCOPL wi . contlnu_e to liaise wit t. e DPE A completion date has not been

S3.75 . s . . . Compliant unreasonably increasing the cost of housing, BCOPL would underwrite and Council regarding the Boggabri Coal . o
(b) construction of a minimum of 20 dwellings in Narrabri, h f f a furth dwelli . bri the best outcome for the area based on ina C . nominated as no action is proposed.
within a timeframe agreed by Council; and the cor;]s_tructlon ofa u_rt er 20 dwr(]e ings ((;‘0 perc;znt in Narral ri the housing strategy. Housing Commitment.

(c) implementation of remaining commitments within the Towns P, 30 perc_:enf in Gunnedah Township, and 10 percent in
) Boggabri Township).
terms of the approved Social Impact Management Plan h ! f . inthe S Secti 2 of
(see condition 77 of Schedule 3) c) There are a series o commitments |n_t e IMP. _ ection 4.15.2 o
the 2016 reports against key SIMP monitoring requirements.
1. The auditor states that the issues
related to SIMP monitoring outlined in
1. Ensure monitoring requirements the 2015 AEMR were rectified in the :

. . relating to the SIMP are completed. 2016 AEMR. BCOPL will continue to LA co_mpleuon date hr?\s n_ot been
The Proponent shall prepare and implement a Social Implementation: ud id f the liai ith v with th S nominated as no action is
Impact Management Plan for the project to the satisfaction X ; ; ; P 2. Include evidence of the liaison wit comply with the monitoring proposed

f the Secretary t the potential i s of th Administrati There are non-compliances in relation to the SIMP monitoring relevant stakeholders as part of the requirements of the SIMP. 2 A letion date h tb

orthe Secretary to manage the potential impacts of the MINISrative: 1 requirements with these outlined in the 2015 AEMR. Note since this SIMP update (copy of consultation | 2. BCOPL will not implement the - Acompletion date has not been

S3.77 project. This plan must: ) . Non- time the issues with SIMP identified in 2015 were rectified in the 2016 letters). recommendation as it is not a nominated as no action is
(h) include a monitoring program, incorporating key Compliance | AEMR. 3 Contin)ue liaison with the Council requirement of the condition and will proposed.
performance indicators and a review and reporting : - . . au 3. A completion date has not been

) : LS - relating to housing commitments as not improve the management system ) o
protocol, including reporting in the annual review. 2 . nominated as no action is
per recommendation in Schedule 3 in any way. roposed
Condition 75. 3. BCOPL will continue to liaise with prop ’
Council regarding the Boggabri Coal
Housing Commitment.
The Proponent shall ensure that the management plans Conditions a) to g) generally covered within management plans. Some | 1. Include additional baseline data in
required under this consent are prepared in accordance plans have limited information relating to specific aspects of this the next update to the Surface
with any relevant guidelines, and include: condition, such as the SIMP (minimal information about contingency Water Management Plan.
(a) detailed baseline data; response). However some of these sub conditions are not relevant to 2. For the next updates of BCOPL will implement the
S5.3 (b) a description of: Compliant some management plans. management plans, ensure a cross recommendatigns 16 April 2018
e the relevant statutory requirements (including any Section 3.6 of the Surface Water Management Plan outlines baseline referencing table is included in all
relevant consent, licence or lease conditions); data for the Namoi River. This data is from 2008 to 2012, with management plans outlining where
e any relevant limits or performance additional data to be added for the next update. This has not been Schedule 5 Condition 3 has been
measures/criteria,;... updated in the 2017 update. addressed.
1. The name of these documents
should be changed to become
Annual Reviews. SLR recommends
using the exact structure of the
The documents are prepared as AEMR's. Although the AEMR's are Annual Review Guidelines in terms
By the end of March each year, the Proponent shall review detailed and cover most of the requirements of this condition they have of sections and headings. All previous AEMRs/Annual Reviews have
the environmental performance of the project for the not been prepared as per the Annual Review Guidelines. The 2014, 2. Additional detail relating to trends. been prepared to the satisfaction of DPE.
S5.4(d) previous calendar year to the satisfaction of the Secretary. Observation 2015 and 2016 AEMR's were reviewed for this audit. ' We recommend some BCOPL will continue to prepare A completion date has not been
) This review must: Observation There are trends associated with groundwater in the graphs/tables and some analysis AEMRSs/Annual Reviews in accordance nominated as no action is proposed.
...(d) identify any trends in the monitoring data over the life AEMR's, however little information relating to longer terms trends for relating to trends over a five year with the Annual Review Guideline (DPE,
of the project... air quality, surface water and noise. period for noise compliance, 2015) and to the satisfaction of DPE.
surface water quality and air
quality.
3. Future Annual Reviews must report
on progress in respect of
rehabilitation completion criteria.
Within 3 months of the submission of: o ' It is acknowledged that BCOPL has been working on updating Review management plans annually as _BCOPL dlsputes'thls audlt'fln_dmg. There
: " . Administrative | management plans for several years for key plans such as the Water . ) is no formal requirement within the .
(a) an annual review under condition 4 above; . part of the Annual Review. Based on this o A completion date has not been
S8.5 (b) an incident report under condition 8 below; Non- Management Plan, Noise Management Plan and the AQGHGMP. review, there may not be a requirement condition to document management plan nominated as no action is proposed
P ’ Compliance These updates have included several versions with the DPE, hence ’ 4 q reviews. All previous AEMRs/Annual prop '

(c) an audit under condition 10 below; and

the 'annual review' component is not triggered.

to 'revise' a plan for resubmission to the

Reviews have been prepared to the
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(d) any modification to the conditions of this approval, the
Proponent shall review the strategies, plans, and
programs required under this approval.

Where this review results in revisions to any such
document, then within 4 weeks of the completion of the
revision, unless the Secretary agrees otherwise, the
revised document must be submitted to the Secretary for
approval.

Some management plans such as Blast Management Plan (no review
between June 2013 and November 2015), SIMP (no review between
November 2013 - June 2016) and Environmental Management
Strategy (no review between November 2012 and September 2012)
exceeded the review timing of a) and c) of this condition.

DPE. Where this is the case, this should
be stated in the Annual Review.

satisfaction of DPE. BCOPL will continue
to prepare AEMRs/Annual Reviews in
accordance with the Annual Review
Guideline (DPE, 2015) and to the
satisfaction of DPE.

The Proponent shall provide regular reporting on the
environmental performance of the project on its website, in

Environmental performance is outlined on the website through

The reporting on the BCOPL website
does not meet the EPA reporting
requirements. The EPA requirements
are a consolidated summary, not
separate reports for different aspects, as
currently prepared by BCOPL. Ensure

Neither the Project Approval nor
Statement of Commitments require

A completion date has not been

S5.9 accordance with the reporting arrangements in any plans Compliant environmental reporting. Including summaries for groundwater, surface ongqing reporting meets th_ese reporting in accordance with EPA’s nominated as no action is proposed
or programs approved under the conditions of this water, dust and noise. requ!rements. EPA Rgport]ng reporting requirements. BCOPL will not prop '
approval. requirements are outlined in the implement the recommendation.

following link:
http://www.epa.nsw.gov.au/resources/lic
ensing/130742regpubpmdata.pdf
Response letter from DPE provided which confirms that a copy of the
Within 3 months of commissioning this audit, or as audit report was received by the department on 21 August 2014. A
otherwise agreed by the Secretary, the Proponent shall Administrative | letter is also provided which gave BCOPL an extension of the BCOPL does not propose any actions in A completion date has not been

S5.11 submit a copy of the audit report to the Secretary, together Non- timeframe for submission of the audit report until 20 August 2014. A No recommendations response to this non-compliance. The nomingted as no action is proposed
with its response to any recommendations contained in the Compliance copy of the action plan is also provided. Very minor admin non- issue has already been rectified. prop '
audit report. compliance with the audit report provided one day later than the

agreed date.
1. The condition does not require the
real-time noise monitoring data to be

The Proponent shall ensure that the noise and air quality avaﬂgble on]me n real-t_|me. It
; . . . . . I requires validated real-time
risk/response matrices required to be developed in the 1. Ensure real-time noise monitoring L .

. : ) . h . . monitoring data to be available
Noise and Air Quality Management Plans and validated is available on the website as real- online. Validated real-time monitorin
real time monitoring data are available online and Non- a) Evidence sighted of real-time air quality monitoring - PM10. No time air is available. i . X 9 .
. . ) h ) ; P . . i - . data is currently available online. A completion date has not been

S5.13 includes: Compliance evidence of real-time noise monitoring available online. 2. Additional information should be - : ; o

) L . o . ; f ; ; ) ; . 2. All previous AEMRs/Annual Reviews nominated as no action is proposed.
(a) timely publication of validated monitoring data in a (Low Risk) b) No evidence online of mine responses. provided in the AEMR regarding have been prepared to the
clearly understandable form; real time noise and air monitoring . °N prep .
; e . . . . ) satisfaction of DPE. BCOPL will
(b) identification of mine operational responses to including responses to triggers. .
- ; continue to prepare AEMRs/Annual
monitoring data and weather forecasts; - . )
Reviews in accordance with the
Annual Review Guideline (DPE,
2015) and to the satisfaction of DPE.
Statement of Commitments
Boggabri Coal commits to using reasonable endeavours to ghe end'é)f YearfS of oplera_tlons 'h:s pasl;sed at trlle S|te|. There has Contlg_ue t%_llalse \év.'t.h Whitehaven BCOPL has complied with the letion date h b
2 reach in good faith an appropriate barrier coal extraction Not Triggered e?}r.] er\]/ ! encedo _coniu tatlg_n witt g’laﬁ es Creeh Coal Mine regarding t .'S.COT ftion tlo _ensur%an_ requirements of this condition and does A comp egon ate has not been d
agreement with Aston by the end of Year 5 of operations. (Wi lite aven) during the audit period, however there is no agreement agreement is in place relating to barrier not consider further actions necessary. nominated as no action is proposed.
yet in place. coal extraction.
BCOPL disputes this audit finding. There
is no formal requirement within the
Boaaabri Coal ‘s Environmental Monitoring Proarams for Review management plans annually as condition or commitment to document
airg%alit water quality. noise and blasting wilI%e Administrative | These key programs have been reviewed however the frequency has part of the Annual Review. Based on this | management plan reviews. All previous
quailty, quality, . : g will . Non- not met the requirements of Schedule 5 Condition 5 of the Project review, there may not be a requirement AEMRs/Annual Reviews have been A completion date has not been
3 reviewed and updated as required, in consultation with the . B I L . . ) o
e Compliance Approval. Several management plans are currently with DPE for to 'revise' a plan for resubmission to the prepared to the satisfaction of DPE. nominated as no action is proposed.
relevant regulators for approval by DP&I as specified in ; | h his is th his shoul 3 :
conditions of Project Approval review and approval. DPE. Where this is the case, this shou d | BCOPL will continue to prepare
' be stated in the Annual Review. AEMRs/Annual Reviews in accordance
with the Annual Review Guideline (DPE,
2015) and to the satisfaction of DPE.
BCOPL disputes this audit finding. There
Boggabri Coal's EMPs will be revised and updated as Review management plans annually as ::so:giii(grrln grl (r:?)?rlerlrrw(ietm?e?ltt \;\gtzg]ctjhrﬁent
required, in consultation W.'t.h the relevant rggulators fqr Administrative | These key programs have been reviewed however the frequency has part of the Annual Review. Based on this | management plan reviews. All previous
approval by DP&I as specified in any conditions of Project - o . h . - .
Non- not met the requirements of Schedule 5 Condition 5 of the Project review, there may not be a requirement AEMRs/Annual Reviews have been A completion date has not been

4 Approval for Surface and Groundwater Management, i | | | v with F revise' a plan f L h : f B o

Flora and Fauna, Rehabilitation and Landscape Compliance Approva. Several management plans are currently with DPE for to 'revise’ a plan for resubmlssm_)n to the prepared to the §at|sfact|on of DPE. nominated as no action is proposed.
S : - review and approval. DPE. Where this is the case, this should | BCOPL will continue to prepare
Management (including Void Management) and Aboriginal b din th | . / | ; ; d
Archaeology and Cultural Heritage Management e stated in the Annual Review. AEMRS Annual Rew_ews in accordance
i with the Annual Review Guideline (DPE,
2015) and to the satisfaction of DPE.
Boggabri Coal will establish a keeping place for the The CHMP states that a sub-committee is under formation that will An outline of progress being made All previous AEMRs/Annual Reviews have
27 purpose of housing salvaged Aboriginal artefacts from the Compliant determine the location of a Keeping Place. However, an outline of toward the establishment of a long-term been prepared to the satisfaction of DPE. A completion date has not been

mine site.

progress being made toward the establishment of a long-term Keeping
Place in consultation with RAPs is not provided.

Keeping Place in consultation with RAPs
should be included as an appendix to

BCOPL will continue to prepare
AEMRs/Annual Reviews in accordance

nominated as no action is proposed.




Reference

Requirement

Compliance

Key Findings (reported by exception)

Recommendation

Proposed Action

Target Completion Date

the CHMP, for instance, as a table with
descriptions of points raised by RAPs
and responses provided.

with the Annual Review Guideline (DPE,
2015) and to the satisfaction of DPE.

Boggabri Coal will undertake archival recordings of the
Daisymede shearing shed and yards, Daisymede piggery

Archival recording of the Daisymede 3 piggery and the Heathcliffe
residence are reported to have occurred, but the archival recording
reports have not been provided. The Daisymede 3 piggery has been
demolished, which is documented in the Monitoring Report: Demolition
of Daisymede Piggery (Monitoring_V1_030614: 1D13). This report

The archival recording report for the

BCOPL will not implement the
recommendation. The piggery at
Daisymede 3 was demolished as part of
the Boggabri Coal Expansion Project. It is
therefore not possible to prepare an
archival recording report. Furthermore,
prior to demolition of the piggery, BCOPL
engaged a suitably qualified archaeologist
to prepare an archival recording of the
site. The archival recording report titled

A completion date has not been

28 . ; . Not verified does not fulfil the requirements of an archival photographic recording Daisymede 3 piggery should be ) L . d ) o
g{]S?prznH:eag:,C:g{oir;?:gtzfrteﬁégznsciteeg”Or to any report as outlined in NSW Heritage (2006) Photographic Recording of provided. '\:Ign:r%rtljnt%_xjé_e?%oc?éél_l’gtiliwgtsions for nominated as no action is proposed.
' Heritage Items Using Film or Digital Capture. Impacts to the Heathcliffe preparef ; gatic
) ) f an archival recording report. There is no
residence have been avoided. There are no planned impacts to the . L )
; - - : requirement within the Project Approval
Daisymede shearing shed and yards and therefore archival recording " f )
of is not required at this time conditions or Stater_nent 0 Co_mmltments
' to prepare the archival recording report
following the NSW Heritage Office (2006)
guideline titled ‘Photographic Recording of
Heritage Items Using Film or Digital
Capture’.
1. The name of these documents
should be changed to become
Annual Reviews. SLR recommends
using the structure of the Annual All previous AEMRs/Annual Reviews have
Boggabri Coal will prepare an Annual Review (which Review Guidelines in terms of been prepared to the satisfaction of DPE. .
. L ) , ) g \ - A completion date has not been
summarises monitoring results and reviews performance) . The AEMR's have been completed, however SLR recommends some sections and headings. BCOPL will continue to prepare . . S
31 L . o Compliant . . " - : : ; nominated as no specific action is
and distribute it to the relevant regulatory authorities and updates in future documentation. 2. Additional detail relating to trends. AEMRs/Annual Reviews in accordance roposed
the Boggabri CCC. Recommend some graphs/tables with the Annual Review Guideline (DPE, prop ’
and some analysis relating to 2015) and to the satisfaction of DPE.
trends over a five year period for
noise compliance, surface water
quality and air quality.
1. Summarise rehabilitation trials in
the future AEMR's/Annual Reviews.
2. Consider developing additional
rehabilitation trials.
Rehabilitation monitoring is being undertaken, with this including a 3. There is criteria within the . .
. ) L L . S o P All previous AEMRs/Annual Reviews have
Boggabri Coal will revise its existing RMP and undertake review of the rehabilitation success criteria. Rehabilitation Management Plan h )
e S . - L - 2 - been prepared to the satisfaction of DPE. .
rehabilitation trials in the development of its topsoil Most recent Rehabilitation Management Plan dated October 2015. relating to rehabilitation being BCOPL will continue o prepare A completion date has not been
34 utilisation strategy and rehabilitation success criteria to the Compliant Evidence of ongoing rehabilitation monitoring against the 2008 within soil criteria 'soil based criteria > 10 prep nominated as no specific action is
: ) e b . . LS ) . . L . .| AEMRs/Annual Reviews in accordance
satisfaction of EPA & DTIRIS-DRE and for approval by rehabilitation trials for species selection. Minimal information relating to within 25% of analogue site values . ) S proposed.
o p ) . - h . o with the Annual Review Guideline (DPE,
DP&lI. trials is outlined in the AEMR. Evidence of fertiliser treatment trials. for a series of criteria. Recommend 2015) and to the satisfaction of DPE
There is evidence of past rehabilitation trials, but minimal recent trials. testing of top soil used in '
rehabilitation as well as testing of
soil within established rehabilitation
to determine how the soil is
tracking against criteria.
CL 368
(a) The lease holder must implement all practicable
measures to prevent and/or minimise any harm to the
environment that may result from the construction,
operation or rehabilitation of any activities under this lease.
(b) For the purposes of this condition: Management measures for the prevention of harm to the natural
(i) environment means components of the earth, including: environment (land, air and water) and man-made environment are
(A) land, air and water, and included in Management Plans prepared for site. These include the
(B) any layer of the atmosphere, and Construction Environmental Management Plan, Air Quality Further investigations and action is
(C) any organic or inorganic matter and any living Environmental Management Plan, Surface Water Management Plan required to ensure that the clean water
organism, and . and Groundwater Management Plan. drain remains a clean water BCOPL will implement the
2 Compliant 19 January 2018

(D) human-made or modified structures and areas, and
includes interacting natural ecosystems that include
components referred to in paragraphs (A)-(C).

(i) harm to the environment includes any direct or indirect
alteration of the environment that has the effect of
degrading the environment and, without limiting the
generality of the above, includes any act or omission that
results in pollution, contributes to the extinction or
degradation of any threatened species, populations or
ecological communities and their habitats and causes

The Surface Water Management Plan is not being adhered to as a
dam has been constructed in a clean water drain that traverses the
northern portion of the project area. Further work is required in this
area, however currently this does not constitute harm to the
environment.

management structure and that erosion
within the drain is managed
appropriately.

recommendation




Reference
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impacts to places, objects and features of significance to
Aboriginal people.

Compliance

Key Findings (reported by exception)

Recommendation

Proposed Action

Target Completion Date

(a) Mining operations must not be carried out otherwise
than in accordance with a Mining Operations Plan (MOP)

The most recent MOP Guidelines (DRE, 2013) are dated September
2013. Although the structure is generally as per the 2013 MOP

The next MOP should remove

BCOPL will implement the

3 which has been approved by the Director-General... Compliant Guidelines, there are still some references in the MOP to the draft references to the 2012 MOP Guidelines recommendation 19 January 2018
o . . . as these are now superseded.
2012 guidelines (including the references section).
(a) The lease holder must lodge Environmental
Management Reports (EMR) with the Director-General
annually or at dates otherwise directed by the Director- 1. Future Annual Reviews must report ' '
General. on Droaress in resnect of All previous AEMRs/Annual Reviews have
(b) The EMR must: In regards to b) ii), the 2014, 2015 and 2016 AEMRs do not report on rehgbil?tation com pletion criteria been prepared to the satisfaction of DPE. A completion date has not been
4 (i) report against compliance with the MOP; Observation progress in respect of rehabilitation completion criteria. 2 Euture AEMRS mL?st be referred' to BCOPL will continue to prepare nomingted as no specific action is
(ii) report on progress in respect of rehabilitation Currently documentation is outlined as AEMR's, not Annual Reviews. ’ . . AEMRs/Annual Reviews in accordance P
. - as Annual Reviews in accordance . . P proposed.
completion criteria; . with the Annual Review Guideline (DPE,
. ) with the October 2015 Annual . 8
(iii) report on the extent of compliance with regulatory Review Guideline 2015) and to the satisfaction of DPE.
requirements; and ’
(iv) have regard to any relevant guidelines adopted by the
Director-General,
EPL 12407
According to the most recent Surface Water Management Plan (2017) SLR notes that an EPL variation has 1. BCOPL will continue to liaise with
P1 Location of Monitoring/discharge points and areas there is no SD2. been lodged to address this issue. DPI Water for relevant licencing
The following points referred to in the table are identified in Non- For the 2016-2017 EPL Annual Return period along sampling was not 1. Further liaison with the DPI Water matters.
P1.3 this licence for the purposes of the monitoring and/or the Compliance undertaken at the following locations: regarding licencing of bores. 2. Any changes to surface water 16 April 2018
setting of limits for discharges of pollutants to water from (Low Risk) IBC 2101 (Poaint 8), IBC 2103 (Point 9), IBC 2104 (Point 10), IBC 2105 | 2. Updates to the Water Management monitoring locations will be captured
the point. (Point 11), IBC 2139 (Point 14), IBC 2114 (Point 15), IBC 2115 (Point Plan if required for most up to date in the next revision of the Surface
16), IBC 2138 (Point 17). monitoring locations. Water Management Plan.
) ) Site specific noise limits were exceeded on several occasions at
Noise Ige!’t‘er,atﬁ? att tbhle Er?mlses must not exceed the Goonbri, Greenhills and Bollol Creek. However, these are not
noise limits in the table below. i i i i i i
! _ _ . considered to be non-compliances by Boggabri Coal Mine for the BCOPL does not propose any actions in ;
131 'Eoca't'.ty and an E"e”'”g E'ght Corr,:lolinance following reasons: Goonbri was subject to acquisition in August 2015 NG recommendations response to this non-compliance as all ﬁoﬁmg:goans%ages h:;f?(?;lgggr? is
: ocation A0G5 Minte) Aea(ls minute) Aeq(15 minute) pla and is now owned by BCOPL. Greenhills and Bollol Creek are owned residences where the exceedences were P
All privately 35 dB(A) 35 dB(A) 35 dB(A) (Low Risk . L ) proposed.
owned by T_arrawonga Coal Mlne._The 35 dB(A) criterion is therefore not recorded are now mine-owned.
residences applicable to these properties and the surveyed noise levels comply
with the EPL.
Licenced activities must be carried out in a competent Generally compliant, with operations carried out in a competent
manner. manner. il | d ith
This includes: There are some comments from the site inspection including: 1 En?ur_e Istplks a;e fhear?ed up, V[;”t
(a) the processing, handling, movement and e Area of hydrocarbon spill near above ground tanks — diesel :g?niz%tiﬁne;reg € hydrocarbon BCOPL will implement the
01.1 storage of materials and substances used to Compliant unloading area. Noticeable spill and needs to be cleaned. ) . 1P 16 April 2018
L ) ) o 2. Ensure there are enough hose clips | recommendations
carry out the activity; and e  Spill near water fill point; . -
. - . . in the lubricant storage area.
(b) the treatment, storage, processing, e  Oily rags in the general waste bin; : ; :
: . : . ) . . 3. Continue waste inspections.
reprocessing, transport and disposal of waste e Hoses in lubricant area hanging down and not being effectively
generated by the activity. stored. Ensure all hydrocarbon hoses are stored within clips.
The quantity of effluent applied to the utilisation area(s)
must not exceed the capacity of the utilisation . . . L BCOPL will not implement the
. - Evidence of results of soil analysis - wastewater application area. . - ) . .
area(s) to effectively utilise the effluent. . . Future analysis should have a small recommendation. Compliance with the A completion date has not been
h Lo . - . Analysis report dated 24 January 2017 by Lanfax Laboratories. Based - . o - . .
04.1 For the purpose of this condition, “effectively utilise Compliant on results provided the quantity of effluent does not exceed the summary comparing results against the condition has been demonstrated and nominated as no specific action is
includes the ability of the soil to absorb the nutrient, salt ults p athe g Y carrying capacity. there is no justification for the proposed.
. . ; . capacity of the utilisation area. .
and hydraulic loads and the applied organic material recommendation.
without causing harm to the environment.
NC for sampling frequency for PM10. Missed events.
2016 - within criteria for DDG, TSP and PM10.
2015 - PM10 monitoring and DDG monitoring within criteria. No TSP
Air Monitoring Requirements monitoring, with a conversion used to assess compliance.
POINT 24,25,26 2014 - DDG and PM10 within criteria.
Pollutant Units of Frequency Sampling For 2015:
_ measure _ Method A total of 54 of the required 66 sampling events occurred over the
Particulates — | Grams per Continuous | AM-19 reporting period. Data was not collected from Merriown HVAS on 5
a‘f‘gg“ed Sg‘f‘i:if:‘:ﬁ"e Non- January, 2015 due to the unavailability of HVAS filter replacements, BCOPL does not propose any actions in A completion date has not been
M2.2 & Compliance and between 10 March and 9 May, 2015 as a result of the resident No recommendations response to this non-compliance. The nominated as no specific action is
POINT 45 (Low Risk) who occupied the property vacating the premises and disconnecting issue has already been rectified. proposed.
Pollutant Units of Frequency Sampling the el(.ac.triCity“ . . Lo
measure Method Electricity has been reconnected at Merriown and will be maintained
PM10 Micrograms Every 6 AM-18 throughout future monitoring periods. A monitoring technician has
per cubic days been engaged to undertake the required monitoring, thereby
metre minimising the risk of future non-compliances.

2014:
No recordings of PM10 occurred on the 18, 24 and 30 December
2014, due to the unavailability of HVAS filter replacements.
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Water and/or Land Monitoring Requirements

POINT 7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18

Pollutant Units of Frequency Sampling
measure Method
Conductivity Microsiemens Special In situ
per centimetre | Frequency
1
Nitrate Milligrams per | Special Grab
litre Frequency sample
_ _ 1 There were occasions during the audit period where monitoring was
Nitrogen (total) | Miligrams per | Special Grab unable to be undertaken at some groundwater locations. These were
lire Tequency sample outlined in the EPL Annual Returns. SLR notes that an EPL variation
Oiland Milligrams per | Special Grab For the 2016 - 2017 EPL AnnuaI_Return period alon_e sampling was not has been lodged to address that _ _ o _
Grease litre Frequency sample undertaken at the following locations - IBC2102 (Point 8), IBC 2013 groundwater bores on EPL are 1. BCOPL will continue to liaise with
1 (Point 9), IBC 2104 (Point 10), IBC 2105 (Point 11), IBC 2139 (Point consistent with operational bores in DPI Water for relevance licencing
pH pH Special In situ Non- 14), IBC 2114 (Point 15), IBC2115 (Point 16), IBC2138 (Point 17). the field FurtherFI)iaison with the matters. A completion date has not been
M2.3 Frequency Compliance The reason for these bores not being monitored include 'monitoring DPI Wafer reqarding licencing of 2. Any changes to surface water nominated as no specific action is
_ 1 (Low Risk) bore casing damaged due to ground movement, preventing a pump or b 9 9 9 monitoring locations will be captured proposed.
Phosphorous | Milligrams per | Special Grab bailer from being placed in the bore to obtain a groundwater sample. Uoréast. to the Water M " in the next revision of the Surface
(total) lire Teq”ency sample SLR understands additional bores will be installed (following approval PI‘.Ja naiferfaqcl)Jire% fo? ﬁrostaunggoe?;g Water Management Plan.
Reactive Milligrams per | Special Grab from the DPI Water) to offset the loss O.f bores. . monitoring locations.
Phosphorous litre Frequency sample The_re was no sam_ple completed at Point 20 (ST9) during parts of the
1 audit period including February, June, September and November
Total Milligrams per | Special Grab 2016.
suspended litre Frequency sample
solids 1
POINT 19,20,36,37,38,39,41,42
Pollutant Units of Frequency Sampling
measure Method
Conductivity Microsiemens Quarterly In situ
per centimetre
pH pH Quarterly In situ
Completed Programs
PRP Description Completed
Date
Particulate Matter Implementation of 15-August- Administrative | PRP for Disturbing and Handling of Overburden under Adverse BCOPL does not propose any actions in A completion date has not been
G2.1 I(:onltrol B?SE.PraCt'Ce garttlculate mattert 2014 Non- Weather Conditions is dated 18 August 2014. This is just outside the No recommendations response to this non-compliance. The nominated as no specific action is
l;?sﬁjr?;:cz ';)Sd_ preascg:;‘?gz?g:ass Compliance required due date of 15 August 2014, therefore admin non-compliance. issue has already been rectified. proposed.
Handling Overburden | the handling of
under Adverse overburden during
Weather Conditions adverse weather.




