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Acronyms and Abbreviations

Acronym Meaning

AHD Australian Height Datum
DES Queensland Department of Environment and Science
EA Environmental Authority
EIS Environmental Impact Statement
EM Plan Environmental Management Plan
EP Act Environmental Protection Act 1994
ERM Environnemental Ressources Management Australia Pty Ltd
LOM Life of Mine
MERFP Act Mineral and Energy Resources (Financial Provisioning) Act 2018
MIA Mine Industrial Area
ML Mining Lease
NCM Newlands Coal Mine
NUMA Non-Use Management Area
PMLU Post-Mining Land Use
PRCP Progressive Rehabilitation and Closure Plan
SKM Sinclair Knight Merz
t Tonnes
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1. Introduction

This document has been prepared by Environmental Resources Management Australia Pty Ltd (ERM)
on behalf of NC Coal Company Pty Ltd. It is intended to be read in support of an Environmental
Authority (EA) Amendment in relation to the existing EA (EPML00817713), which covers various
mining leases (MLs) (refer Section 1.2 for specific details) that form the Newlands Coal Mine (NCM).

A minor EA amendment is sought to address the constraint on the maximum slope angle of 15% for
rehabilitated land disturbed by mining.

A Progressive Rehabilitation and Closure Plan (PRCP) is currently being prepared for the NCM. This
document will outline the final site design and the post-mining land uses (PMLUs). The PRCP proposes
a hybrid land use at NCM that incorporates native vegetation and light grazing.

The intent of the 15% slope angle, as expressed in the EA, is to ensure the land is suitable for grazing.
The minor EA amendment proposed will replace the 15% slope angle requirement with more outcome
focused criteria.

It is intended that the amendment outlined above will; 1) avoid potential inconsistencies that may
arise between the EA and the PRCP, 2) ensure land is utilised to the highest potential, and 3) avoid
unnecessary rework as the site transitions from operation into closure.

This document is to be read in conjunction with the attached documentation:
m  EA Amendment Application Form — Appendix A
m  The current EA (EPML00817713) — Appendix B
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1.1 Site Location

The Newlands Coal Mine is an open cut coal mining operation, located within the Bowen Basin,
approximately 130 km west of Mackay and 30 km north-west of Glenden. There are multiple different
operational areas, including satellite deposits which make up the overall Newlands Coal Mine site
(refer to Figure 1-1).

The operations of the Newlands Coal Mine are in following areas:
m  Newlands Main Deposit Operational Area
m  Eastern Creek Operational Area; and

m  Suttor Creek Operational Area (which includes the Wollombi Pit).
The MLs that form the Newlands Coal Mine are listed in Table 1-1 below.

Mining Operational Areas Mining Lease

Newlands Operational Area ML4748
ML4771
ML4774
ML10176
ML10316
ML10317
ML10322
ML10348
ML10352
ML10361
ML10362

Eastern Creek Operational Area ML4754
ML4755
ML10322
ML10352

Suttor Creek Operational Area ML70460
ML4761
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Figure 1-1 Newlands Coal Mine
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1.1 Approvals History

The NCM has a long history of operations and has been subject to several expansions, modifications
and updates to mining methods and areas over time. There has naturally been a resultant change to
the key approval documentation for each part of the site. A number of key operational expansions
have been progressed for the site to result in the current site operational arrangement and footprint,
as briefly summarised below.

m In 1981, an approval was obtained for the ‘Newlands Steaming Coal Project’, with mining
commencing at the Newlands site in 1983. This saw the development of surface operations
within the Newlands Main Deposit Operational Area.

® In 2000, an EIS for open cut mining in Suttor Creek was approved, with mining commencing at
Suttor Creek in February 2004, developing the Suttor Creek Operational Area.

m  AnEIS was approved in August 2006 for the extension of the Suttor Creek Operational Area into
the western portion known as the Wollombi No. 2 Area. This included development of the
Wollombi Pit. An EIS document was prepared and approved for this assessment, as titled
“Newlands Coal Mine Extension into the Wollombi No.2 Surface Area”.

®  An EA (MIM800257704) was subsequently approved, on 22 March 2007 to authorise the
activities relating to the Wollombi No. 2 Area (within ML 4761), including the Wollombi Pit. At
this time, NCM operated under three separate environmental authorities —

- MIM800098402 (for all of the surface activities); and

- both MIM800257704 (ML10316 and ML10317) and MIM80029404 (ML10322) for the
Northern Underground operations.

B As noted above, MIM800257704 was modified to provide authorisation for the activities
relating to the Wollombi Area (including the Wollombi pit).

®  An EIS was approved in May 2013 for the Newlands Coal Extension Project. The extension
involved extending the Newlands Coal Mine to new mining leases over the Eastern Creek
operations of Newlands Coal Mine.

®  The current / latest version of the EA (EPML00817713) in place was approved by the
Department of Environment and Science (DES) on 2 February 2023.

The NCM has a history of expansion and modification as new information became available for the
site at a variety of project stages. There have been numerous studies and impact assessment
completed at the site to inform and support relevant changes to the site’s environmental approvals.
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1.2 NCM closure stage update

The NCM has transitioned from operations to closure in early 2023.

The movement from the mine from operational to closure phase has substantial implications for the
management of the site. The site team are currently preparing a PRCP for the site, including
rationalising the groundwater monitoring network, updating models for closure and refining
rehabilitation schedules.

In moving from operational to closure phases, the site team have identified a number of potential
inconsistencies between the current description of objectives in the conditions of the EA, and the
milestones being developed as part of the PRCP. The inconsistency around the grazing slope
requirements is the subject of this EA amendment request.
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2. Supporting Evidence of Proposed EA
Amendment

The following section presents the information Glencore and the NCM have gathered to support their
position on the proposed changes to the prescriptive elements of the EA conditions which we are
seeking to amend, as outlined in Section 1.

2.1 Grazing on slopes

Rehabilitation has been completed across approximately 38% of the Newlands site, on a range of
landforms. As the site approaches closure, a number of elements of the site’s rehabilitation are being
refined. This includes the final landform for the former open cut pits which are proposed to have a
hybrid post mining land use (PMLU) which includes most of the rehabilitated land being used for
grazing.

As more detail becomes available closer to the site’s closure, the design of the final landform can be
designed with a higher level of accuracy. The current EA conditions related to land rehabilitation
outlined in Schedule H requires a slope angle of <15% for grazing areas, as well as requirements for
diversity and abundance of groundcover. As the final landform design is being refined, the maximum
15% final slope requirement placing an unnecessary constraint on the productive use of the land
greater than 15%. The slope angle requirements are resulting in a significant amount of rework and
ground disturbance in order to accommodate grazing.

The intention of the rehabilitation requirements outlined in Table H1 is to ensure the final landform is
safe, stable and non-polluting. The maximum slope angle of 15% is considered a protection against
potential stability issues which may be aggravated by grazing. The factors influencing the stability of
the land are multi-faceted, including elements such as the soil type, ground cover, compaction, and
disturbance rate.

As part of the closure planning process for NCM (as well as other sites within the Bowen Basin),
Glencore is entering into a 3-year program with Central Queensland University (CQU) and the
Australian Coal Industry’s Research Program (ACARP). The aim of the research focuses on
understanding how grazing on overburden slopes will affect the stability of the land. The results of
this study will not be available until 2026, however the ongoing research is planned to support current
and future closure outcomes.

The requirement for a 15% maximum slope angle (as outlined in Table H1) instils an unnecessary
constraint to achieving a safe, stable productive landform. Without consideration of other land
stability factors, the slope angle itself will not necessarily lead to a stable landform for grazing. Having
considered the wording included in EAs from surrounding mine sites within the Bowen Basin area,
NCM is requesting a change in the EA completion criteria to be more outcome focused, and more
consistent with other operations in the area.
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3. Proposed Amendment to EPML00817713

The proposed EA Amendment relates to Table H1 which specifies the Rehabilitation Requirements for
land disturbed by mining. The proposed changes affect the rehabilitation objectives, indicators and
completion criteria in Table H1 where the current rehabilitation objective is tied to a maximum slope
of 15%. Importantly, the changes will not affect the rehabilitation goals for each domain/mine feature.

The revised wording proposed in ‘Table H1 — Rehabilitation Requirements’ is intended to be focused
on achieving the rehabilitation goal. The wording is consistent with the wording in Table H1 of other
nearby mine operations.

Note that the wording currently in Table H1 is not a standard condition.

The proposed changes to the wording in Table H1 are shown in red in Table 3-1. The proposed
amendment is as follows:
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Table 3-1: Table H1 — Rehabilitation Requirements, from Schedule H of the EA

Mine Domain Mine Feature Rehabilitati Rehabilitation Objectives Completion Criteria
Name on Goal
Overburden In and out of Long-Term Rehabilitated and in-situ a. Exposure to hazardous i. Evidence of spoil which demonstrates acid rock
pit dumps, Safety landforms are acceptable materials in spoil drainage (ARD) and/or spontaneous combustion risks
roads, open pit safety risk for humans have been managed appropriately.
and ramps, and animals now and in b. Exposure to spontaneous
stripped the foreseeable future combustion materials near ii. Evidence of spoil sodicity assessment and
topsoil, cleared surface management of problem spoils with spoil
area remediation method.
c. Tunnelling of waste rock
dumps with spoil iii. Evidence that rehabilitated land has a rate or erosion
similar to that in the relevant reference sites. The
d. Compliance with applicable relevant reference sites must have similar
rehabilitation procedures chemical and physical characteristics including slope
length as that of the rehabilitated area.
e. Landforms hazards to
people and animals iv. Record of compliance with procedures and
management plan

v. Evidence that risk assessment has been carried out
on long term safety aspects and control measures are
in place to meet agreed requirements.

vi. Evidence that safety issues have been addressed
from physical risks eg. Falls from height, fall on risk
minimised.
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Mine Domain Mine Feature

Name

Rehabilitati
on Goal

Rehabilitation Objectives

Completion Criteria

Non- Water quality solute Table F3 receiving water Water quality within the receiving water contaminant limits during
llutin concentrations met contaminant limits at downstream runoff events.
Po g monitoring points .
I. Note: The above water quality contaminant limits do not apply to
any surface runoff which drains to a residual void.
Stable Slopes and surfaces are a. Engineering design Evidence that stability has improved over time as

geotechnically stable.

Landform with very low
probability of slope
slippage or failure with
serious environmental
consequences.

Landform designs achieve
soil loss rates similar to or
lower than on relevant
reference sites.

Landform design allows
final land use vegetation
establishment.

Vegetation cover
established to minimise
soil loss rates.

b. Erosion rates

c. Downstream impact and
sustaining final land use

d. Slope and drainage
systems that optimise
erosion resistance,
integrity

e. Record of slope failure

f.  Vegetation type and
density

g. Foliage cover

rehabilitation has been established.

ii. Dimensions and frequency of occurrences of erosion
are similar to corresponding relevant reference sites.

iii. Evidence that landform design considers final land
use.

iv. Evidence that foliage cover, vegetation types and

functionality and structural densities in rehabilitated areas are comparable with

relevant reference sites.

v. Leaf litter, humus, depth of growing medium
comparable with relevant reference sites.
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Mine Domain Mine Feature Rehabilitati Rehabilitation Objectives Completion Criteria

Name on Goal

Able to Soil biological, chemical a. Growth media biological, i Evidence that physical, chemical and biological
sustain final | and physical properties chemical and physical properties of the growing media are similar to
land use provide support to components and reference sites
preferred land use ameliorants are present to
allow vegetative cover ii. Evidence of nutrient cycling/accumulation occurs at a
establishment. rate comparable with relevant reference sites (and

based on monitoring/research)

b. The following indicators
are comparable with
relevant reference sites:
organic matter, soil
nutrients, invertebrate
activity, soil texture,
topsoils and growth media
depth, physical and
chemical property limits.

Native ecosystem a. Vegetation contains a i Evidence that the diversity of plant species are
diversity and diversity (trees, shrubs, similar to that of relevant reference sites.
sustainability are herbs, grass) comparable
commensurable within of that or relevant ii. Species in rehabilitated areas show evidence of
the preferred final land reference sites. flowering, viable seed settling, germination and
use emergence.
b. Vegetation communities
have been designed to iii. Evidence of generational succession of trees and
enhance connectivity shrubs apparent in rehabilitated areas.
across site and adjoining
landscape.
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Mine Domain Mine Feature Rehabilitati Rehabilitation Objectives Completion Criteria

Name on Goal

c. Plant recruitment iv. Protective ground cover provided by the litter

material is comparable to that of the relevant

d. Exotic species diversity and reference sites.
abundance

v. Evidence that vegetation is in a condition (i.e.

e. Exotic species dieback of trees, attrition limits, live/healthy trees,
identification and flowers/fruit on trees) comparable to that of the
management relevant reference sites.

f.  Ground layer contains vi. Evidence that native fauna species are present and
protective ground cover consistent with the native habitats established in
and habitat structure. those areas

g. Groundcover diversity
h. Groundcover abundance
i. Ecosystem health

j.  Native fauna species

Established grazing land is |a. Grass species are desirable i Evidence that at least condition B of ‘ABCD grazing
productive and — Perennial, Palatable and land condition framework.” has been achieved.
sustainable Productive

b. Pasture health

c. Land condition
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Mine Domain Mine Feature Rehabilitati Rehabilitation Objectives Completion Criteria
Name on Goal
d. Pasture condition
e. Forage condition
Rejects In and out of Long term Rehabilitated and in-situ a. Exposure to hazardous i Evidence of spoil which demonstrates acid rock
pit reject safety landforms are acceptable materials in spoil drainage (ARD) and/or spontaneous combustion
storage areas / safety risk for humans risks have been managed appropriately
dumps and animals now and in b. Exposure to spontaneous
the foreseeable future combustion materials near ii. Evidence of spoil sodicity assessment and
surface management of problem spoils with spoil
remediation method.
c. Tunnelling of waste rock
dumps spoil iii. Implementation of engineering and capping designs
promoting containment of potential hazardous
d. Compliance with material or contaminated waste material.
rehabilitation procedures
and closure of fines and iv. Evidence that rehabilitated land has a rate of erosion
coarse rejects similar or below that in the relevant reference sites.
emplacements design and The applicable relevant reference sites must have
management plans. similar chemical and physical characteristics including
slope length as that of the rehabilitated area.
e. Landforms hazards to
people and animals v. Record of compliance with procedures and
management plan
vi. Evidence that risk assessment has been carried out
on long term safety aspects and control measures are
in place to meet agreed requirements.
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Rehabilitati Completion Criteria

Rehabilitation Objectives

Mine Domain Mine Feature

Name

on Goal

vii. Evidence that safety issues have been addressed
from physical risks. E.g. Falls from height, fall on risk
minimised.

Non- Water quality solute Table F3 receiving water Water quality within the receiving water contaminant
polluting concentrations met contaminant limits at limits during runoff events.
downstream monitoring points
Note: The above water quality contaminant limits do not
apply to any surface runoff which drains to a residual void.
Stable 1) Slopes and surfaces a. Engineering design. i Evidence that stability has improved over time as

are geo-technically
stable.

2) Landform with very
low probability of
slope slippage or
failure with serious
environmental
consequences.

3) Landform designs
achieve soil loss rates
similar to or lower
than on relevant
reference sites.

b. Erosion rates.

c. Downstream impact and
sustaining final land use.

d. Slope and drainage
systems that optimise
erosion resistance,
functionality and structural
integrity.

e. Record of slop failure.

f.  Vegetation type and

rehabilitation has been established.

ii. Dimensions and frequency of occurrences of erosion
are similar to corresponding relevant reference sites.

iii. Evidence that the landform design is stable under
regular and irregular climatic events.

iv. Evidence that landform design considers final land
use.

v. Evidence that foliage cover, vegetation types and
densities in rehabilitated areas are comparable with
relevant reference sites.

density vi. Leaf litter, humus, depth of growing medium
4) Landform design comparable with relevant reference sites
allows final land use
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Mine Domain Mine Feature Rehabilitati Rehabilitation Objectives Completion Criteria
Name on Goal
vegetation g. Foliage cover
establishment.
5) Vegetation cover
established to
minimize soil loss
rates
Able to Soil biological, chemical, a. Growth media biological, i Evidence that physical, chemical, and biological
sustain final | and physical properties chemical and physical properties of the growing media are similar to
land use provide support to components and relevant reference sites.
preferred land use ameliorants are present to
allow vegetative cover ii. Evidence of nutrient cycling/accumulation occurs at a
establishment. rate comparable with relevant reference sites (and
based on monitoring/research).
b. The following indicators
are comparable with
relevant reference sites:
organic matter, soil
nutrients, invertebrate
activity, soil texture,
topsoil and grown media
depth, physical and
chemical property limits.
Native ecosystem a. Vegetation contains a i Evidence that the diversity of plant species are
diversity and diversity (trees, shrubs, similar to that of relevant reference sites.
sustainability are herbs, grass) comparable
commensurable within
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Mine Domain Mine Feature Rehabilitati Rehabilitation Objectives Completion Criteria
Name on Goal
the preferred final land of that of relevant ii. Species in rehabilitated areas show evidence of
form use reference sites flowering, viable seed setting, germination and
emergence.
b. Vegetation communities
have been designed to iii. Evidence of generational succession of trees and
enhance connectivity shrubs apparent in rehabilitated areas.
across site and adjoining
landscape. iv. Protective ground cover provided by litter material is
comparable to that of the relevant reference sites.
c. Plant recruitment
v. Evidence that vegetation is in a condition (i.e.
d. Exotic species diversity and dieback of trees, attrition limits, live/healthy trees,
abundance flowers/fruit on trees) comparable to that of the
relevant reference sites.
e. Exotic species
identification and vi. Evidence that native fauna species are present and
management consistent with the native habitats established in
those areas.
f.  Ground layer contains
protective ground cover
and habitat structure.
g. Groundcover diversity
h. Groundcover abundance
i. Ecosystem health
j- Native fauna species
Number: NEWCX-98713896-8 Status: [Document Effective: [Effective Date]
Status (Office)]
§ ) ) Page 17 of 30
Owner:  [Owner (Office)] Version: [Document Review: [Planned

Version (Office)]

Uncontrolled unless viewed on the intranet

Review Date]




Newlands Open Cut
— Supporting Information

Mine Domain Mine Feature Rehabilitati Rehabilitation Objectives Completion Criteria

Name on Goal

Established grazing land is |a. Grass species are desirable i Evidence that at least condition B of ‘ABCD grazing
productive and - Perennial, Palatable and land condition framework.” has been achieved.
sustainable Productive.

b. Pasture health
c. Land condition
d. Pasture condition

e. Forage condition
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4, Likely Impact of Proposed Amendment on
Environmental Values

In accordance with Section 226A(1)(f) of the EP Act, the impact of the proposed amendment on
relevant environmental values is required to be assessed, through the provision of:

®  adescription of the environmental values likely to be affected by the proposed amendment;
m  details of emissions or releases likely to be generated by the proposed amendment;
m  adescription of the risk and likely magnitude of impacts on the environmental values; and

m details of the management practices proposed to be implemented to prevent or minimise
adverse impacts.

Given the nature of the proposed amendments, it is not anticipated that there will be any change or
impacts on environmental values, nor the currently adopted management practices. This section
details how the proposed changes would not result in a significant negative affect on the
environmental values at the site.

4.1 Grazing on slopes

Proposed changes to the wording in table H1 regarding the 15% maximum slope angle is considered
in the following sections.

41.1 Description of Environmental Values

The relevant environmental values described in the EIS (SKM, 2005) include geotechnical stability, land
and biodiversity. Noise, water, and air quality are unlikely to be affected by the proposed changes.

The slope angle criteria applies to the final landform for overburden areas and rejects.

The proposed wording changes in table H1 will affect the ultimate slope angle of some rehabilitation
areas, particularly the internal slope angle of final voids. However, the rehabilitation outcomes remain
unchanged.

The requirements for the final landform to be safe, stable, non-polluting and able to sustain the
designated post mining land use remain unchanged.

41.2 Description of Risk and Likely Magnitude of Impacts

The proposed change applies to the wording of the rehabilitation objectives, indicators and
completion criteria. As a result of the changes there are not likely to be any significant impacts to any
of the environmental values described above.

The rehabilitation goals remain the same, the revised wording will change the conditions to be
outcome focused. The specified indicators and completion criteria will be informed by the capacity of
the land to support the planned rehabilitation and post mining land use.

The proposed changes replace rehabilitation objectives for grazing areas to have <15% slopes. The
new wording includes additional indicators and completion criteria in order to demonstrate that
rehabilitation areas are stable and self-sustaining. As mentioned in section 2.1, factors affecting



ground stability are multi-faceted. The revised wording will allow for consideration of elements such
as soil type, ground cover, and disturbance rate rather than the slope angle alone.

Given the revised multi-factor approach, which is proposed, the risk of significant impact to the
environmental values is considerably reduced. The 3 year research program with CQU will provide
scientific evidence from within the region as to the appropriate management practices to protect the
environmental values based on a grazing post mining land use.

4.1.3 Management Practices

Current rehabilitation management practices have demonstrated a good diversity and percentage of
groundcover across areas with variable slopes. No change in management practices are initially
required.

As stated earlier, the site is entering into an ongoing research programme which will be used to help
inform and refine management practices as the site transitions from operation to closure and post-
closure.



5. Review of EA Amendment Requirements

5.1 Content requirements for application

This document has been developed to address the content requirements for an EA amendment
application, as outlined in Section 226A and Section 227 (including Section 227AA) of the EP Act.

Table 5-1 outlines how this application meets the requirements, so as to establish a 'properly made

application' under Section 22AAA of the EP Act.

Table 5-1 Assessment of Content Requirements for Amendment

Content Requirement NCM Response

Section 226A: Requirements for amendment applications for environmental authorities

(1) If the amendment application is for the amendment of
an environmental authority, the application must also—

(a) describe any development permits in effect under the
Planning Act for carrying out the relevant activity for
the authority; and

Not Applicable

This is an existing site specific EA for a
resource activity, therefore the
provisions of the Planning Act do not

apply.

(b) state whether each relevant activity will, if the
amendment is made, comply with the eligibility criteria
for the activity; and

Not Applicable

There will be no change to the
relevant activity, though there will be
a change in the ERA threshold. The EA
Holder will continue to comply with
existing eligibility criteria for the
activity.

(c) if the application states that each relevant activity will,
if the amendment is made, comply with the eligibility
criteria for the activity—include a declaration that the
statement is correct; and

Not Applicable

There will be no change to the
relevant activity. The EA Holder will
continue to comply with existing
eligibility criteria for the activity. A
declaration is also provided as part of
the amendment application form.

(d) state whether the application seeks to change a
condition identified in the authority as a standard
condition; and

Not Applicable

This is a site specific EA for a resource
activity on a mining lease, and does
not seek to change a standard
condition.

(e) if the application relates to a new relevant resource
tenure for the authority that is an exploration permit or
GHG permit—state whether the applicant seeks an

Not Applicable




Content Requirement NCM Response

amended environmental authority that is subject to the
standard conditions for the relevant activity or
authority, to the extent it relates to the permit; and

The application does not relate to a
new resource tenure that is an
exploration or GHG permit.

(f)

include an assessment of the likely impact of the

proposed amendment on the environmental values,

including—

(i) a description of the environmental values likely to
be affected by the proposed amendment; and

(ii) details of emissions or releases likely to be
generated by the proposed amendment; and

(iii) a description of the risk and likely magnitude of
impacts on the environmental values; and

(iv) details of the management practices proposed to
be implemented to prevent or minimise adverse
impacts; and

(v) if a PRCP schedule does not apply for each relevant
activity—details of how the land the subject of the
application will be rehabilitated after each relevant
activity ends; and

Complies

The proposed amendment to EA
EPML00817713 does not change any
activities on site, and all activities are
consistent with the impact
assessment(s) initially completed in
the EIS.

Detail is provided in Section 2 and
Section 4 of this document, reference
the requirements herein.

In summary, the proposed changes
are not considered likely to result in
any significant adverse impacts on
Environmental Values. Third party
specialist reports have been provided
which support our position.

(8)

include a description of the proposed measures for
minimising and managing waste generated by
amendments to the relevant activity; and

Not Applicable

The amendment does not anticipate
any impact to, or change from, the
generation of waste.

(h)

include details of any site management plan or
environmental protection order that relates to the land
the subject of the application.

Not Applicable

The amendment does not anticipate
any likely changes to site
management plans or environmental
protection orders. Management
practices for grazing areas may
change in the future based on the
results of research.

(2) Subsection (1)(f) does not apply for an amendment
application for an environmental authority if—

(a)

either—

(i) the process under chapter 3 for an EIS for the
proposed amendment has been completed; or

(ii) the Coordinator-General has evaluated an EIS for
the proposed amendment and there are Coordinator-
General’s conditions that relate to the proposed
amendment; and

Applicable, and provides exemption
to meeting Section 226A(1)(f)

The amendment is consistent with the
previously assessed and approved EIS
for the Wollombi Area (SKM, 2005).

The amendment is also consistent
with the EIS Assessment Report
providing an evaluation of the
activities by the Co-ordinator General
(EPA, 2006). The initial EA approved in
2007 contained the conditions




Content Requirement NCM Response

relating to the activity, however over
time this has been omitted from the
EA in error.

(b) an assessment of the environmental risk of the
proposed amendment would be the same as the
assessment in the EIS mentioned in paragraph (a)(i) or
the evaluation mentioned in paragraph (a)(ii).

Applicable, and provides exemption
to meeting Section 226A(1)(f)

There is no change to the activities
authorised as a result of this
amendment, therefore the
environment risk would be the same
as that assessed during the EIS
process.

(3) Also, subsection (1)(a), (d), (e), (f), (g) and (h) does not
apply to an application for a condition conversion.

Not Applicable

The application does not relate to a
condition conversion.

(4) Despite subsection (1)(f), (g) and (h), if the amendment
application is for an environmental authority for the
prescribed ERA mentioned in the Environmental Protection
Regulation 2019, schedule 2, section 13A—

(a) it need only include the matters mentioned in
subsection (1)(f)(i) to (iv), (g) and (h) to the extent the
matters relate to fine sediment, or dissolved inorganic
nitrogen, entering the water of the Great Barrier Reef
or Great Barrier Reef catchment waters; and

Not Applicable

The application does not relate to the
prescribed ERA as mentioned. The
amendment also has no potential to
result in sediments or materials
entering the Great Barrier Reef

(b)

subsection (1)(f)(v) does not apply for the amendment
application.

catchment or waters.

Section 227: Requirements for amendment applications—CSG

activities

(1) This section applies for an amendment application if—

Not Applicable

(a) the application relates to an environmental authority
for a CSG activity; and

This application does not relate to an
environmental authority for a CSG
activity.

(b) the proposed amendment would result in changes to
the management of CSG water; and

(c) the CSG activity is an ineligible ERA.

(2) The application must also—

(a) state the matters mentioned in section 126(1); and

(b) comply with section 126(2).
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Section 227AA: Requirements for amendment applications— underground water rights

(1) This section applies for an amendment application if— Not Applicable
(a) the application relates to a site-specific environmental This is a site specific EA for a resource
authority for— activity on a mining lease. However,

the amendment does not involve
changes to the exercise of
underground water rights.

(i) a resource project that includes a resource tenure
that is a mineral development licence, mining lease or
petroleum lease; or

(ii) a resource activity for which the relevant tenure is a
mineral development licence, mining lease or
petroleum lease; and

(b) the proposed amendment involves changes to the
exercise of underground water rights.

(2) The application must also state the matters mentioned in
section 126A(2).

(3) In this section— site-specific environmental authority
means an environmental authority that includes 1 or more
ineligible ERAs.

5.2 Level of Amendment

Under the EP Act, an amendment application for an EA may be:

e A minor amendment (condition conversion) to convert all the EA conditions to standard
conditions;

e A minor amendment (threshold); or
e A major amendment, which is an amendment that is not a minor amendment.

Under Section 228 of the EP Act, the Administering Authority will decide whether the proposed
amendment is a minor amendment or a major amendment.

We have reviewed the criteria stated in section 3.1.1 and 3.1.2 of the major and minor amendments
guideline. Based on our review, we consider the proposed amendments meet all the requirements to
be assessed as a minor amendment (threshold).

In our pre-lodgement discussions with DES, it was indicated the proposed amendment is likely to be
considered a minor amendment.

Table 5-2: Minor amendment (threshold) criteria

Does amened

comply with criteria

(a) is not a change to a standard condition identified in the EA as a standard | True
condition, other than a condition conversion or replacing a standard condition
with a standard condition for the ERA; and




Criteria

(b) does not significantly increase the level of environmental harm caused by
the relevant activity; and

Does amened

comply with criteria

True,

See Section 4.

(c) does not change any rehabilitation objectives in the EA in a way likely to
result in significantly different impacts on environmental values than the
impacts previously permitted under the EA; and

True,

See Section 4.

(d) does not significantly increase the scale or intensity of the relevant activity;
and

True,

See Section 4.

(e) does not relate to a new relevant resource tenure for the EA that is— True
(i) a new mining lease; or

(ii) a new petroleum lease; or

(iii) a new geothermal lease under the Geothermal Energy Act 2010; or

(iv) a new greenhouse gas injection and storage lease under the Greenhouse

Gas Storage Act 2009;

and

(f) increases the existing surface area for the relevant activity by 10% or less; | True
and

(g) for an EA for a petroleum activity: N/A
(i) involves constructing a new pipeline that does not exceed 150km in
length; and

(ii) involves extending an existing pipeline by no more than 10% of the
existing length of the pipeline; and

(h) if the amendment relates to a new relevant resource tenure for the | N/A

authority that is an exploration permit or greenhouse gas permit— the
amendment application seeks an EA that is subject to the standard
conditions for the relevant activity, to the extent it relates to the permit.




6. Conclusion

The purpose of this report is to support an EA Amendment for EA EPML00817713 at Newlands Coal
Mine in the Bowen Basin.

The proposed amendment seeks to remove the maximum 15% slope angle for grazing areas across
the site. The change will apply to Table H1 of the EMPL which outlines rehabilitation requirements for
areas disturbed by mining. The amendment proposes revised wording which focus on achieving the
relevant rehabilitation goals and outcomes — safe, stable, non-polluting and self-sustaining landforms.

The PRCP proposes a land use that incorporates native vegetation and light grazing, which provides
flexibility for grazing areas. The proposed approach is outcome focused, ensuring the Post Mining Land
Use (PMLU) can be achieved.

It is intended that the amendments outlined above will; 1) avoid potential inconsistencies that may
arise between the EA and the PRCP, 2) ensure land is utilised to the highest potential, and 3) avoid
unnecessary rework as the site transitions from operation into closure.

We have provided justification the proposed amendments constitute a minor amendment under
section 228 of the EP Act.
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Application form

Environmental Protection Act 1994

Application to amend an environmental authority

This approved form is to be used when applying to amend an environmental authority under sections 222 to 227 A of the
Environmental Protection Act 1994 (EP Act) for an environmentally relevant activity (ERA).

For applications to the Department of Environment and Science, you can apply through Online Services at:
https://business.qld.gov.au/running-business/environment/online-services.

Note: For applications to the Department of Environment and Science, the only way to pay fees by credit
card is by completing the application online using Online Services. For other fee payment options see
Question 31.

It is recommended that prior to making an amendment application, you read the information on what to provide
with an application. This information is located on the Business Queensland website at
www.business.gld.gov.au (use the search term “Environmental licence”). This website includes a diagnostic tool
called a “Forms and fees finder” which will help identify fees and supporting information you need to make an
application.

You are encouraged to have a pre-lodgement meeting before applying to amend your environmental authority. If
you would like to have a pre-lodgement meeting:

o for prescribed ERAs 2, 3 and 4—contact the Department of Agriculture and Fisheries by email at
livestockregulator@daf.qgld.gov.au or by phone on 13 25 23.

o for any other ERAs —please fill out and lodge the form Application for pre-lodgement services
(ESR/2015/1664%Y), prior to lodging this application form.

If you require assistance in answering any part of this form, or have any questions about your application please
contact the relevant department. Contact details are at the end of this form (Section 33).

Privacy statement

The Department of Environment and Science (the Department) is collecting the information on this form in
accordance with and as authorised by Chapter 5 of the Environmental Protection Act 1994 (EP Act). Some of
the information may be disclosed to the Department of Resources and Queensland Treasury for the purpose of
processing this application.

Pursuant to section 540 of the EP Act, the Department is required to maintain a register of certain documents
and information authorised under the EP Act. A copy of this document will be kept on the public register. The
register is available for inspection by members of the public who are able take extracts, or copies of the
documents from the register. Documents that are required to be kept on the register are published in their
entirety, unless alteration is required by the EP Act. There is no general discretion allowing the Department to
withhold documents or information required to be kept on the public register. For more information on the
Department’s public register, search ‘public register’ at www.gld.gov.au. For queries about privacy matters
please email privacy@des.gld.gov.au or telephone 13 74 68.

1 This is the publication number. The publication number can be used as a search term to find the latest version
of a publication at www.gld.gov.au.

Queensland
Government
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Application form
Application to amend an environmental authority

Section 1 — Environmental authority number

Environmental authority number for this application EPML00817713

Section 2 — Applicant details

Details of the applicant are to be provided in this section.

If there is an agent acting on behalf of the environmental authority holder, details of the agent are to be
provided. An agent could be a consultant or contactor for the environmental authority holder.

NAME / COMPANY NAME TRADING NAME

NC Coal Company NC Coal Company Pty Limited

REGISTERED / RESIDENTIAL ADDRESS POSTAL ADDRESS (WHERE DIFFERENT)

Level 44 Gateway Building PO Box 21

1 Macquarie Place, Glenden

Sydney NSW 2000 QLD 4743

ABN / ACN CONTACT NAME

71079 862 936 /079 862 936 Craig Bushell

EMAIL TELEPHONE

Craig.Bushell@glencore.com.au 07 4940 5263 / 0438 637 645

X] INDICATE IF YOU WANT TO RECEIVE CORRESPONDENCE VIA EMAIL

[ ] INDICATE IF THIS FORM IS BEING COMPLETED BY AN AGENT FOR THE ENVIRONMENTAL AUTHORITY HOLDER

Section 3 — Checklist questions
An application to amend an environmental authority is not appropriate in all circumstances. If you answer Yes

to any of the preliminary questions below, you cannot use this application form. If you answer No to all of the
preliminary questions, you may continue to use this application form.

Is the amendment to correct a clerical or formal error? []Yes X No

If yes, you cannot use this form. This request should be made in writing directly to the administering authority (no fees apply).

Is the amendment to add an ERA to an amalgamated project authority and the proposed []Yes X No
activity does not form part of the single integrated operation conducted under the authority?

If yes, you cannot use this form. You will need to apply for a new environmental authority.

Is the amendment to add an ERA to the authority and the addition of the activity would [1Yes X No
result in the environmental authority applying to activities that were not being carried out as
an ERA project?

If yes, you cannot use this form. You will need to apply for a new environmental authority.

Is the amendment to amalgamate two or more environmental authorities? [1Yes X No

If yes, you cannot use this form. Please use either the form Application to amalgamate two or more environmental authorities into an
amalgamated corporate authority (ESR/2015/1734), or Application to amalgamate two or more environmental authorities into an
amalgamated project or local government authority (ESR/2015/1735).

Is the amendment to add an ERA to an amalgamated local government authority and there | [] Yes [X] No
is not an appropriate degree of integration between the proposed activity and the existing
activities on the authority?

If yes, you cannot use this form. You will need to apply for a new environmental authority.
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Application form
Application to amend an environmental authority

Is the amendment to amend the financial assurance or estimated rehabilitation cost only? [1Yes X No

If yes, you cannot use this form. Please use the form Application to amend or discharge financial assurance held for an environmental
authority (ESR/2015/1752) or Application for a decision on the estimated rehabilitation cost (ESR/2018/4426).

Is the proposed amendment to add a resource activity to an environmental authority for a []Yes X No
prescribed ERA project?

If yes, you cannot add the resource activity to the environmental authority. You will need to apply for a new environmental authority.

Is the proposed amendment to add a prescribed ERA, other than an ancillary activity, toan | [] Yes [X] No
environmental authority for a resource project?

If yes, you cannot use this form. You can apply using the standard, variation or site-specific application forms.

Section 4 — Checklist questions for prescribed ERAs I No — Go to next section

Is the application to amend an EA for a prescribed ERA?

Does the proposed amendment involve changes to the relevant activity that require a []Yes []No
new development application to be lodged under the Planning Act 2016 and the
application for the development application has not been lodged.

If yes, the development application must be lodged before an environmental authority amendment application can be made. Under EP Act,
a development application for a material change of use of premises for an environmentally relevant activity is deemed to be also an
application for an environmental authority. In this case, an environmental authority amendment application should not be lodged.

Is the proposed amendment solely to add or remove vehicles for ERA 57 (Regulated []Yes []No
waste transport)?

If yes, you do not need to submit this application form. You can update vehicle details online through Online Services or use the form
Details of regulated waste vehicles (ESR/2015/1851).

Is the amendment for the holder of the environmental authority to transfer all or part of | [] Yes [] No
the environmental authority to a person?

If yes, you cannot use this form. Please use the form Request to transfer all or part of an environmental authority (prescribed
environmentally relevant activities) (ESR/2015/1718).

Is the amendment for the surrender of an environmental authority? ] Yes [ No

If yes, you cannot use this form. Please use the form Application to surrender an environmental authority for a prescribed ERA
(ESR/2015/1719).
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Application form
Application to amend an environmental authority

Section 5 — Checklist for resource activities [ No — Go to next section

Is the application to amend an EA for a resource activity?

Is the amendment for a partial surrender of an environmental authority for a mining, [1Yes X No
geothermal or petroleum resource activity?

If yes, you cannot use this form. Please use the form Application for surrender or partial surrender of an environmental authority (resource
activity) (ESR/2015/1751).

Is the amendment for an EA that has a PRCP Schedule and approval of the amendment []Yes X No
application would result in the EA to which the application relates being inconsistent with the
relevant PRCP schedule?

If yes, you cannot use this form. The amendment to the EA must not be inconsistent with the PRCP Schedule otherwise you must apply to
amend your PRCP Schedule. Please use the form Application to amend a progressive rehabilitation and closure plan schedule (PRCP
schedule) or joint PRCP schedule and environmental authority (ESR/2019/4956).

Section 6 — Major or minor amendment

Is the application for a major or minor amendment?

Your application is a minor amendment (condition conversion) if you want to convert all conditions of your
environmental authority to the standard conditions for the environmentally relevant activities to which the
environmental authority relates. By selecting this amendment type you are certifying that you have a complete
and thorough understanding of, and can comply with, the ERA Standard (eligibility criteria and standard
conditions).

For applications other than a minor amendment (condition conversion), the administering authority decides if
an application is a minor amendment (threshold) or a major amendment and will send you a notice of the
decision.

If the application is a major amendment, an assessment fee of 30% of the annual fee for your environmental
authority is required to be paid. The assessment of your amendment application will not proceed until the
assessment fee is paid.

No additional assessment fees apply if your application is determined to be a minor amendment.

By considering what type of amendment your application is likely to be, you will have a better idea of whether
the assessment fee will be payable.

For further information see the guideline Major and minor amendments (ESR/2015/1684) and s223 of the EP
Act. If you have questions regarding whether your amendment will be a minor or major amendment you are
encouraged to arrange a pre-lodgement meeting with the administering authority. Only an indication can be
given as to whether the proposed changes are likely to be a minor or major amendment, at a pre-lodgement
meeting as this decision can only be made when the actual application is submitted.

[l Major amendment

XI Minor amendment (threshold)

[l Minor amendment (condition conversion)
For minor amendment (condition conversion) go to Section 31 (Payment of fees).

For further information see the guideline on Major and minor amendments (ESR/2015/1684) and s223 of the EP Act. If you have questions
regarding whether your amendment will be a minor or major amendment you are encouraged to arrange a pre-lodgement meeting with the
administering authority. Only an indication can be given as to whether the proposed changes are likely to be a minor or major amendment,
at a pre-lodgement meeting as this decision can only be made when the actual application is submitted.

Page 4 of 24 « ESR/2015/1733 « Version 20.00 ¢ Last reviewed: 14 JUL 2021 Department of Environment and Science



Application form
Application to amend an environmental authority

Section 7 — Amendment options

Complete this section for all applications, tick all that apply

| would like to amend [] Activities — includes changes to threshold
environmental authority: [X] Conditions — includes conversion to s