Anderson Jodie

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Jim/

Roberts Tony

Friday, 4 November 2011 9:12 AM

Reeves Jim

CEOs Environment Meeting 21 October
111021 Agenda 21 October CEO Meeting.doc

Here are the notes [ took at the last CEOs Environment teleconference meeting on 21 October (agenda attached).

s.73 - Irrelevant Information

* Ineissue or whether there would be a specific strategic assessment for Ab oint was raised. Keth
Davies mentioned that industry proponents were not supportive of one re'was a suggestion that there
needed to be a separate meeting to sort out whether one would be p d.

L ]

Y4

There has been no date se

Tony

Tony Roberts

Assistant Director-General

Natural Resources and Envirenment

Information

s.73 - I%\/t
o
&

N

che next meeting as yet.

T: (07) 3330 5990 E: tony.roberts@derm.ald.qov.au

Department of Environment and Resource Management
Level 10, 400 George Street Brisbane Qid 4000

GPO Box 2454 Brisbane Qld 4001

www.derm.qld.gov.au
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. Australian Government
Department of Sustainability, Envivonment, Water, Population and Communities

CEQO’s Meeting
Teleconference, 21 October 2011
2:00pm to 3:00pm (Qld) 3:00pm to 4:00pm (ACT)
AGENDA
Chair: Paul Grimes

Attendees: Queensland

Ian Fletcher (Director-General, DEEDI)

Keith Davies (Coordinator-General, DLGP)

Phil Dash (Deputy Coordinator-General, DLGP)

Steve Mill (A/g Assistant Coordinator-General, DLGP)
Terry Wall (A/g Director-General, DERM)

Ann Lenz (General Manager - Energy Resougc RM).

Commonwealth

Paul Grimes (Secretary)

1) Welcome (Paul Grimes) @V

2) Actions from prevmus ing (Kimberley Dripps)

3) Update from %Officers Meeting (Mary Colreavy)

4) Other businet (Paul Grimes)

5) Next meeting (Paul Grimes)

Release
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Australian Government

Department of Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and Communities

Action items from the last CEQ’s Meeting

No | Action Ttem Timeframe Responsible Status/Qutcome
party
| 2
2 @2\
s.73 - Irrelevant Information p

<
e

4 Quecensland to provide SEWPAC with a scoping | Before n Wueens]and Update at next CEO meeting.

document on the strategic assessment for Abbot | CEO
Point.

6 &\ : s.73 - Irrelevant Information

Release
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Anderson Jodie

From: John Bradley <John.Bradley@premiers.gld.gov.au>

Sent: Friday, 4 November 2011 3:50 PM

To: 'Keith Davies'; Lynette Williams

Cc: Reeves Jim; Daniel Spiller

Subject: RE: Paul Grimes available 9am to 10am Thursday morning - wochoo
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Great keith

From: Keith Davies [mailto:Kelth.Davies@deedi.qgld.gov.au]
Sent: Friday, 4 November 2011 2:19 PM

To: John Bradley; Lynette Williams
Cc: Jim Reeves; Daniel Spiller
Subject: RE: Paul Grimes available 9am to 10am Thursday morning - woohoo \2\

John,

| believe that any opportunity to get in front of Paul should be taken at this pgint in time to discuss Qld WHA issues. |
have been trying to do this over the past few weeks on Abbot Ptand i proved very diﬁ_‘lcult. I did manage to catch
him on a teleconference a couple of weeks ago with K Dripps and reavy et al and said the next catch-up should

be soon and hopefully face to face.

I would be keen to meet him with you if that could be teed @ﬁursday a.m.
Cheers @V

Keith Davies
Coordinator-General

Office of the Coordinator-General Q\/

Queensland Government

tel + 61 7 3033 0688 (ext 3ossafg\
5

post PO Box 15009 City Ea efisland 4002
visit Level 5 Executive Buildi 0 George Street Brisbane

Tomorrow's Queensland: strong, green, smart, healthy and fair
www.towardQ2.qld.gov.au

4 Please consider the environment before printing this email

From: John Bradley [mailto:John,Bradley@premiers.qld.gov.au]

Sent: Friday, 4 November 2011 11:57 AM

To: Lynette Williams

Cc: Jim Reeves; Daniel Spiller; Keith Davies

Subject: RE: Paul Grimes available 9am to 10am Thursday morning - woohoo

Lynette

Can you pls book it ir.

i
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Jim, Dan, Keith — happy to hear about your preterred approach to attendees/support. | am assuming doesn’t need
to be overkill given a meeting already happening Tuesday. At any rate, should not exceed me plus a couple of
others.

Thanks

From: Lynette Williams

Sent: Friday, 4 November 2011 11:54 AM

To: John Bradley

Subject: Paul Grimes available 9am to 10am Thursday morning - woohoo

Lynette Williams

Principal Executive Assistant

Office of the Director-General
Department of the Premier and Cabinet

Tel: 3224 4728
Fax: 3229 2049
Email: Lynette.Williams@Premiers.qld.gov.au

Executive Building | Level 15 | 100 George Street | Brisbane PO Box 15185 | Cit t |"Queensland 4002 |

We're behind the Bidil 4
GOLD COAST 2018 - XXI COMMONWEALTH GAMES CANDIDATE@
www.goldcoast?018bid.com

Bl s Q/v ————————————————————————————————————

This email is intended onlv for the a rM. Tts use is limited to that intended by
the author at the time and it is no
to be distributed witheout the auth nsent.

Unless otherwise stated, the Sﬁ\{:/pf Queensland accepts no liability for the contents
of this email except where
subsequently confirmed in wri . The opinions sxpressed in this email are those of

the author and do not ne arlly .
represent the views of fg:} ate of Queensland. This email is confidential and may be
al privilege.

subject to a claim o%
If you have received tifis email in error, please notify the author and delete this
message immediately.

Unless stated otherwise, this email, together with any attachments, is intended for
the named recipient{s) only and may contain privileged and confidential information.
If received in error, you are asked to inform the sender as guickly as possible and
delete this email and any copies of this from your computer system network.

If not an intended recipient of this email, you must not copy, distributg or.take any
action(s) that relies on it; any form of disclosure, modification, distribution and/or
publication of this email is also prchibited.

Unless stated otherwise, this email represents only the views ¢f the sender and not
the views of the Queensland Government.

2
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Anderson Jodie

From: John Bradley <John.Bradley@premiers.qld.gov.au>

Sent: Wednesday, 4 January 2012 7:25 PM

To: > Daniel Spiller; Keith Davies (Co-ordinator-General); Reeves Jim
Subject: Abbot Point - DSEWPAC

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Dan, Keith, Jim

Kimberley Dripps of DSEWPAC rang today and said that while it had not been announced as yet (and may not be for
some time) that her Minister was unlikely to make a decision on the Abbot Point MCF by the current deadline of 7
February. She said that he is likely to extend the decision timeframe until the end of March but may make a
decision sometime between the two dates.

She indicated that he has asked for further work in relation to conditions related t Qel movements - and that
she would be back in touch with Queensland in this regard and also GBRMPA_4Kaigh, She has indicated her officers
will be in contact with CGs’ office and DPC’s Dan Spiller in the first instance.

Can you pls keep me posted on our interactions with Feds on this maiter aﬂ:l any intelligence on timing and nature
of decisions, thanks

John & QY@
John Bradley @V
Director-General Q~

Department of the Premier and Cabinet

Fax: 07 3229 2049

Email: John.Bradle remiers.qld.gov.a
Tomorrow's Queensland: str green, smart, healthy and fair - www.towardQ2.gld.gov.au

Please consider the environmiént before printing this email

Phone: 07 322 44728 QV

1 Release
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Anderson Jodie
I T L P T
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From: John Bradley <John.Bradley@premiers.gid.gov.au>

Sent: Thursday, 8 March 2012 9:28 AM

To: Adrian Jeffreys; 'Davies, Keith’; Gerard Bradley; Reeves Jim
Ce: Claire Andersen

Subject: Abbot Point

Foliow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Adrian

Paul Grimes rang me this morning in relation to Abbot Point and said that his Minister had decided to again extend
his decision timeframe from 30 March 2012.

While he does not expect it to require that long ~ he will defer until “the end oftheQ”, to ensure he does not
need to defer it again.

I'asked Paul whether it had been a) advised to the proponents or b) made p@( when it would be. He was
unsure — i said | would ask you to speak to the SEWPAC staff — could you pls/m act Mary Colreavy or Kimberley
Dripps on this basis?

Keith et al - You may have already had word of this. | would be %%)r your feedback on the implications of this

:I'hanks 0
N/
&

John Bradiey

Director-General \/
Department of the Premier and CMQ
Phone: 07 322 44728 \

Fax; 07 3229 2049

Email: John.Bradle remi ov.au

Tomorrow's Queensland: s ng, green, smart, healthy and fair - www.towardQ2.qgld.gov.au

Please consider the environment before printing this email

1

12-466 Documents Page 7 of 82

Release



Anderson Jodie
*__———_-__

From: Adrian Jeffreys <adrian jeffreys@premiers.qld.gov.au>
Sent: Thursday, 8 March 2012 10:27 AM

To: John Bradiey; 'Davies, Keith'; Gerard Bradley; Reeves Jim
Cc: Claire Andersen; Bronwen Griffiths

Subject: RE: Abbot Point

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Johin,

SEWPAC advises that the proponent has yet to be advised — but will be this morning. The decision will be posted in
the SEWPAC website this afternoon along with a copy of the SEWPAC briefing note on which it was based. | have
asked for an advance copy.

The decision extends the deadline to 31 December 2012.

Minister Burke considers that he needs additional information — including fro @bot Point cumulative impact
study. %
V4

Adrian Jeffreys %Q

Executive Ditector

Environment and Resources Policy ?‘
Department of the Premier and Cabinet @
Ph (07) 322 46478

Fax: (07) 340 56203 0/

Tomorrow's Queensland: strong, gré¢n, Smart, healthy and fair - www.towardQ2.qgld.gov.au

55 Please consider the e.-*wironme@&é printing this email
From: John Bradley &
Sent: Thursday, 8 March 20@3& AM

To: Adrian Jeffreys; 'Davies, Keith'; Gerard Bradley; Jim Reeves
Cc: Claire Andersen

Subject: Abbot Point
Adrian

Paul Grimes rang me this morning in relation to Abbot Point and said that his Minister had decided to again extend
his decision timeframe from 30 March 2012.

While he does not expect it to require that long — he will defer until “the end of the year”, to ensure he does not
need to defer it again.

| asked Paul whether it had been a) advised to the proponents or b) made public or when it would be. He was
unsure — | said | would ask you to speak to the SEWPAC staff - could you pls contact Mary Colreavy or Kimberley
Dripps on this basis?

Keith et al — You may have already had word of this. | would be grateful for your feedback on the implications of this

1
Documents Page 8 of 82
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Thanks

John Bradley
Director-General

Department of the Premier and Cabinet

Phone: 07 322 44728

Fax; 07 3229 2049

Email: John.Bradley@premiers.qgld.gov.au

Tomorrow's Queensland: strong, green, smart, healthy and fair - www.towardQ2.gld.gov.au

Please consider the environment before printing this email

&
N
&

Q\/
N\
&

2
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Anderson Jodie
7 mm

From: Adrian Jeffreys <adrianjeffreys@premiers.gld.gov.au>
Sent: Thursday, 8 March 2012 2:20 PM

To: John Bradley; 'Davies, Keith'; Reeves Jim; Gerard Bradley
Ce: - Bronwen Griffiths; Claire Andersen

Subject: Abbot Point decision

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

All,

Attached is a copy of the Abbot Point extension decision and briefing note. Reason given is “further Information

required..”
2009-4837 2009-4837 2
trief.paf extension.pdf @

This has not yet been made public.

Adrian Jeffreys %@
Executive Director

Envitonment and Resources Policy @E

Department of the Premier and Cabinet

Ph (07) 322 46478 0/

Fax: (07) 340 56203

Tomorrow's Queensland: strong, grea, smart, healthy and fair - www.towardQ2.qid.gov.au
w4 Please consider ihe enviromnen*:'\vef%“ printing this email

N\
&

1
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(7}
Timing: 30 March 2012, when the exi make a decision on approval expires.

Recommendations:

1. Agree to extend the timeframe for a final approval decision, pursuant to section 130(1A), for

the proposed Abbot Point Multi Cargo Facility 7
@! Please Discuss

2. Sign and date the notice of your decision, which will be published (Aftac

Minister: {/

Comments:

Key Points: g‘g
ded ¢

1. On 30 December 2011 yougxten he timeframe for a final approval decision on this
proposal to 30 March 2 u\/

2. At a meeting on 9 Februah2012 you requested further information relating to the direct,
consequential apGcumulative Impacts of the proposal on protected matters to assist you in
ed

cision on whether to approve the project.

making an inq

3. The informatioNs, in part, being gathered through a series of coordinated, cumulative
impact assessment studies commissioned by North Queenstand Bulk Ports Corporation and
other proponents at Abbot Point. It is anticipated that several of these studies may be
completed in the second half of 2012, although this is highly dependent on the port
proponents and the timeline is, therefore, uncertain. The department is also seeking
additional information from the GBR Marine Park Authority, the Queensiand Government
and port proponents.

4. Accordingly, the department recommends that you extend the timeframe for your finai
approval decision to 31 December 2012 to enable sufficient time for; the above work to be
completed and assessed; ils outcomes to be incorporated in a proposed approval decision
for the project, for you to consider a proposed decision; and for mandatory consultation with
Commonwealth Ministers and the proponent on the proposed decision.

5. Nothing prevents a decision being made earlier than this date, or an alternate date specified
by you, should all necessary information become available earlier than anticipated.

12-466 Documents Page 11 of 82 Release



Section 130(1A) of the EPBC Act relevantly states ‘The Minister must make the decision
within the relevant period specified in subsaction (1B) that relates to the controlled action, or
such longer period as the Minister specifies in writing'. In specifying a longer period you are
required to notify the proponent in writing and publish the decision instrument. A draft notice
is provided at Attachment A and letter to the proponent (North Queensland Bulk Ports
Corporation) is at Attachment B.

Background:

1.
2.

_ 30 March 2012.

On 12 May 2009, the proposal was determined to be a controlled action.

On 6 December 2010, the final EIS for the proposal was received, commencing the
40 business day approvail timeframe.

Tha delegate initially ‘stopped the clock’ on the approval process on 2 February 2011 and
there have been a number of additional requests for, and submissions of, information since.

On 23 December 2011, following a request from the delegate, the Qi dinator-General
provided information on the strategic context for the proposal and the ate restarted the

approval clock.
On 30 December 2011 you extended the timeframe for a final apf‘«al decision to
Y4

&
N
&

ATTACHMENTS Q

Al

Extension noti NATURE

B: Letterto thQaﬂnent for SIGNATURE

12-466

2
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% Australian Government
" Department of Sustainability, Environment, Water, Papulation and Communiies

EXTEMSICN 7O TIME IN WHICH TO MAKE A DECISION WHETHER TO
APPROVE A CONTROLLED ACTIOM :

Development of Multi Cargo Facility, Abbot Polnt, Queenstand (EPBC 2009/4837)

This specification is made under Section 130(1A) of the Environment Protsction and Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1993 (EPBC Act).

Contralled Action

controllec’ action To develop & Multi Cargo Facility {MCF) at Abbot Point in
Queensland, The MCF invoives the dredging of a shipping access
channel, swing basin and berth pockets, reclamation to consiruct a
protected harbour, and construction of a haul road and port access

and services cormidor [see EPBC Act referral NQOQM%'?].

designated proponent  North Queensland Bulk Ports Corporation %

ABN: 2806197757 Q/
Spnecifled tonger perlod

specified longer period  The relevant period In wh ster must make a decision
whather or not to approve rolled action is extended to:

Sy /X

This specifi is provided for the pumoses of subsections
130(1A), 1 d 130(4) of the Environment Profection and

Person auihorised to mmlon

ilzme and position \?ﬂ Hon Tony Burke MP
i

nister for Sustainabllity, Environment, Water, Population and
& Communities
signature

1@7/&/

12-466

 date of decision” 7 5 /p?
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From: Chesterman Andrew

Sent: Monday, 30 April 2012 9:33 AM
To: Armstrong Steve

Ce: Troy Collings

Subject: Abbott Point

Steve.

The Minister and [ are meeting tomorrow afternoon with the Premier re the above.

I think there is a briefing in the system which | would like but | would also like to have spelt out in (possibly flowchart
form?) the approvals process we will be required to follow and the associated timeframes (including whether these
timeframes are statutory or Departmental)..

The Minister and | will need to be prepared with the specifics of the EHP role in the process.

Can you please allocate this task so that we have something by noon tomorrow.

Thanks

Andrew

1

12-466 Documents Page 14 of 82
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Subject: Abbot Point pre-brief

Location: Steve to phone DG on 3330 6298
Start: Mon 30/04/2012 2:00 PM

End: Mon 30/04/2012 2:30 PM
Recurrence: (none)

Meeting Status: Meeting organizer

Organizer: Chesterman Andrew

Required Attendees: Elson Stave

<< Attachments:

URGENT: Abbott Point (9.1kB)

E

1
12-466 Documents

Page 15 of 82
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URGENT: Abbott Point- Enterprise Vault Archived Item Page 1 of 2

From Armstrong Steve Date
To Anderson Jodie
Cc

Subject URGENT: Abbott Point

Jodie

In anticipation, can you please hold a 30 minute slot for Dean to brief the DG ahead of his meeting
with the Premier and Minister tormorrow afternoon.

Steve Armstrong
Executive Officer
Office of the Director General

Ph: 3330 6304 \2\2

Mobiigh 4 - Personal Information

From: Armstrong Steve

Sent: Monday, 30 April 2012 12:25 PM @Q
S V

/

To: Ellwoad Dean
Cc: Delzoppo Lindsay; Lenz Anne; McMain Li@

Subject: URGENT: Abbott Point

Please see the request frgfR thaNDG below ... and note the deadline of noon tomorrow.

Q.

| note there are a number of briefs in the system (e.g. the one attached) which may go close to hitting
the mark.

Dean

Based on your advice, | am happy to put forward existing Briefs supplemented by the suggested
flowchart.

Can someone please phone me with the plan to provide the information requested.

Also ... If you think a verbal brief to the DG would be an advantage, then let me know.

In anticipation, I think | will try to reserve a 30 minute pre-brief for the DG.

12-466 Documents Page 16 of 82
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URGENT: Abbott Point- Enterprise Vault Archived Item

Steve Armstrong

Executive Officer

Office of the Director General
Ph: 3330 6304

Mobilen 4 - Personal Information

From: Chesterman Andrew

Sent: Monday, 30 April 2012 9:33 AM
To: Armstrong Steve

Cc: Troy Collings

Subject: Abbott Point

Steve. QZ
The Minister and | are meeting tomorrow afternoon with the Premier r@ ve.

(possibly flowchart form?) the approvals process we will be n

Page 2 of 2

to follow and the associated

| think there is a briefing in the system which | would like but | would afso iike to have spelt out in
iped
“a%g

timeframes (including whether these timeframes are statut partmental)..

The Minister and | will need to be prepared with the s; i the EHP role in the process.

Can you please allocate this task so that we have ing by noon tomorrow.

Thanks V
&

g
QO
Q.

12-466 Documents
http://archivehost/EnterpriseVault/ViewMessage.asp?Vaultld=1245F84FO0FA75484E....
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Anrson Jod

o e me ey

=

From: Karen Cowell <Karen.Cowell@premiers.gid.gov.au>
Sent: Monday, 30 April 2012 4:54 PM
To: 'mary.sharp@ministerial.gld.gov.au’; 'kim.mcinnes@ministerial.gld.gov.au’;

'karen.gilndermann@ministerial.qld.gov.au’;
'susan.mcdonald@ministerial.gld.gov.au'; Anderson Jodie;
‘tracy.schneider@coordinatorgeneral.qld.gov.au’; Vella Kim @ DEEDI; Laing Debby
@ DEEDY; Serena Baker (Treasury)

Cc: Barbara Tollenaere; 'carly.blaik@ministerial.qld.gov.au'
Subject: Abbot Point meeting briefing papers
Attachments: Premier s Briefing Note - Port of Abbot Point.DOCX; Attachment 1 - Premier s Letter

to the Hon Julia Gillard Prime Minister regarding the Abbot Point Multi Cargo
Facility.PDF; Attachment 2 - Deputy Premier s letters to rail proponents.PDF;
Attachment 3 - Copy of North QId Bulk Ports letter to Coordinator-General.PDF

Good afternoon all

Please find attached background briefing papers for your Minister or Director—Ge»%vz tomorrow's Premier meeting

on Abbot Peint. %
This meeting is scheduled to be held in the Premiers Boardroom, level 15, E}ec ive Building, 100 George Street

from 4:30pm to 5:15pm tomorrow. @
Kind regards %
Karen Cowell Q

Office of the Director-General @

Department of the Premier and Cabinet

Ph: 07 340 67933 @

Email; karen.cowell@premiers.ald.qgov.au
PO Box 15185 City East Qld 4002 Floor k5, 100 George Street, Brisbane Qld 4000

Q
N\
&

Release
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PREMIER’S BRIEFING NOTE Tracking Folder No. TF/12/9890

PO”cy Document No. DOC/12/80728
To: THE PREMIER Approved / Not Approved / Noted
Date: 30 April 2012 Premier .......coccoieeeiviiie e,

Subject: Port of Abbot Point

"« RECOMMENDATION

Date veend

Date Action Required by: .....[L.../.....

Requested by: .............oins
(if appropriate)

It is recommended that you:

note the contents of this briefing note concerning Port of Abbot Point project delays
note a meeting has been scheduled for you on 1 May 2012 to discuss these issues
further. The meeting will be attended by me and the following:

* the Honourable Jeff Seeney MP, Deputy Premier, Minister for State

Development , Infrastructure and Planning

¢ Mr Barry Broe, Coordinator-General
Mr Brad Fish CEO North Queensland Bulk Ports (NQB .
the Honourable Andrew Cripps MP, Minister for Natur sources and Mines
Mr Dan Hunt, Director-General of Natural Resou nd Mines
the Honourable Andrew Powell MP, Minister for%bnment and Heritage
Protection /
¢ Mr Andrew Chesterman, Director-Gener@nvironment and Heritage

* @& O

Protection. %
o KEY ISSUES

There are several key concerns in relation% ort of Abbot Point which include:
e Commonwealth delays in its approva%o( s for the Multi Cargo Facility (MCF)
identification of a multi-user rail ¢ om the Galilee Basin to Abbot Point
Terminals 4-9 site location in t Point State Development Area (APSDA)

o delays in Terminals 4-9 Prefe%espondents signing required agreements.

Commonwealth Delays and M e Commonwealth has deferred decision timeframes for the

MCF until 31 December 2042 The primary reason given for the delay is to seek further
information on the %Nive impacts of development at Abbot Point. This delay has put the
MCF project at rj 24 April 2012, you wrote to the Prime Minister (Attachment 1)
advising of your%?éms about Commonwealth delays and seeking her assurance that the
Commonwealth will grant an approval for the MCF before the end of May 2012.

s.73 - Irrelevant Information

Multi-user User Rail Corridor from the Galilee Basin to Abbot Point — under the former

Government’s approach, multiple rail lines to Abbot Point are being proposed by several
proponents. Currently, Hancock and Waratah's proposed rail lines cross each other three
times and will be less than 20 kilometres apart for approximately half the distance.

To address concerns raised by landowners and the mining industry, on 20 April 2012 the
Deputy Premier wrote to Hancock Coal, GVK and Waratah Coal, as the most advanced rail
project proponents, seeking their commitment towards developing a genuine proposal, which
better addresses the State’s preferred outcome of a multi-user rail corridor from the Galilee
Basin to Abbot Point. The Deputy Premier sought confirmation of their commitment to his
request by 4 May 2012, with more detailed proposals to follow soon after. The Deputy
Premier also wrote to other rail proponents advising of this approach. Refer to Attachment 2.

Action Officer: Graham Marshall Approvals by Director f ED / DDG documented
12-466 Area: Economic Policy Documents in notes in TRIM Page 19 of 82
Telephone: 32242433
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PREMIER’S BRIEFING NOTE Tracking Folder No. TF/12/9880
Policy Document No. DOC/12/80728

Terminals 4-9 Site Location in APSDA — on 17 April 2012, NQBP wrote to the Coordinator-

General seeking his approval for a new location for Terminals 4-9 within the APSDA. NQBP
claim its proposed new location would avoid a $150 million cost to realign the North Coast Rail
Line for a proponent wishing to be the initial developer. Refer to Attachment 3.

Studies, commissioned by the Office of the Coordinator-General in 2009, identified three
“potential locations for coal stockpiling within the APSDA, with one of these sites being NQBP’s
proposed new location. However, as NQBP'’s preferred site was considered the best site for
future higher value industrial use in the APSDA, the former Coordinator-General approved

another site location in the APSDA for Terminals 4-9.

As use of NQBP's preferred site has previously been denied to Waratah, Hancock and other
proponents for coal stockpiling, if the State were to allow NQBP uncontested access to its
preferred site, the State faces the risk of legal action from unsuccessful proponents.

In considering NQBP's proposed new location for Terminals 4-9, the State also needs to
consider the trade-off of using the site for coal stockpiling versus possible longer term

opportunities for higher value industrial use. No specific industrial ;Qcts have as yet been

longer term industrial use or facilitate a public Expression o process for use of the

unidentified.
Given the above, the State should continue to preserve NQB&’%&ered APSDA site for
rest
site. It is understood the Coordinator-General is currently (yns ering NQBP’s proposal.

Delays in Temminals 49 Preferred Respondents signing F)é ework Agreements — of the six

Preferred Respondents {Anglo, Rio Tinto, North %d Coal Terminal Pty Ltd, Vale,
Waratah Coal and Macmines Australia) for Tegmi 9, only Anglo, Vale and Macmines
have signed Preferred Respondent Agreemen NQBP.

Rio Tinto recently announced it was withd from the Abbot Point additional port capacity
process. Reasons cited include cha inghe economic climate, commitments required to
progress the option, a sustained u essure on costs and long timeframes for regulatory
approvals. In response to this a ement, the Deputy Premier and Treasurer issued a
joint media statement on 20 April 2812 criticising the Commonwealth for project approval
delays. Itis understood t is also considering withdrawing from the additional port
capacity process due to delays and their own project timeframes being extended.
Under NQBP’s propdsag timeframes, Framework Agreements were to be finalised with
Preferred Respogaderitg by 30 April 2012. Due to MCF delays, it is understood that signed

ts are reluctant to pay the $75 million Participation Charge to NQBP
required upon execution of the Framework Agreements.

o CONSULTATION

Jon Grayson
Director-General

Office of the Coordinator-General, Office of Government-Owned Corporations.
Comments (Premier or DG)

Action Officer: Graha arshall Approvals by Director / EO / DDG documznted_
12-466 Area: Economic Policﬁocuments in notes in TRIM Vage B ofe2
Telephone: 32242433 .
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Premier of Queensland

For reply please quote: MBNI2/53 — TF/12/9528 « DOC/12/77698 Executive Building
100 George Street Brisbane

A PO Box 15185 City Cast

2 " APR 2012 Queenstand 4002 Australia
. A Telephone +617 3224 4500

The Honourable Julia Gillard MP Facsimile +617 32213631

Prime Minister

PO Box 6022

House of Representatives
Parliament House
CANBERRA ACT 2600

Dear Prime Minister Q

I write to you about a critical infrastructure project in Que that the Commonwealth
has delayed in the approvals process and placed the project at ghefit risk.
’

N@r for Sustainability, Environment,
Water, Population and Communities (SEWPa ded 1o defer his decision on the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for th ed Multi Cargo Facility (MCF) at the
Port of Abbot Point from March 2012 until cember 2012.

The issue is that the Honourable Tony Burke MP,

Even before the Minister decided 1 Wa decision, the North Queensland Bulk Ports
Corporation Limited (NQBP) h %p y faced considerable delays from SEWPaC’s
assessment of the EIS for the pn@@ actlity. NQBP submitted their final EIS for the MCF
with SEWPaC in late 2010 and had a reasonable expectation that approval would be
achieved by early 2011, month that approval of the MCF is delayed, the risk that
the MCF may not mce@nmetrames of its future users is greatly increased. It also
increases the risk a \%cc ainty for investors and project developers. It is now 16 months
since this EIS ua: iséd and no decision taken.

The MCF at the Rort of Abbot Point is one of the most significant pieces of infrastructure
planned in Queensland and Australia. It is critical to facilitating future long-term exports,
and increasing State and Federal Government revenue and employment. An increase in port
capacity at Abbot Point is essential for Quecnsland to be able to respond to world markets
and increase its trade opportunities.

The impacts of the delay in SEWPaC’s approval of the MCF is not isolated to this project, as
it has flow-on implications to all other projects currently proposed at Abbot Point. The
proposed coal stockpile terminals 4-9 require the MCF to export coal to world markets with
associated proponents making considerable investment in the development of mine, rail and
port infrastructure.

Queensiand
Government
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The delays caused by the Commonwealth have made it more difficult to meet project
delivery and market timeframes as potential developments have been deferred resulting in
loss of potential revenue. The delays have also increased costs for proponents. As a result,
Queensland and more broadly Australia, is facing a serious risk that proponents may move
their investment inferests overseas and choose not to pursue their Queensiand investments.

I acknowledge that a proposed port expansion of this size, adjacent to the Great Barrier Reef
World Heritage Area requires a thorough environmental assessment. I note, however, that in
addition to approval under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation
Act 1999 (EPBC Act), the proposed MCF is subject to the parallel stringent state approval
processes that will address all the impacis and issues.

While Queensland already has rigorous environmental assessment processes embedded in
legislation, the Queensland Government has committed to a comprehensive strategic
assessment under the EPBC Act, to protect World Heritage valyes, and ensure that the
impacts of development on the Great Barrier Reef World Heri Area arc taken into
account.

Given the extensive amount of information already providfx% the EIS and subsequent

submissions to SEWPaC from the Queensland Gov efft, a decision timeframe for this
approval of 31 December 2012 is not in the best i %1 0f Queensland or Australia. It can
only threaten economic growth and jobs. It is ) Yuite the opposite approach to that

articulated last week by the Commonwealth 10 ine approvals for major projects.

Queensland is in a strong position to_ca se on the economic opportunities that will
ultimately increase our trade opportwaftids fer the benefit of both the State and Australia. But
this will only occur if we have t ary infrastructure in place in time. We, therefore,
must avoid any further delays ani your assurance that SEWPaC will grant an approval
for the MCF by the end of I\f@ 2 at the latest.

As a closing point, can Q’ ect on our discussion last week at the Council of Australian
Governments (COAGW\meeting regarding the Commonwealth handing over approvals to
Queensland to redude duplication. This example itself is a real example of where the
Queensland GQ—wnt would move the project faster, still deal with all the impacts and
avoid unnecessary delays and cost to proponents. I seek your assistance in bedding down our
agreement last week to ensure this hand over occurs as quickly as possible.

Yours sincerely

MPBELL NEWMAN
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Queensland

Government
Hon Jeifrey Seeney T
Deputy Premier

20 April 2012

Our ref. MBN12/68

Ms Georgina Rinehart Dr G V Sanjay Reddy

Chairperson Vice Chalrman

Hancock Prospecting Pty Ltd GVK Resottrces

PO T.ocked Bag No 2 sanjayreddy@gvk«€on

WEST PERTH WA 6872 %

/

Dear Ms Rinehart and Dr Reddy

I write to you about development of the Galilee cp? %anc[ projects being proposed
by different mine and infrastructure proponguts™Inso doing I would firstly like to
emphasise the importance of developing t as a major centre for coal mining,
processing and export. The Government{yjéws the Galilee basin as a key economic

region critical for the future econowgic pugfperity of the State. In this regard I
Mcﬁ are contiibuting to the long held vision

congratulate you for your efforts to >

of the Galilee basin becoming a 112’ resouice region.

The LNP has come into Governmeht with a very clear policy position with respect to the
trpcture to service the needs of the Galilee coal basin. This

1itify the best corridor for the rail line froms the Galilee basin to
ple user requirements for all proponents”.

development of 1a11way
policy is simple and is
Abbot Point and msh

-u

corridor tha e greatest extent possxble minimises real and potential impacts,
mcludmg land “hequisition issues, ongoing farm management, severance, floodplain
issues and the environment generally.

Inherent in t@mﬁ is the proposition that we will facilitate the development of a

The previously uncoordinated approach has led to multiple rail lines being proposed by
several proponents. It has been identified by both coal companies and local landholders
as a failure of planning and coordination. It ‘must be addressed for the successful
development of the Galilee basin coal reserves and minimisation of impacts.
Additionally, the Government also wishes to ensure that the broader infrastructure
requirements of the region, such as roads, power and water are understood and better
coordinated so the best outcomes for the State can be achieved,

Level 12 Executive Bullding
100 George Streest

PO Box 115009

Cily East Queensland 4002
Telephone + &1 7 3224 4800
Facsimile + 61 7 8224 4781

Emall: deputypremiar@ministadal.ald.gov.au
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I have now mef with a number of proponents including Hancock Coal/GVK, Waratah
Coal and QR National, It is clear lo me that the projects proposed by Hancock
Coal/GVK and Waratah Coal are well advanced ones, potentially capable of servicing
the needs of the southern part of the basin. However, the considerable community
concern that has been expressed to me regarding the impact of the multiple proposals on
local communities and landholders is a significant issue that the Government has a duty

to address,

The Stale Development and Public Works Organisation Act 1971, for which I am the
responsible Minister, provides the Coordinator-General with a wide range of powers
that may be used to support achievement of the Government’s policy. As a number of
proponents are at various stages of project’ development and are now seeking
Government support with respect to acquisition. of land needed for their railway
projects, it is important that the Government carefully considers which powers are best
used to achieve its preferred outcome of a multi-user corridor.

At this stage the Coordinator-General has given a commitmer \@e will continue to
progress your assessment processes. However, in light of thesjtte® Government policy
position, I am seeking a genuine proposal from Hancock Co: K and Waratah Coal

which addresses the concerns raised by the community and/nining industry and which
better achieves the preferred outcomes sought by tlu@Lmnent

1 ask that both Hancock Coal/GVK and Wagatalf Chal,-as the most advanced project
proponents in the southern part of the Galile in, engage in a serious and genuine
dialogue aimed at identifying common grofingh between the respective proposals and

identifying the multi-user corridor frqm tefouthern basin area to the Port of Abbot
Point. Such a corridor might also %Me of accommodating other infrastructures if

appropriate.

In order to provide a meanin input to Government consiclerations I am seeking
commitment to this re May 2012, with more detailed proposals to follow soon
thereafter and at a dat between both parties and the Departiment. .

My Deparbnwn&\:e pleased to assist in facilitating this outcome. In the first instance
I suggest yp@)cortact Mr David Edwards, Director-General, Department of State
Developmen@ﬂfastrucmre and Planning on (07) 3227 8451, who will support this
process at the highest levels, ‘

Yours sincerely

L

JEFE SEENEY
DEPUTY PREMIER
Minister for State Development, Infrastructure and Plannin

Execulive Building

100 George Straet

PO Box 16517

City East Quaensiand 4002
Telephone + 61 7 3404 G090
Facsimile + 61 7 3898 (488

Wabsite www.deedi.gld.gov.au
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Queensland

Government
Han Jeffrey Seeney !
Depuly Premler
20 April 2012
Cur ref. MBN12/65 |
Mr Jignesh Deragari
Chief Executive Officer
Adani Mining Pty Ltd
GPO Box 2569 Q
BRISBANE QLD 4001 %
Dear Mr Derasa_ri p

I write to you about development of the Galilee co %&md praojects being proposed
by different mine and infrastructure pl'oponent% doing I would firstly like to
emphasise the importance of developing the §asi a major centre for coal mining,
processing and export. The Governmen the Galilee basin as a key economic
region critical for the futare economic%eri’cy of the State. In this regard I
congratulate you for your efforts to tﬁ\? h are contributing to the long held vision
of the Galilee basin becoming a majdi pév; Yesource region,

The LNP has come into Governm¥t with a very clear policy position with respect to the-
development of railway infsgstructare to service the needs of the Galilee coal basin, This
policy is simple and is Ifly the best corridor for the rail line from the Galilee basin fo
Abbot Poiut aud instifyite 1 le user requirements for all proponents”,

Inherent in this gtabumeiit is the proposition that we will facilitate the development of a
e greatest extent possible minimises real and potential impacts,
cquisition issues, ongoing farm management, severance, floodplain
issues and the environment generally,

The previously uncoordinated approach has led to multiple rail lines being proposed by
several proponents. It has been identified by both coal companies end local landholders
as a failure of planning and coordination, It must be addressed for the successful
development of the Calilee basin coal reserves and minimisation of impacts,
Additionally, the Government also wishes to ensure that the broader infrastructure
requirements of the region, such as roads, power and water are understood and better
coordinated so the best outcomes for the State can be achieved,

I have now met with a number of proponents including Hancock Coal/GVK, Waratah
Coal and QR National, Tt is clear to me that the projects proposed by Hancock
Coal/GVK and Waratah Coal are well advanced ones, potentially capable of servicing
the needs of the southern part of the basin, However, the considerable comunity
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concern that has been expressed to me regarding the impact of the multiple proposals on
local communities and landholders is a significant issue that the Government has a duty

to address.

The State Development and Public Works Orgonisation Act 1971, for which I am the
responsible Minister, provides the Coordinator-General with a wide range of powers
that may be used to suppott achievement of the Government’s policy. As a number of
proponents are at various stages of project: development and are now seeking
Government support with respect to acquisition of land needed for their railway
projects, it is important that the Government carefully considers which powers are best
used to achieve ifs preferred outcome of a multi-user corridor.

At this stage the Coordinator-General has given a commitiment that he will continue to
progress various assessment processes. However, in light of the staled Government
policy positon, 1 have written to Hancock Coal/GVK and War Coal to seek a
genuine proposal which addresses the concerns raised by the cor ity and mining
industry and which better achieves the preferred outcomes sou 7 the Government,

I have asked that both Hancock Coal/GVK and Waralah Codi/as the most advanced
project proponents in the southern part of the Galilge basth, engage in a serions and
genuine dialogue aimed at identifying commondgudund between their respective

proposals and identifying the multi-user corridof Iy 1e gouthern basin area to the
Port of Abbot Point, Such a corridor might also apable of accommodating other

infrastructures if appropriate,

In order to provide a meam‘ngﬁﬂ input toMGovernment considerations I am seeking
comunifment to this request by 4 with more detailed proposals to follow soon
thereafter and at a date agreed bz oth parties and the Department.

ur

I realise that the plans of yourScompany are also likely to be impacted by these
considerations and they Vriﬂ also be pleased to receive a submission about how
your plans either curr@up port, or can be enhanced to support, Government policy
m infrastegcture needed for the basin

with respect to de t of the railway and other
to be opened to&; In so doing I will also need an indication of your participation in
these consid@s y 4 May 2012.

My Department will be pleased to assist in facilitating this outcome. In the first instance

1 suggest you contact Mr David Bdwards, Director-General, Departiment of State
Development, Infrastructure and Planning on (07) 3227 8451, who will support this

process at the highest levels.

Yours sincerely

JEFF SEENEY Mlj

DEPUTY PREMIER
Minister for State Development, Infrastructure and Planning
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Queensland

Government
“Hon Jefirey Seency
Depuly Premier

20 April 2012

Our ref; MBN12/65

My Brett Fraser

Manager - Corporate Affairs & Communications

Vale

GPO Box 731 Q

BRISBANE QLD 4001 &

Dear Mr Fraser p

I write to you about development of the Galilee ¢ % an projects being proposed

by different mine and infrastructure proponen 50 doing I would firstly like to

emphasise the importance of developing the Bagif*#s a major centre for coal mining,

processing and export, The Governmeng/i the Galilee basin as a key economic

region critical for the future economic “grofperity of the State, I this regard I

of the Galilee basin hecoming a majéi "esource region.

congratulate you for your efforts to Qw.\ch are contributing to the long held vision
€

The LNP’ has come into Governm¥gt with a very clear policy position with respect to the
development of railway infsgstrgcture to service the needs of the Galilee coal basin. This
policy -is simple and is ewlify the best corridor for the rail line from the Galilee basin to
Abbot Point and institnte ple user requireiments for all proponents”.

inherent in thig nent is the proposition that we will facilitate the development of a
e greatest extent possible minimises real and potential impacts,
including landNacquisition issues, ongoing farm management, severance, floodplain
issues and the environment generally,

The previously uncoordinated approach has led to multiple rail lines being proposed by -
several proponents, It has been identified by both coal companies dnd local Jandholders
as a failure of planning and coordination, It must be addressed for the successful
development of the Galilee basin coal reserves and minimisation of impacts.
Additionally, the Government also wishes to ensure that the broader infrastiructure
requirements of the region, such as roads, power and water are understood and better
coordinated so the best outcomes for the State can be achieved,

I have now met with a number of proponents inclirding Hancock Coal/GVK, Waratah
Coal and QR Natonal. It is clear to me that the projects proposed by Hancock
Coal/GVK and Waratah Coal are well advanced ones, potentially capable of servicing
the neecds of the southern part of the basin. However, the considerable community

i
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conicern that has been expressed to me regarding the impact of the multiple proposals on
local communities and landholders is a significant issue that the Government has a duty

to addvess.

The State Developinent and Public Werks Organisation Act 1971, for which I am the
responsible Minister, provides the Coordinator-General with a wide range of powers
that may be used to support achievement of the Government’s policy, As a number of
proponents are at various stages of project development and are now seeking
Government suppoit with respect to acquisition of land needed for their railway
projects, it is important that the Govertunent carefully considers which powers are best
used to achieve its preferred outcome of a multi-user corridor,

At this stage the Coordinator-General has given a commitment that he will continue to
progress various assessment processes. However, in light of the stated Governiment
policy pasition, I have written to Hancock Coal/GVK and WarageyCoal to seek a
genuine proposal which addiesses the concerns raised by the co nity and mining
industry and which better achieves the preferred outcomes sou: by e Government.

I have asked that both Hancock Coal/GVK and Waratah Cofil,8s the most advanced
project proponents in the southern part of the Galileg bagin, engage in a serious and
genuine dialogue aimed at identifying common rpund between their respective
proposals and identifying the multi-user corridayfr 1e southern basin area to the
Port of Abbot Point. Such a corridor might %18 e Jeapable of accommodating other

infrastructures if appropriate,

In order to provide a meaningful in ut%)vernment considerations I am seeking
commitment to this request by 4 M, Ixwvith more detailed proposals to follow soon
thereafter and at a date agreed b n goth parties and the Department.

I realise that the plans of youNcompany are also likely to be impacted by these

considerations and thergfghe I will also be pleased to receive a submission about how
your plans either currd @ Wpport, or can be enhanced to support, Government policy
I

with respect to deyelopntefit of the railway and other infrastructure needed for the basin
to be opéened to ;ﬁ: In so doing T will also need an indication of your participation in
on

these consid?’; v 4 May 2012,

My Department will be pleased to assist in facilitating this outcome. In the first instance
I suggest you contact Mr David Edwards, Director-General, Department of State
Development, Infrastructure and Planning.on (07) 3227 8451, who will support this
process at the highest levels.,

Yours sincerely

Minister for State Development, Infrastructure and I’Iannin_

Documents Page 28 of 82

i
!
I

Release




Queensland

Government
Hon Jeffrey Seeney“
Deputy Premisr

20 April 2012

Our ref. MBN12/65

Mr Michael Li

Chief Representative

Macmines Austasia Pty Ltd

Suit 22, Level 9

320 Adelaide Street

BRISBANE QLD 4000 \2\

Dear Mr Li @

' /
[ write to you about development of the Galilee coal®aéin and projects being proposed
by different mine and infrastructure proponent doing T would firstly like to

-

emphasise the importance of developing the a major centre for coal mining,
processing and export. The Government #iewd the Galilee basin as a key economic
region critical for the future economicN\pfosPerity of the State. In this regard T
congratulate you for your efforts to whith are contributing to the long held vision
of the Galilee basin becoming a maj% esource region. :

The LNP has come into Goverm%"&ith a very clear-policy position with respect {o the
development of railway infgastructhre to service the needs of the Galilee coal basin. This
Ppolicy is simple and is tg My te best corridor for the vail live from the Galilee basin to
Abbot Point and fnsﬁmteie nuser requireiments for all proponents”.

Inherent in this s@ﬂ is the proposition that we will facilitate the development of a
corridor thatfo) the¥preatest extent possible minimises real and potential impacts,
including lan3acquisition issues, ongoing farmn management, severance, floodplain
issues and the environment generally.

The previously uncoordinated approach has Jed to multiple rail lines being proposed by
several proponents. It has been identified by both coal companies and local landholdets
as a failure of planning and coordination. It must be addressed for the successful
development of the Galilee basin coal reserves and minimisation of impacts.
Additionally, the Government also wishes to ensure that the broader infrastructure
requirements of the region, such as roads, power and water are understood and better
coordinated so the best outcomes for the State can be achieved.

I have now met with a number of proponents including Hancock Coal/GVK, Waratah
Coal and QR National. It is clear to me that the projects proposed by Hancock
Coal/GVK and Warateh Coal are well advanced ones, potentially capable of servicing
the needs of the southern part of the basin. However, the considerable community
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concern that has been expressed to me regarding the impact of the mudtiple proposals on
Iocal comnnmities and landholders is a significant issue that the Govemment has a duty

to acldress.

The State Developnient and Public Werks Organisation Act 1971, for which I am the
responsible Minister, provides the Coordinator-General with a wide range of powers
that may be used to support achievement of the Government’s policy. As a number of
proponents are at various stages of project development and are now seeking
Government support with respect to -acquisition of land needed for their railway
projects, it is important that the Government carefully considers which powers are best
used to achieve its preferred outcome of a multi-user corridor.

At this stage the Coordinator-General has given a commitment that he will continute to
progress various assessment processes. However, in light of the stated Government
policy position, [ have written to Hancock Coal/GVK and Waratelh Coal to seek a
genuine proposal which addresses the concerns raised by the co in and mining
industry and which better achieves the preferred outcomes sou2®1 Government.

I have asked that both Hancock Coal/GVK and Waratah C s the most advanced
project proponents in the southern part of the Galilee bagin, engage in a serious and
genuine dialogue aimed at identifying commong@rpund between their respective
proposals and identifying the multi-user cmud e southern basin area to the
Port of Abbot Point. Such a corridor might Eis capable of accommodating other

infrastruchures if appropriate
In order to provide a meaningful i u&ovemment considerations I am seeking

commitment to this request by 4 M, uth more detailed proposals to follow soon
oth parties and the Department,

thereafter and at a date agreed ?

I realise that the plans of youlvcompany are also likely to be impacted by these
considerations and thet 1 will also be pleased to receive a submission about how
your plans either curr @1 pport, or can be enhanced to support, Government policy
with respect to deyelopn¥efit of the railway and other infrastructure needed for the basin
to be opened to \ In so doing I will also need an indication of your participation in

these 4::|01151le~ y 4 May 2012,

My Department will be pleased to assist in facilitating this outcome. In the first instance
I suggest you contact Mr David Edwards, Director-General, Department of State
Development, nfrastructure and Planning on (07) 3227 8451, who will support this
process at the highest levels.

Yours sincerely

Z

JEFF SEENEY
DEPUTY PREMIER
Minister for State Development, Infrastructure and Plannin
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Queensland
Government

Hen Jeffrey Seeney
Deputy Premier

Our ref: MBN12/65

Mr Lance Hockridge
Managing Director and CRO
QR National

GPO Box 456

BRISBANE QLD 4001 %Q

Dear Mr Hockridge P
I write to you about development of the Galilee coal%and projects being proposed
by different mine and infrastructure proponen doing I would firstly like to
emphasise the importance of developing the hgsi a major centre for coal mining,
processing and export. The Governnient yie e Galilee basin as a key economic
region critical for the futire economi ogperity of the State. In this regard I
congratulate you for your efforts to ¢ m‘i whidh are contributing to the long held vision
of the Galilee basin becoming a majof’t source region.

The LNP has come into Goverm%with a very clear policy position with respect to the
development of railway infrastrucBre to service the needs of the Galilee coal basin, This

policy is simple and is to=Sileyfify the best corrider for the rail line from the Galilee basin to
Abbot Point and instifite ile nser requireinents for all propoients”,

Inherent in this mant is the proposition that we will facilitate the development of a
corridor that #8) theVgreatest extent possible minimises real and potential impacts,
including 1a1%{c7miéiﬁon issues, ongoing farm management, severance, floodplain
issues and the environment generally.

The previously uncoordinated approach has led to multiple rail lines being proposed by
several proponents, It has been identified by both coal companies and local landholders
as a failure of planning and coordination. It must be addressed for the successful
development of the Galilee basin coal reserves and minimisation of impacts.
Additionally, the Government also wishes to ensure that the broader infrastructuse
requirements of the region, such as roads, power and water are understood and better
coordinated so the best outcomes for the State can be achieved.

I have now met with a iumber of proponents including Hancock Coal/GVK, Waratah
Coal and QR National, It is clear to me that the projects proposed by Hancock
Coal/GVK and Waratah Coal are well advanced ones, potentially capable of servicing :
the needs of the southern part of the basin. However, the considerable community !
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concern that has been expressed:-to me regarding the impact of the multiple proposals on
local comumunities and landholders is a significant issue that the Government has a duty

to addvess,

The State Development aud Public Works Orgnnisation Act 1971, for which I am the
responsible Minister, provides the Coordinator-General with a wide range of powers
that may be used to support achievement of the Government's polity. As a number of
proponents are at various stages of project development and are now seeking
Government support - with respect to acquisition of land needed for their railway
projects, it is important that the Government carefully considers which powers are best
used to achieve its preferred outcome of a multi-user corridor.

At this stage the Coordinator-General has given a commitment that he will continue to
progress various assessment processes. However, in light of the stated Government
policy position, T have written to Hancock Coal/GVK and Waratghy Coal fo seek a

genuine proposal which addresses the concerns raised by the co 1ty and mining
industry and which better achieves the preferred outcomes sou Government,
I have asked that both Hancock Coal/GVK and Waratah s the most advanced

project proponents in the southern part of the Galilee bagin, engage in a serious and
genuine dialogue aimed at identifying common gground between their respective

proposals and identifying the multi-user corridop=-{rdfn the southern basin area to the
Port of Abbot Point. Such a corridor might als®«¥€)capable of accommodating other

infrastructures if appropriate.

In order to provide a meaningful input vernment considerations I am seeking
commitment to this request by 4 M 2 wvith more detailed proposals: to follow soon
thereafter and at a date agreed be:w 1 bolth parties and the Depariment.

I realise that the plans of youlcompany are also likely to be impacted by these
considerations and therefdsg 1 will also be pleased to receive a submission about how
your plans either curr Mort, or can be enhanced to support, Government policy
with respect to devglops of the railway and other infrastructure needed for the basin

In so doing I will also need an indication of your participation in

to be opened to pdnit

these conside?' ionkby 4 May 2012,

My Departmert will be pleased to assist in facilitating this outcome. In the first instance
I suggest you contact Mr David Edwards, Director-General, Department of State

Development, Infrastructure and Planning on (07) 3227 8451, who will support this
process at the highest levels.

Youss sincerely’

JEFF SEENEY Wi
DEPUTY PREMIER
Minister for State Development, Infrastricture and Planning
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% Queensland
» Government

20 Aprﬂ 2012
Daputy Promler

Cur ref; MBN12/65

Mr Shane Condon
Managing Director

Fast West Line Parks Q
Level 16, 344 Queen Street %
'BRISBANE QLD 4000 @
Dear Mi Condon P4

I write to you about development of the Galilee %@‘ and projects being proposed

by different mine and infrastructure proponent®f)so doing I would firstly like to
emphasise the importance of developing tt ? as a major centre for coal mining,
processing and export. The Governmenj/vi the Galilee basin as a key economic
region critical for the future econo '(‘é!perity of the State. In this regard 1
congratulate you for your efforts to gt %ich are contributing to the long held vision

of the Galilee basin becoming a né ey resowrce region.

The LNP has come inte Governmeqt with a very clear policy position with respect to the
brycture to service the needs of the Galilee coal basin, This

ify the best corvidor for the rail ling from the Galilee basin to
Ple user requirements for all proponents”.

development of railway iz
policy is simple and is
Abbot Peint and instityte n

corridor tha greatest extent possible minimises real and potential impacts,
including landNacquisition issues, ongoing farm management, severance, floodplain
issues and the environment generally, '

Inherent in thiEta pent is the proposition that we will facilitate the development of a

The previously uncoordinated approach has led to multiple rail lines being proposed by
several proponents, It has been identified by both coal companies and local landholders
as a failure of planning and coordination, It must be addressed for the successful
development of the Galilee basin coal reserves and minimisation of impacts.
Additionally, the Government also wishes to ensure that the broader infrastructure
requirements of the region, such as roads, power and water are understood and better
coordinated so the best ottcomes for the State can be achieved.

I have now met with a number of proponents including Hancock Coal/GVK, Waratah
Coal and QR National.- It is clear to me that the projects proposed by Hancock
Coal/GVK and Waratah Coal are well advanced ones, potentially capable of ;ervicing
the needs of the southern part of the basin. However, the considerable community
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concern that has been expressed to me 1;ega1'di11g the impact of the multiple proposals on
local communities end landholdess is a significant issue that the Government has a duty

to address.

The Siale Development and Public Works Organisation Act 1971, for which I am the
responsible Minister, provides the Coordinator-General with a wide range of powers
that may be used to support achievement of the Government’s policy. As a number of
proponents are at various stages of project development and are now seeking
Government support with respect to acquisition of land needed for their railway
projects, it is important that the Goverranent carefully considers which powers are best
used to achieve its preferred oufcome of a multi-user corridor.

At this stage the Coordinator-General has given a commitment that he will continue to
progress various assessment processes, However, in light of the stated Government
policy position, T have written to Hancock Coal/GVK and War Coal to szek a
genuine proposal which addresses the concerns raised by the co
industry and which better achieves the preferred outcomes sou

e Government,

I have asked that both Hancock Coal/GVK and Waratah C s the most advanced
project proponents in the southern part of the Galilee bagin, engage in a serious ancd
genuine dialogue aimed at identifying- conmonggreund between their respective
proposals and ide'ntifying the multi-user corridor~fr e southern basin area to the
Port of Abbot Point, Such a corridor might als%capable of acconunodating other

infrastructures if appropriate,
In order to provide a meaningful ir u&overmnent considerations I am seeking
commitment to this request by 4 M Mith more detailed proposals to follow soon
thereafter and at a date agreed b oth parties and the Department.

I realise that the plans of youlcompany are also likely to be impacted by these
considerations and ther 11 also be pleased to receive a submission about how
your plans cither curr Wpport, or can be enhanced to support, Government policy
with respect to developmefit of the railway and other infrastructure needed for the basin
to be opened to i, In so doing I will also need anindication of your participation in

bt
-

these COl‘]Si.d@ y 4 May 2012,
My Department will be pleased to assist in facilitating this outcome, In the first instance

I suggest you contact Mr David Edwards, Director-General, Departiment of State.

Development, Infrastructure and Planning on (07) 3227 8451, who will support this
process at the highest levels. '

Yours sincerely

JE¥F SEENEY MP ™
DEPUTY PREMIER

Minister for State Development, Infrashructure and Planning

.-"FF
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Queensland

} Government
Hon Jaffrey Seenay :
Daputly Premiar

20 April 2012

Our ref: MBN12/65

Mr Rob McNamara
General Manager Project Development
American Metals and Coal International (Alpha) Pty Lid

GPO Box 1118 Q
BRISBANE QLD 4001 \2\
Dear Mr McNamara @
: 4

I write to you about developiment of the Galflee coa@ and projects being proposed
by different mine and infrastructure proponentg? toing I would firstly like to
emphasise the importance of developing the a% a major centre for coal mining,
processing and export, The Government yie e Galilee basin as a key economic
region critical for the future economi erity of the State, In this regard I
congratulate you for your efforts to date, whiefi are contributing to the long held vision
of the Galilee basin becoming a maj 1&!50111‘@ region.

The LNP has come into Govern@-uth a very clear policy position with respect to the
development of railway infrastruchure to service the needs of the Galilee coal basin, This

policy is simple and is tg.ofHeutifyy the best corridor Jor the rail line froun the Galilee basin fo
Abbot Pointand institut e uset requiirements for all propouerits”.

Inherent in this ei}mt is the proposition that we will facilitate the development of a
corridor that jey thivgreatest extent possible minimises real and potential impacts,
including laf usition issues, ongoing farm management, severance, floodplain

issues and the eltvironment generally.

The previously uncoordinated approach has led to multiple rail lines being proposed by
several proponents. It has been identified by both coal companies and local landholders
as a failwre of planning and coordination, It must be addressed for. the successful
development of the Galilee basin coal reserves and minimisation of impacts.
Additionally, the Government also wishes lo ensure that the broader infrastructure
requirements of the region, such as roads, power and water are understood and better
coordinated so the best outcomes for the State can be achieved.

I have now met with a number of proponents including Hanceck Conl/GVK, Watatah
Coal and QR National. It is clear to me that the projects proposed by Hancock
Coal/GVK and Waratah Coal are well advanced ones, potentially capable of servicing
the needs of the southern part of the basin. However, the considerable community

¢
f
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concern that has been expressed to me regarcing the impact of the multiple proposals on
local communities arid landholders is a significant issue that the Government has a duty

to address,

The State Development and Public Works Orgmnisation Act 1971, for which I am the

responsible Minister, provides the Coordinator-General with a wide range of powers
that may be used to support achievement of the Governiment’s policy. As a number of
proponents are at various stages of project development and are now seeking
Government support with respect to acquisition of Iand needed for their railway
projects, it is iniportant that the Government carefully considers which powers are best
used to achieve its preferred outcome of a mult-user corridor,

At this stage the Coordinator-General has given a commitment-that he will contnue to
progress various assessment processes. However, in light of the stated Government
policy position, I have written to Hancock Coal/GVK and Wara Coal to geek a
genuine proposal which addresses the concerns raised by the co nity and mining
industry and which better achieves the preferred outcomes sou Government,

I have asked that both Hancock Coal/GVK and Waratah C s the most advanced

project proponents in the southern part of the Galilee bagin, engage in a serious and
genuine dialogue aimed at identifying common ground between their respective
proposals and identifying the multi-user corrid%{ he southern basin area to the

Port of Abbot Point, Such a corridor might als
Infrastructures if appropriate, ?\

In order to provide a meaningful input overnment c¢onsiderations I am seeking
conunitment to this request by 4 M vith more detailed proposals to follow soon
thereafter and at a date agreed b th parties and the Department,

I realise that the plans of youlcompany are also likely to be impacted by these
considerations and thergfo¥e 1 will also be pleased. to receive a submission about how
your plans either curr@gort, or can be enhanced to support, Governunent policy
with respect to developnigft of the railway and other infrastructure needed for the basin
to be opened to pdniny, In so doing 1 will also need an indication of your participation in

these consideg' ionpy 4 May 2012, ‘

My Departmenbwill be pleased to assist in facililating this outcome, In the first instance
I suggest you contact Mr David Edwards, Director-General, Department of State
Development, Infrastructure and Planning on (07) 3227 8451, who will support this

process at the highest levels.

Yours sincerely

EFF SEENEY MD
DEPUTY PREMIER
Minister for State Development, Infrastructure and Planning
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17 Aprit 2012

Mr Barry Broe
Coordinator-General

Department of State Development
Infrastructure & Planning

PO Box 15517

GITY EAST QLD 4002

Dear Barry

Abbot Point T4-T9 - Locatlon
Reference: PMIOSB/00016 (E12/13971)

ntroduction y 4

As discussed during our meeting last Friday (13 April), @ﬂc@ming ihe location of
our proposed Terininal 4 — Terminal 9 {T4-T9) export ¢ j&ct at Abbot Point,

{the New Location). Your support

Your support is being sought for a proposed naw | , as per the attached drawing
is cﬂti% ortant in facilitating the projact's
nt

development and subseqtiently other signifi

The project planning and commeicial
stage and coal export companies a
which the proposed New Location

opment proceeding at the port,

igtfons at Abbot Point are now at a crucial
idering thelr opiions, Reducing start-up costs,
rovide, are paramount in order to get the first

projectfs to commit.

Planning For infrastruct .

The planning for t \*IQ project has been progressing for some tme following
considerable colla jon*between our respeclive organisations to determine the most
bb

Point.

appropriate siteq~
The plan for the 8ix terminals is based on the long-term needs for the port, in particular
the emerging needs of the Galilee Basin, as well as the further development of the

Northern Bowen Basin.

Given the long-term nature of investment in port infrastructure, NQBP remains convinced
of the need to provide robust strategic planning for its ports and therefore, the need to
identify now the location for the T4 to T9 terminals, even though some may not start
construction for some time.,

By way of context, NQBP has already commitled in the order of $100 million into the
studies and preliminary planning for the Mulli Cargo Facility (MCF), TO-T3 and T4-T9,
while the mining companies will have invested considerably more in aggregate in their
Individuai feasibility studies.

BRISOANE OFFICE MACKAY UFFIGE - s L e s i G
GO Box 409 Brishane £0 B 3340 Horlh Makay FELTS CHRPORRNGH GilTED
Queeaslamf 4001 Queensland 4740 2
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Practical Benefits of New Locatlon

Apart from cost, there ars other compeliing reascns why NQBP needs to pursus the New
Location over the Original Location, They are:

s As planning has developed and on further analysis, this work has shown that the
flood boundaries of Splitters Creek are more extensive than originally assumed and
this could potentially impact on any future development proposed for the Originat
Logation: and ' :

s I order to accommodate the six terminals, there is a need {o realign the North Coast
Railway Line (NCRL} if the Originai Localion Is used. !t is also now appagent that the
NCRL. cannot be moved in a timeframe to meet the planned first coal Q‘I 7.

Commercial Hurdle without New Location v
The preferred proponents, being the foundation customers @e project, were

announced by the then Prémier in December 2011, The ;}opc ents will use the
proposed MCF at the Port of Abbot Point following its appggval,

While the six original proponents all indicated their d onstruct their own terminal
in the next five lo eight years, it was always efnvisage QEP thal development of the
teriminals would be at a slower pace give st and size of the respective
developments. The cost of developing minesill, b8 approximatsly $2 billion and rail and
other supporting infrastructure " would eas?@a this number to $6 to $10 billion

v/

een a softening in demand and that while it
terminals would commence inilially, it is now
ith the others following in subsequent years.

depending on the location of the mine.

[t has also become apparent that
was originally assumad that at
likely that only one terminal will sta

This initial terminal will stantial additional costs as the “first mover® for base
infrastructure including pe water and MCF development costs. The Impaosition of an
for

additional $150 milifan e realignment of the NCRL (plus timing delays) places a
major hurdle for praponent wishing to be the Initial developer.
Commercia atism

NQBP considers that the New Location for the T4-T9 represents the best planning and
development outcome for the project, the development of the MCF, the Abbot Point State
Development Area (APSDA) and ultimately is in the State's best sconomic interest.

The current economic and approvals climate makes it critical to obtain financial surety for
foundation custometss, tangible outcomes for the MCF and the APSDA. The proponents
for TA-T9 are the only real customers showing sufficient Interest and having the financial
capabllity to start and continue with development of the port and coal terminals or any
real development in a planned way.
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APSDA Development - Contract NGBP - MIDQ

NQBP - currently has an application with the Minister for Industrial Development of
Queensland (MIDQ) to purchase an area of land which accommodates the proposed
New Location for T4-T8 of the T4-T9 terminals. NQBP is close to fmai:smg negotiations
with MIDQ and has exchanged a draft contract,

The provision of base infrastructure is also important for the future development of the
APSDA by MIDQ. As you are aware, the State has invested a significant’ surn In
purchasing land and on Initial studies in relation to the APSDA. .

A major hurdie in attracting industry to the APSDA is the cost of base infragtructure. it is
vital that a cost environment be provided for the developer.fs of the flrst 9 term!nal
which is compelitive with other terminal developments in the State and underwrites

the provision of the base infrastruciure. .
Moving the site to the New Location will remove a major%mpedtment the

realignment of the NCRL. While it will mean losing part of the, indUstrial development
area, it will most likely lead to the early development of thegP soA,

1t is also expected there would be major and well justi iéism by proponents and the
public of the costs and incanvenience associated Wi locating the NCRL while an

abundance of land within the APSDA that has al en puichased by the Slate, sits

idle and unused for what could be a long peri@ !
A further financial advantage to the Staje\as a Whole is that the New Location land has

already been purchased by the Stat we previous T4-T9 site would require the
State to embark on further purchas? lledand it had already purchased at a significant

cost sits idle,

mvestigation Program

NQBP is planning a consive investigation program costing in excess of $300,000
as soon as condi on Site are suitable and also heeds to finalise the Contract with
MIDQ. Accordingly weleok forward o recaiving your urgent support for the purchase of
the land and ourproPgsed New Location.

A decision on location for T4-T9 is also necessary to allow NQBP to refer the T4-T9
praject to start the approval process.

If you have any queries please do not hesitate fo contact me.

Yours sincerely

Sch 4 - Signatures

Brad Fish

Chlef Executive Officer

Enquiries: Brad Fialh
Telephone: {07} 3224 B728
Email: biish@nqgbp.com.au
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Anderson Jodie

i

From: Chesterman Andrew

Sent: Tuesday, 1 May 2012 6:44 AM
To: Armstrong Steve

Subject: Fwd: Abbott Point

Steve.

Can you please run a quick check on this today.

Thanks

Andrew

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Troy Collings" <Troy.Collings@ministerial.qld.gov.au>

Date: 30 April 2012 6:01:51 PM AEST Q
"Armstrong Steve"

To: "Chesterman Andrew" <Andrew.Chesterman@derm.qld.gov.

{Steve.Annstrong@derm.gld.gov.au-»'-

Subject: RE: Abbott Point

This witi probably be coverad in the said trief, but | als nouNEEY
North Qld Bulk Ports. It may be =isc prucens o see
b with DERRASERPD

T

AT O oy
oy ouilngs

Chief of Staff

The Hon Andrew Powell ME | Wrwimnmcnt and Herftage Protection

From: Chesterman Andrew [mailto:Andrew.Chesterman@derm.qgld. ov.au|
Sent: Monday, 30 April 2012 9:33 AM

To: Armstrong Steve

Cc: Troy Collings

Subject: Abbott Point

Steve.

The Minister and | are meeting tomorrow afternoon with the Premier re the above.

'think there is a briefing in the system which | would like but | would also like to have spelt out in
(possibly flowchart form?) the approvals process we will be required to follow and the associated
timeframes (including whether these timeframes are statutory or Departmental)..

The Minister and | will need to be prepared with the specifics of the EHP role in the process.
Can you please allocate this task so that we have something by noon tomarrow.

Thanks

Andrew

1
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The information in this email together with any attachments is intended only for
the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or
privileged material. There is no waiver of any confidentiality/privilege by your
inadvertent receipt of this material.

Any form of review, disclosure, modificaticon, distribution and/or publication of
this email message is prchibited, unless as a necessary part of Departmental
business.

If you have received this message in error, you are =shel | nform the sender as
gquickly as possible and delete this message and any copies of this message from
your computer and/or your computer system network.

This email, together with any attachments, is intended for the namad
recipient (s) only; and may contain privileged and confidential
information. If received in error, you are asked to infor he sender as
quickly as possikble and delete this emall and any copie chis from your
computer system network.

If not an intended recipient of this email, you mus copy, distribute
or take any action(s) that relies con it; any form of Wisclosure,
modification, distribution and /or publicatic of €his email is also
prohibited.

Unless stated ctherwise, this email repres only the views of the
sender and not the views of the Queensla cvernment.
Please consider the environment befor inting this email,

AV
QVQSO
N\
S

.
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Subject:
Location:

Start:
End:

Recurrence:
Meeting Status:

Organizer:
Required Attendees:

Optional Attendees:

Attendees:

e The Honourable the Premier

Premier Meeting - Abbot Point
Premier's Boardroom, level 15, 100 George Street

Tue 1/05/2012 4:30 PM
Tue 1/05/2012 5:15 PM

{none)

Accepted

Jon Grayson .
jeff.seeney@ministerial qld.gov.au’; 'andrew.cripps@ministerial.qld.gov.au’; Craig
Evans; David Hourigan; Barry Broe (Coordinator-General); Andrew Chesterman

(Environment and Heritage); 'bfish@ngbp.com.au’; Dan Hunt (Natural Resources
and Mines); ‘andrew.powell@ministerial.gld.gov.au’; Helen Gluer (Treasury)

‘Jeff Popp'; 'Broe, Barry' Q

/

* The Honourable Jeff Seeney, Minister for State Developm @astructure and Planning

@ The Honourable Andrew Powell, Minister for Environme

eritage Protection

© The Honourable Andrew Cripps, Minister for Natural ces and Mines

* Jon Grayson, DG Department of the Premier agd“! inet
r

¢ Craig Evans, DDG Policy, Department of th j
® Andrew Chesterman, DG Department o

and Cabinet
ment and Heritage Protection

* Barry Broe, Coordinator-General
© Dan Hunt, DG Department of Natyral Resurces and Mines
e David Hourigan, ED Economic Ndepartment of the Premier and Cabinet

e Brad Fish, CEQ, North Que
o Helen Gluer, Under Tr

Contact:
Barbara Tollenaere

e I

i

gi ulk Ports Corporation

Office of the Director General - DPC

3224 4728

12-466
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Anderson Jodle -

Subject: FW: Premier Meeting - Abbot Point

Location; Premier's Boardroom, level 15, 100 George Street
Start: Tue 1/05/2012 4:30 PM

End: Tue 1/05/2012 5:15 PM

Show Time As: Tentative

Recurrence: {none)

Meeting Status: Not yet responded

Organizer: Jon Grayson

When: Tuesday, 1 May 2012 4:30 PM-5:15 PM (GMT+10; 00) Brisbane.
Where: Premier's Boardroom, leve! 15, 100 George Street

Note: The GMT offset above does not reflect daylight saving time adjustments. %2

"_‘_*_‘_t_"_bﬁ__-lﬁ-_‘_*ﬂ_*__ﬁ

V4
Troy. . '
I note this is in my diary for tomorrow which you mentioned on Frida it,doesn't seem to have Minister Powell's
name in the attendee list.
Is the Minister going to attend do you know?

Regards ?\
Andrew @

From: Jon Grayson [mailto:Jon.Gra . v.au]
Sent: Thursday, 26 Aprll 2012 2: 49 PM

To: Jon Grayson; j Aov.au; andrew.cripps@ministerial.gld.qov.au; Cralg Evans; David Hourigan;
m Barry Broe oord nator-General); Andrew Chesterman (Environment and Heritage)

Subject: Premier Meeting - Abbot Poi

When: Tuesday, 1 May 2012 4:30 ‘ PM (GMT+10:00) Brisbane.

Where: Prernier's Boardroom, le& 0 George Strest

Attendees:

s The Honourable the Pamier

* The Honourable leff Seeney
@ The Honourable Andrew Cripps

o Jon Grayson-
o (raig Evans
° Andrew Chesterman

¢ Barry Broe

¢ David Hourigan

¢ Brad Fish
Contact:

Barbara Tolienaere
Office of the Director General - DPC
32244728

1
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Anderson Jodie

| S— eg—
From: Ellwood Dean
Sent: Tuesday, 8 May 2012 6:50 PM
To: Chesterman Andrew
Cc: McMain Lisa; Brown Glen; Delzoppo Lindsay
Subject: RE: Hancock EIS
Attachments: Alpha Coal CG Conditions_ 3 May 12a.doc; ATT735077.htm

Andrew, advice received below on status of advice to CG. In addition to you being cc'd in on email to Matt
Grant tomorrow morning, I will also draft an email for your consideration to send to CG.

Regards
Dean

As you would know, the Coordinator-General is committed to relea 'Qs report on the
Alpha Coal Project EIA by 25 May 2012. In relation to outstandi %l sues raised by the
CoG this morning, for the Alpha Project (Hancock) as part of@ under the SD&PWO

Act- you could advise the following
Draft EA Conditions %
EHP has been working to ﬁnalise%,gvironmental Authority conditions for

/

consideration and inclusion in the s Report. After discussions today, Matt Grant
from the Office of the CoG’ at EHP shouid submit the draft ES conditions
to his office by 10am tomo May 2012. This timeline was supported by Mr
Grant as this will provi s fe@m with additicnal information which would enhance
the CoG's EIS report. P’s submission tomorrow will include a detailed list of
those issues for which EHP his received insufficient information from the proponent
to enable specifi nditions to be prepared, as well as the type of additional
information w! uld need to be sought as a requirements of the CoG

report. O X g issues which EHP discussed with Hancock representatives
today, &

Qn € Tehabilitation

e mine water management and stream diversions

e performance requirements for ‘regulated siructures’ such as tailings dams and
-large levee banks

Future Abbot Point MCU Applications

Negotiations are continuing with Hancock representatives in relation to the need for
and timing of information about the Abbot Point rail loop. EHP believes acid sulphate
soils survey data should be provided before consideration of an MCU application for
the development which would be in the State Development Aregh 4 - Business Affairs
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Biodiversity Offsets

The Office of the CoG has consistently made it clear to proponents seeking to
develop mines in the Galilee basin, that it would apply the Queensland Biodiversity
Offset Policy (BOP) adopted by the former government in Cctober last year.

EHP has held extensive discussions with the office of the CoG about how best to
apply the BOP to the Alpha Coal project. One proposed solution would involve a mix
of:

o dirsct offsets whereby the company would put forward land owns containing
high-biodiversity quality regrowth; and

o financial payment arrangements (possibly including some up-front payments
and periodic payments) which would be used to fund the acquisition of land wiih
outstanding biodiversity values, for addition to the National Park estate

EHP is arranging to seek the views of Minister Powell on this&roach.

Given the timeline or the release of CoG's EIS report% Alpha Coal project, it is
unlikely that details of Biodiversity Offset requireme?s Vil be finalised by 25

May. That being the case, it is likely that the @oG réport would need to specify some
requirements for Biodiversity Offsets, while ifying that other aspects of such
Biodiversity Offsets (such as the nature ifig of financial offset payment) would

be finalised after the release of the C¢$e~

EHP has also been deve!z%yzalilee Offsets Strategy which maps the significant
t

State values that are t uture land acquisition (including important
biodiversity corridors)@vmch would provide important guidance for future mine
rehabilitation planning — 9 ensure habitat connectivity in the east-west direction. As
this will not be leted until the end of May 2012, it may be desirable for the CoG
report to dire work by the proponent once the strategy is completed.

\

From: Chesterman Andrew

Sent: Tuesday, 8 May 2012 8:49 AM
To: Ellwood Dean

Cc: Wall Terry

Subject: FW: Hancock EIS

Dean
Please find beiow another request from the CG.

Can you please provide a response to the CG (Matt
Grant) and cc me.

Regards

7
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N

Andrew

From: Broe, Barry
[mailto:Barry.Broe@coordinatorgeneral.qld.gov.au]
Sent: Tuesday, 8 May 2012 8:37 AM

To: Chesterman Andrew

Subject: Hancock EIS

Andrew

At a meeting we held with Hancock and its EIS and
social impact consultants on the Alpha Coal Project
late Thursday 3 May, | agreed to request from you
that DEHP:

Environmental Authority con for the mine,
even though it is understoo& at discussions on
these conditions be HP and Hancock will
resume once my El ation Report is
finalised. It woul
aware of any
between DEH

Finalise today DEHP advice @& he draft
th

ed points of disagreement
Hancock, but [ would generally
end the DEHP position on each of

greement between OCG and DEHP

Fmahse by early Wed @ May, DEHP advice to me on
biodiversity offset matters.

Our contact is Matt Grant.

This is a very important major project and we are
working aorund the clock to meet a timeframe of a
CG report on 24 May, months ahead of schedule.

Thanks

Barry

3
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<Alpha Coal CG Conditions 3 May 12a.doc>

4
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Alpha Coal Project- Environmental Offsets
Proposed Conditions CG Report
3 May 2012

Biodiversity offsets under the following requirements must be located within the
strategic areas identified by the Galilee Basin Offset Strategy (Environment and
Heritage Protection 2012). Biodiversity offsets may be located in other areas to the
satisfaction of EHP.

The outcome is that no clearing is to occur under the Environmental Authority until all
preclearance surveys and ecological equivalence surveys are completed, and a Biodiversity
Offset Strategy has been approved by the Department of Environment and Heritage
Protection.

Conservation Act 1992 (NC Act):
» Clearing must only occur in accordance with a clearing permit u% NC Act
e

» Offsets must be provided for the take of endangered, vulner ar threatened
plants consistent with the Queensland Biodiversity Offset Poli

Where there is a requirement for the clearing of plants protected under tfz Nature

/

Offsets under the Queensland Biodiversity Offset %
Offsets must be provided for the unavoid% pacts on State significant
biodiversity values in accordance with the eemSland Biodiversity Offset Policy
2011 as amended. %

ining lease, the proponent must enter into a
Environment and Heritage Protection on the
ueensland Biodiversity Offset Policy. The Deed is
ended as required.

As part of the environmental authority
Deed of Agreement with the Depar
provision of offsets, consistent wi
for the life of the project and may be

The Deed of Agreement minimum, contain the following information about:
e the provisi ffs consistent with the Queensland Biodiversity Offsets Policy
¢ the offset dlgs echanisms for the provision of offsets
¢ the deli Site-based Offset Plan for each stage for which offsets are to be
prowded e Site-based Offset Plan is to include:

o Demonstration that the activity has {where possible) avoided, then
minimised impacts on State significant biodiversity values.

o Adetailed description of the values to be offset

o Adetailed description of the extent of impact on each of the State
significant biodiversity values.

@ The offset delivery mechanism (land based offset or offset payment), and
where relevant:

= information detailing whether the values can be offset within the
landscape; and

= assessment of ecological equivalence using the Ecological
Equivalence Methodology produced by the administering authority.

B the values to which a proposed offset payment relates.
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o Financial surety, where required under the Queensland Biodiversity Offset
Policy.

Within 4 months of the issuing of the environmental authority, the proponent must have
undertaken and submitted to the Department of Environment and Heritage Protection for
approval, an ecological equivalence assessment of areas with State significant biodiversity
values that will be impacted. Assessment of ecological equivalence is to be undertaken
consistent with the Ecological Equivalence Methodology.

Within 8 months of the issuing of the environmental authority, the proponent must submit
to the Department of Environment and Heritage Protection for approval:

A Biodiversity Offset Strategy which addresses the Queensland Biodiversity Offset Policy.
The strategy should contain, as a minimum:

o The values which will be offset and the extent of impact on each value, and
the specific-issue offset policy the value will be offset un

o The offset delivery mechanism (land based offset or o

—  Where offsets will be provided via a fand based
be included detailing whether the values can
landscape.

/
~  Where an offset payment is propose@alues to which the offset

fset within the

payment relates.
o Details of when offsets will be pr '(@hat is, prior to the issuing of the
environmental authority or st e%?r the life of the project. Where it is
proposed to stage the provix@ ffsets, identify what the stages and the

anticipated timeframes

ignjficant biodiversity values correlate with Matters
of National Envir Significance under the Environment Protection
and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 how the offset provided under the
EPBC has ai: edhthe same {or greater) outcomes for the values impacted

o Details of where St

as would uired by the Queensland Biodiversity Offset Policy, including

th(XSa being legally secured and managed.

ssment of ecological equivalence of the impact area where land

(4] a
Qﬂ offsets are proposed. Assessment of ecological equivalence should
use the current Ecological Equivalence Methodology developed by the

administering authority.

o Details on how the offsets provided align with the Galilee Basin Offset
Strategy (EHP 2012).

o a Site-based Offset Plan for stage 1.

Offsets under the Vegetation Management Act 1999 (VMA

Offsets for development associated with the rail line under the Sustainable Planning Act
2009 must be provided in accordance with the Policy for Vegetation Management Offsets
under the VMA.

A Property Vegetation Management Plan (PVMP), consistent with the Vegetation
Management Regulation 2000, must be provided with the development application for the
clearing of native vegetation. The PYMP must include, but is not limited to:

-
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° Demonstration of how the proposed clearing of vegetation will be avoided and/or
minimised (in order of preference);

o The location and extent of the values proposed to be cleared under the application;

e The purpose of the clearing;

* An assessment of how the proposed clearing meets the performance requirements
of the relevant Regional Vegetation Management Code;

° Information supporting any request by the proponent for the project to be classified
a significant community project under the VMA.

¢ Details of how offsets will be provided consistent with the latest version of the
Policy for Vegetation Management Offsets.

© Details on how any proposed offsets align with the Galilee Basin Offset Strategy (EHP
2012).

fmpacts on animal breeding places under the Nature Conservation Act 1992

Where activities of the proponent are likely to cause disturbance to animal breeding places
as defined under the Nature Conservation (Wildlife Management) Regul 2006, the
approval of the Department of Environment and Heritage Protection Q”e obtained prior
to the commencement of the activity. ' %

A Species Management Program (SMP) must be submitted to th&mrtment of

Environment and Heritage Protection as part of the appraal, d€tailing how the poputation

and habitat of a protected animal listed under the Natufeonservation Act 1992 will be
managed during construction and operation of the pfoj ncluding but not limited to any
species already identified in the EIS or found duri arance surveys or prior to
construction within the project area). vk

The proponent must enter into a Deed ent with the Department of National Parks,
Recreation, Sport and Racing on the ign of offsets, consistent with the SMP. The Deed
is for the life of the project and m ended as required.

Q\/
N\
&

3
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From: Hodgman Laurie

Sent: Thursday, 24 May 2012 2:54 PM

To: Chesterman Andrew

Cc: Roberts Tony; Blackett Nicole
Subject: COAG bilateral accreditation agenda

Andrew, if you wanted to raise it at the CEQs meeting tomorrow, these are the next few milestones in the COAG
taskforce process:

s.73 - Irrelevant Information Q
Q,i
Also, Nicole mentioned you had asked about the relationship b n the strategic assessment and l_\bbot
Point. The strategic assessment does not affect any projet air dy approved or in the process of being
approved. Once the strategic assessment is completed an dorsed, any project receiving approval under the
giqtys

nominated 'classes of actions' (in effect the accredité% tatutory processes) will not require EPBC approval as
well,

Laurie

Laurie Hodgman

A/Director, Environmental Planning
Telephone: 07 3330 5896 MO%Personal Information

Iaurie.hodgman@derm.gld.gjo: u
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Anderson Jodie

—=
From: Helen Stehbens <Helen.Stehbens@hancockcoal.com.au>
Sent: Friday, 15 June 2012 9:01 PM
To: Chesterman Andrew
Subject: Invitation for Public Comment Preliminary Documentation for Terminal 3
Development at the Port of Abbot Point
Attachments: Annexure A Publication of preliminary documentation s95A.pdf; Annexure A.pdf;

FINAL_A4 Fact Sheet 150612 Rev2.pdf; Key Questions and Answers 3 insert.pdf;
120615 Offer to provide project briefing stakeholder letter Mr Andrew
Chesterman.pdf

Please find both a letter and fact sheet attached advising you on the public notification of the Preliminary
Documentation for the Terminal 3 Development at the Port of Abbot Point.

The Preliminary Documentation for the proposed T3 development will be availab r public comment for a four
week period from 18 June to 16 July 2012.

A hardcopy of the attached letter and factsheet will also be mailed to you.

&

/

wirgd B

itelan Stehbens
FQN — Extarnal &ffaivs

G‘”ﬁ BT HANCOCK CLal Py 10 QQ

This email (including all attachments) may contain personal information that is intended solely for the named addressee. 1t is confidential and may
be subject to legal or other professional privilege. Any confidentiality or privilege is not waived or lost because this email has been sent to you by
mistake. Any personal infermation in this email must be handled in accordance with the Privacy Act 1988 (Cth). Any unauthorised use of the
contents is expressly prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please let us know by reply email, delete it from your system and destroy
any coples. Before apaning or using attachments, check them for viruses and defects. It is the responsibility of the reciplent to ensure that it is
virus free and no responsibility is accepted by us for any loss or damage arising in any way from its use. Our liability is limited to re-supplying the
email . This emall and any attachments are also subject to copyright. No part of them may be reproduced, adapted or transmitted without the
written permission of the copyright owner.

This emall {including all attachments) may contain personal infermation that is intended solely for the named addressee. It is confidential and may
be subject to legal or other professional privilege. Any confidentiality or privilege is not waived or lost because this email has been sent to you by
mistake. Any perscnal information in this email must be handled in accardance with the Privacy Act 1988 (Cth). Any unauthorised use of the
contents is expressly prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please let us knew by reply email, delete it from your system and _de_stroy
any copies. Before opening or using attachments, check them for viruses and defects. It is the responsibility of the recipient to ensure that it is
virus free and no responsibility is accepted by us for any loss or damage arising in any way from its use. Our liability is limited to re-supplying the
email . This email and any attachments are also subject to copyright. No part of them may be reproduced, adapted or transmitted without the
written permission of the copyright owner.

i
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Publication of Information for Assessment on Preliminary Documentation
under Section 95A of the
Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999

Information to be published:

(a)  Specified information included in the referral to the Minister of the proposal to take the
action,;

(b) Specified information relating to the action that was given to the Minister after the
referral but before the Minster made the assessment approach decision:

(c) Specified information relating to the action that was received in response to the
Minister's request under subsection (2);

{d)  Aninvitation for anyone to give the designated proponent, within the period specified in
the direction, comments in writing relating to the information or the action.

If the material is more than 200 words, a notice may be published instead.

Where to be published: \2\
{a) atan appropriate location on the internet;
e ZQQ

(b) in a national or state daily newspaper that circulates in th or territory in which the

action occurs; and V4

(c) if practical, in regional newspapers that circulat regions of Australia \_Nhere the
action is likely to have a significant impact o protected by a provision of Part 3
of the Act.

The designated proponent must: @E

(a) give 2 copies of the material to: \(
(i)  atleast 1 local authority £brjat feést 1 local or regional library, for the area whe_re_
the action is likely to e nificant impact on a matter protected by a provision
of Part 3 of the Act;

(i)  a state government authority responsible for environmental protection, or a state
library, in the stzahe where the action is likely to have a significant impact on a
a provision of Part 3 of the Act;

(i) the depagtments
{b) askthe aw{&r library to display the material publicly.

The published maeial or notice must invite public comments and state:

(@) the provision of the Act that requires the material to be published;
{b) the identification number for the action, allocated by the Department;
(c) a descriptive title for the action:
(d) the location of the action;
(e) the name of the person intending to take the action:
{f}y  each matter protected by a provision of Part 3 of the Act;
(@) where a copy of the material may be viewed or obtained:
(i} inelectronic and hard copy form; and

(i) atareasonable cost or without charge.
(h) that persons with special needs (ie for whom English is a second language or who has a
vision impairment) may contact a designated person for assistance in accessing the
material.

The notice must be approved by the Secretary before it is published.
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Australian Government

X Department of Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and Communities

Mr Paul Mulder Date: $& June 2012
Managing Director — Coal EPBC Ref: 2008/4468
Hancock Coal Infrastructure Pty Lid EFPBC Contact: <73 - Inmelevant Information
GPOBox 963 . e

BRISBANE QLD 4001

Dear Mutder

Direction to publish Preliminary Documentation —
Abbot Poirt Coal Termina: 3, Port of Abbot Foint, Queensland

On 20 October 2008, we decided that your proposed coal terminal
the Port of Abbot Point, Queensiand (EPBC 2008/4468), requi
approval under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity tion Act 1999
{EPBC Act). As you would be aware, the proposed action has varied a number of
times since then and a final, revised set of documentahbévae submitted to the

ssessment and

department on 25 May 2012.

action (as outlined above) within 20 busines f the date of this decision. This
allows for public consultation on the potenti cts of your project. The information
must be available for comment for no less th business days and during this time
any third parties can comment on the pro d action.

You are now required to publish the information go%e provided on the proposed

Public comments will come dire so that you have an opportunity to address
any issues raised. You are then re@:red to provide us with:
e a copy of all publicicomments received (if any);
= asummary of e comments (if any) and how you have addressed
each of them: a '
o arevise Ss@n of your documentation with any changes or additions
needed.to take account of the public comments (if any); or
. e jfn ic comments are received, a written statement to that effect.

Once you have provided us with this information, you will then need to publish the
summary of comments and your responses, together with the original documentation
including any changes or additions made in response to the public comments (or a
notice) within 10 business days.

Detailed directions on what information you need to publish and where to publish are
attached to this letter.

The assessment process will commence as soon as we receive the public comments
and your responses to them. A decision on whether the proposed action can be
approved or not would generally be expected within 40 business days of that time,
unless further information is required.

Details on the assessment process and the responsibilities of the proponent are set out
in the enclosed fact sheet. Further information is available from the department's
website at hitp://www.environment.gov.aufepbc.

GPO Box 787 Canberra ACT 2601 Telephone (02) 6274 1111 Facsimile (02) 6274 1666 Internet: www.environment.gov.au
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I have also written to the following parties to advise them of this decision:

~ Mr Lindsay Deizoppo
Queensland Department of Environment &
____Heritage Protection - .

State‘authoritya

If you have any questions about the assessment process or this decision, please
contact the EPBC project manager and quote the EPBC reference number shown at
the beginning of this letter.
Yours sincerely

Sch 4 - Signatures

Adrienne Lea
Assistant Secretary

Environment Assessment Branch \eg

&
N
OVQ&
\
&
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GVK'

Hancock Coal Infrastructure Pty Ltd
Terminal 3 Development at the Port of Abbot Point

About the Projecl GVK

Hancock Coal Infrastructure Pty Ltd (HCIPL), a wholly owned I October 2011, one of India's leading
subsidiary within the GVK Group, has been nominated  infrastructure developers, the GVK Group,
by North Queensland Bulk Ports (NQBP) as the preferred  acquired majority ownership In mine, rail
developer for a parcal of land referred to as “Terminal 3° and port  developments from Hancock
{previously X110 Terminal and referred to below as “T3 Prospecting Group. GVK Group holds power
Project”). and infrastructure Qsts and is committed

to expanding its ess in Australia.  GVK's
HCIPL proposes to develop the T3 Project to enable the  mission state %
export of up to 60 Mtpa of coal delivered by a standard gauge
rail line from new mines in the Galilee Basin. The proposed  “GVK will dez a world ciass integrated coal
development includes both onshore (coal stockpile catering busi%ess tarough the commitment of our people,

for throughput of up to 60Mtpa) and offshore development 2 tion hwf{h ffa‘t‘;ho"dﬁm an fs{nq'erpinned
{ietty and berth faciltties) and associated in-loading and out- (G B COSICEOSIEIN:

loading infrastructure. A map showing project infrastructurev

is provided on page 4. The Port of Abbot Point is HCIPL's
preferred port because of its proximity to the Galilee
nt

and Asian destinations. T3 is critical to the developgne

the Alpha Coal, Alpha West and Kevin's Corgér i@Cts
which are also being progressed by GVK H ough
other companies in the GVK Group.

T3 Project Timing \/
Key Commonw, Mpp;ovals ey State Approvals

under the Enviroﬂ tection and
Biodiversity Co atior Act (EPBC Act)

A referrEl under the EPBG Act was submitted by North Progact was declarad to be a 'significant project not
Chesenaland Bulk Ports (NQEP) for T3 Profect {previously fmejintligg ah EIS’ under section 26 (1)b of the State
part af X110 Project) to expand the Port of Abbot Point avefapment and Public Works Orgamisation Act 1871

Thits progect was determined to be a 'controlled action’
unier (e EPBC Act to be assessed by Preliminary
Documuontatbon (EPBC 2008/4468)

2010 HEIPL rominated by NQBP as the preferred developer
Y T3 apvd sliomitted vartation to construct and operate
up o Eiipa

Project Approval

Planning and Design 2012 Ledgamunt of applications for Matenial Change of Use
(MCLY for establishment of coal terminal infrastructure
wilhin e Abbot Point State Development Area for

™ —— o x Port mnd Hall use
e Puslic Matification of T3 Project and invitation to
ue, provide camement (20 business days)
Construction " i 7
2013 Expicied daa for processing of key Commonwealth Esgmiied fate for processing of key
anviranmental approvals Sinie privironmental approvals
Cperation
S S A S D Y A AN RS T PR N LN SR D T M G hT D WA ST (6 R B G 4% 4% 4w TE B0
ki & N.B Only key envronmerts! appsovels pre shown
a First Coal Shipped 2015 " A range of other arvvingnmentsl approvols 410 sisn
& [} being pursuad under vanaus lsgislafion
LR RN R g T B R RN e A Rl FOR R [P R L SR S TR TR L L NS L R rr e IR Ee ]
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The T3 development is a ‘controlled action’ under the
Environment Frotection and Biodiversity Conservation Act
71929 (EPBC Act).

The controlling provisions under the EPBC Act for the T3
Project are: '

o World Heritage Properties {sections 12 and 15A)

@ National Heritage Places (sections 158 and 15C)

e Listed Threatened Species and Threatened Ecological

Communities {sections 18 and 18A)

o Listed Migratory Species {sections 20 and 20A)

Commonwealth Maring Area (sections 23 and 24A).

2]

The assessment examines a number of potential areas of
impact on Matters of National Environmental Significance
(MNES) including:

o Increases in light, noise and air pollution on the Great
Bartier Reef World Heritage Area which are shown not
to have a significant impact on the Reef's world heritage
values

* Increases in light, noise and air poliution on marine
and terrestrial habitats adjacent to the T3 Project area
which provide habitat for a number of threatened and
migratory species under the EBPC Act

Environmental Management

To ensure the T3 Project does not unduly impact
the environment, comprshensive environmental
management plans have been developed for
the construction and operational phases of
the project. Habitat offsets are alsc proposed
in relation to the direct loss of a small area of
threatened ecological community which is
required to be cleared to allow the T3 Project to
proceead.

The assessment concludes -that, when
conducted in accordance with the design
and management controls presented in the
Preliminary Documentation report, the T3 project
will not result in significant impacts to MNES.

Benefits $
Developm at the Port of Abbot Point

is key to dev ment of the Alpha Coal, Alpha
West anddhe Kevin's Corner Project.

egion. It is expected to generate up to 650

Project will have significant direct
= |oss of a smal area of a threatened ecologicalji omic benefits to the Whitsunday/Bowen

community within the project footprint which has bee
considered as a part of the assessment, and which,
when appropriately managed, is shown not tﬂw

|

the ongoing survival of the ecological com
* The direct loss of a number of marginal at, areas
|

for iisted species which are shown nQi ficantly

impact the survival of these species.
The report also assesses the imp Meased shipping
from the T3 Project and its impact Great Barrier Reef.
Given the limited number of shipnovements associated with
the project and the curre &0 control and management
of shipping within the ri age Area, this small increase
in ship numbers is not &xpected to result in a significant
impagt to the World Heritage Area.

jobs during construction and approximately 100
full-time jobs during operations. This project is
a component of the combined GVK Hancock
mine, rail and port projects. It is expected
that over $1.5bn in taxes and royalties will be
returned to State and Federal governments from
these projects each year.

Curnulative lmopacst Assessmsnt

In addition to the management of project-
specific environmental matters documented in
the Preliminary Documentation, HCIPL has also
commitied to the completion of an additional

 voluntary cumulative impact assessment. An

expected outcoms of the CIA Project is a
proposed port-wide environmental framework
that will provide for the management of potential
cumulative impacts at the Port of Abbot Point.
This is project is being undertaken together with
other proponents — BHP Biliton and Adani -
and the Port Operator, North Queensland Bulk
Ports. For further inforrnation on the CIA Project
visit www.ngbp.com.au

GVK'
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How to Comment

The Preliminary Documentation will be available for public
commient for a four-week period from 18 June to 16 July 2012.
Interested persons and crganisations are invited to comment in
writing on the Preliminary Documentation by 16 July 2012.

The Preliminary Documentation can be obtained from the Hancock
Coal website at www.hancockcoal.com.au or through calling the
dadicated enguiries hotline 1300 279 766.

(Calls to 1300 numbers are charged at the cost of a local call, Calls from mobiie
bhonas are charged at a higher rata.)

Hardcopies are also available for viewing at:

Whitsunday Regional Council
67 Herbert Street
Bowen QLD 4805

Departmerni of Sustainability, Environment, %
Waler, Population and Coinmunities @
John Gorton Building

King Edward Terrace
Parkes ACT 2600

Department of Eavircament andg Heritage Protection : >
22-80 Wood Strest ?‘
Mackay QLD 4740

Comments should be provided in writing to: @V

Grant Keenan

Cornmunity Engagement Manager
Hancock Coal Infrastructure Ply
GPO Box 963

Brisbane QLD 4001 \
Or via emalil at; &
mail@hancockcoal.com.

Project Information

For further information on the T3 Project please contact the
project team on:

Phone: 1300 279 766
8am — 5pm Monday to Friday

Email: mail@hancockeoal.com.au

Web: www.hancockeoal.com.au

GVK'
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Key Questions and Answers

What is the purpose of the Terminal 3 Project (referred to as T3 Project) Preliminary
Documentation?

The aim of the T3 Project Preliminary Documentation is to identify potential beneficial and adverse, direct and
indirect impacts on Matters of National Environmental Significance {MNES} under the Environment Biodiversity
and Conservetion Act 1999 {EPBC Act) associated with the T3 Project. Where possible, this document also
identifies the measures to avoid adverse impacts on MNES, and management and mitigation strategies to
minimise the project’s impacts.

Where adverse impacts are unavoidable, they will be addressed under an offsets strategy, so no overall loss of
environmental values occurs,

Other key objectives of the Preliminary Documentation are as follows:

B To provide information on the project proposal and development process iff the cdmmunity and decision
makers

P Toidentify potential impacts affecting MNES including environmeptal, soﬁal, cultural, transport and land
uses, and recommend required design and operational measure€ tofninimise, or compensate for adverse

impacts and enhance benefits %
»  To provide an opportunity for the community and othe v, takeholders to participate in the process
of identifying, assessing and responding to the impaéts oVINES of the proposal

P To provide an overview of licences, planning and en ental approvals relevant to MNES

»  To provide input into the Commonwealth VM decision-making process.

How long will the construction w en will the Terminal 3 Project be completed?

The construction phase has ted duration of up to seven years split into four stages. Based
on current ptans/knowledge, thefoperational life of the Port is anticipated to be at least 99 years.
For design purposes A€ yedks has been used as the design life for major structural components
assuming refurbisfifient at that time.

How have impacts &n wetlands, habitat and species from the T3 Project been assessed?

Environmental assessment identified a number of EPBC Act listed species that are either known to
occur or have a moderate potential to occur within the T3 Project area. The assessment of potential
impacts to these species has been conducted in accordance with Department of Sustainability,
Environment, Water, Population and Community (SEWPaC) recognised guidelines. This assessment
concluded that no significant or unacceptable impacts would result on individuals or populations of
fauna. Further details on this assessment are provided in the Preliminary Documentation that is
currently available for public comment.
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How are cumulative impacts being addressed at the Port of Abbot Point?

Cumulative impacts are being addressed through a joint voluntary initiative by GVK Hancock, BHP
Billiton and Adani with the Port Authority — North Queensland Bulk Ports Corporation. This
cumulative impact assessment (CIA) will include a comprehensive set of studies in relation to
potential impacts such as shipping, fishing, noise, marine and terrestrial biodiversity and visual
amenity. These studies will also be reviewed by independent experts in their individual areas before
being consolidated into a final CIA report.

Public consultation on this CIA report is expected to occur in the second half of 2012, For further
information on the CIA go to www.nghp.com.au.

What is the relationship between the CIA Project and other approvals?
The CIA is not an approval process. It is a scientific investigation being @vo[untarily that
will provide baseline environmental information on cumulative impacts af thé Port of Abbot Point.

This will be drawn upon by project proponents collectively and individgally and utilised in future
joint management obligations at the port.

How have environmental studies undertaken as part of %\ roject been considered in the T3
Preliminary Documentation?

A review of CIA environmental baseline studies ungertaken to ensure consistency of tha T3
w . This review also identified any differences in
sgessment {which was then amended accordingly) and

roject.

Preliminary Documentation with CIA baseli
information informing the T3 Project im

key recommendations of relevance
What is the difference betwerp a Coal Mine and Rail Project and the Terminal 3 Project?

The Alpha Coal Mine and Rect EIS addresses impacts associated with the development of a
30Mtpa open cut co e (with the closest town being Alpha) and a 495km standard gauge rail to
the Port of Abbot Poi

The Terminal 3 P¥gject includes both onshore and offshore port infrastructure required to enable
export of up to 60Mtpa of coal at the Port of Abbot Point.

Both of these projects are undergoing separate assessments under the EPBC Act and will address
relevant Matters of National Environmental Significance {MNES).

How are the issues raised in relation to the Alpha Coal Mine and Rail Project on the Caley Valley
Wetland and Great Barrier Reef being addressed?

The Alpha Coal Mine and Rail Project is the subject of a separate referral under the EPBC Act to that
of the T3 Project. Both of these referrals are subject to Commonwealth assessment under the EPBC
Act. The Alpha Coal Mine and Rail Project is further advanced in terms of its environmental
assessment process, GVK Hancock is currently providing additional information that includes impacts
on the Caley Valley Wetlands and the Great Barrier Reef.
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Level 8, 307 Queen Streef, Brisbane Gid 4000
GPO Box 963, Brisbane Qld 4001, Australic
t+61 7 3003 5500 f+ 61 7 3229 4788
www.hancockcoal.com.au

ABN 36 130 249 973

Mr Andrew Chesterman

Director-General

Queensland Department of Environmental and Heritage Protection
GPO Box 2454

Brisbane Qld 4001

Invitation for Public Comment )
Preliminary Documentation for Terminal 3 Development at the Port of Abbot Point

Dear Mr Andrew Chesterman

Hancock Coal Infrastructure Pty Ltd (HCIPL), a wholly owned sub y within the GVK

Group, is the preferred developer for the proposed Terminal 3 (T3 pment (previously
the X110 Terminal) at the Port of Abbot Point. @

The Federal Government advised on 8 June 2012 letter attached iYAnnexure A advised that
the preliminary documentation was deemed to be of uall% and standard that met the
adequacy test. The preliminary documentation for th osed T3 development will be
available for public comment for a four week period f June to 16 July 2012.

Project background and benefits Y\
This project is a component of the GVK W3 k mine, rail and port projects. HCIPL
proposes to develop the T3 Project to enable rt of up to 60 Mtpa of coal delivered by a
standard gauge rail line from new ming$ | Galilee Basin. The Port of Abbot Point is
HCIPL's preferred port because of its %‘u location to the Galilee Basin and Asian export
o@a), cludes both onshore and offshore development
d

destinations. The proposed devel :
facilities and associated in-loading and out-loading

including jetty, wharf and coal stock

infrastructure. \/

The T3 Project will have si@m direct economic benefits to the local Whitsunday/Bowen
Region. It is expected nerate up to 650 jobs during construction and approximately 100
fuil-time jobs durin &a ns. The wider benefits from the combined mine, rail and port
projects will incl reation of approximately 4,500 jobs through construction, and 1,800
during operations. addition, it is expected that over $1.5bn in taxes and royalties will be
returned to State and Federal governments from the projects each year.

Environmental assessment

Thorough assessment of potential environmental impacts relevant to Matters of National
Environmental Significance (MNES) under the Environmental Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act) has been undertaken. This information is provided in the
Preliminary Documentation.

The controlling provisions under the EPBC Act for the T3 Project are:
o World Heritage Properties (sections 12 and 15A)

» National Heritage Places (sections 15B and 15C)

* Listed Threatened Species and Threatened Ecological Communities (sections 18
and 18A)

» Listed Migratory Species (sections 20 and 20A)

s Commonwealth Marine Area (sections 23 and 24A).
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Comprehensive environmental management plans will be developed for both construction
and operational phases of the project. In addition to the assessment of project-specific
matters documented in the Preliminary Documentation, HCIPL has also committed to the
completion of a voluntary cumulative impact assessment. This is being undertaken together
with other proponents — BHP Billiton and Adani and the Port Authority, North Queensland
Bulk Ports Corporation.

HCIPL is committed to maintaining strict environmental standards for the Port of Abbot Point,
while also addressing legislative requirements and the expectations of the community for the
management of the Great Barrier Reef.

Project Briefings

The purpose of this letter is to provide you with project information details on how to
submit comment on the T3 Preliminary Documentation. An inforl Qn sheet including
project map is attached for your information. \}

We would be delighted to provide you the opportunity for a more%d\led project briefing and
further information on the T3 development at the Port of Abbot }’oi t.

In the meantime the Preliminary Documentation can %ed from the project website at
www.hancockcoal.com.au or by calling the dedicate ries hotline 1300 279 766.

Hard copies are also available for viewing at:

o Whitsunday Regional Council Library, rbert Street Bowen QLD 4805

e Department of Sustainability, ent, Water, Population and Communities,
John Gorton Building King E rrace Parkes ACT 2600

¢ Department of Environme eritage Protection, 22-30 Wood Street Mackay
QLD 4740

Comments should be proiting to:
Grant Keenan \

Community Enga ent Manager
Hancock Coal I@tucture Pty Ltd
GPO Box 963

Brisbane 4001

For further information please visit the Project website www.hancockcoal.com.au, phone the
Project hotline 1300 279 766 or email mail@hancockcoal.com.au

Yours sincerely

Sch 4 - Signatures

Helen Stehbens
General Executive Manager — External Affairs
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Anderson Jodue

— —=
From: Speak Siobhan
Sent: Thursday, 27 September 2012 10:12 AM
Jo: Chesterman Andrew
Cc: Anderson Jodie
Subject: ** SENT TO TONY AND ANNE** Abbot Point Coal Terminal 3, Port of Abbot Qld -
BURKE MP Tony
Attachments: Invitation to Comment on Proposed Approval Decision - Abbot Point Coal Terminal

3, Port of Abbot QId - BURKE MP Tony.PDF; MC12-354.pdf

Good morning Andrew

The Coordinator-General asked me to send a copy of the response he prepared for the DP's consideration to the
attached incoming correspondence from The Federal Minister for Sustainability, Environment, Water and
Communities.

Thanks. %2
Kind regards %
Siobhan Speak

A/Executive Officer

Coordinator-General’s Directorate

Department of State Development,

Infrastructure and Planning @;

/

Queensland Government

tel + 61 7 3225 1802 (ext 51802} %
post PO Box 15517 City East Queensland 4002@-&9 | 12, 100 George Street Brishane

siobhan.speak@coordinatorgeneral.gld. gov au

www.dsdip.gld.gov.au Q
P Please consider the environ before printing this email

Q.

|
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The Hon Tony Burke MP

Minister for Sustainability, Environmcnt, Water, Populaticn and Commuaities

Bi2/1635

EPBC Ref 2008/4468
The Hon Jefl Seeney MP
Deputy Premier

Minister for State Development, Infrastruc m
PO BOX 15009 TVE

CITY EAST QLD 4022

24 SEP 2012

Invitation to Comment on Proposed Approval Decision — SO
Abbot Point Coal Terminal 3, Port of Abbo? Poiat, Queensland.

’
The above proposal was referred and assessed under the ]@nmenl Prorection and
Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act) for it% s on World Herilage properties
(sections 12 & 15A), National Heritage places (sectians & 15C), Listed threatencd
species and communities (sections 18 & 18A), Liste gratory species (sections 20 & 20A}

2 G SEP 2012

and Commonwealth marine (sections 23 & 24 proposing to approve this project.
My proposed decision is attached. \/
In accordance with the EPBC Act, I i to provide comments on my proposed

decisjon, including the conditions whith I propose to attach. within 10 business days of the
date of this letter. Please quote thg title of the action and EPBC reference, as shown at the
beginning of this letter, in a ondence. You can send comments to;

Envir Assessment Branch

Deg@;t of Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population
and Communities

GPO Box 787

CANBERRA ACT 2601

by letter Queensi,ﬁi}§cction

by email s.73 - Irrelevant Inform@@nvironment_gov,au

If you have any questions about this process, please contacts.73 - Irrelevant Informatiaqyn
s.73 - Irelevant Informé@B8d quote the EPBC reference number.

Yours sincerely
e

7/ .
Tony Bufke

En

Parliament House, Canberra ACT 2600 Telephone (02) 6277 7640 Fax (02) 6273 6101
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PROPOSED APPROVAL DECISION

Hancock Coal Infrastructure Pty Ltd, Abbot Point Terminal 3, Port of Abbot Point, QLD

(EPBC 2008/4468)

This decision is made under sections 130(1) and 133 of the Environment Protection and

Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999.

Proposed action

person to whom the  Hancock Coal Infrastructure Pty Lid
approval is granted '

gpplicable)
, ¢

proponent’s ACN (If  ACN 132 394 122 @2

proposed action to construct a coal terminal at
offshore infrastructure (jetty st
infrastructure (comprising ¢
infrastructure) (See E

previously referred %
North Queensla orts.

f Abbot Point comprising of
€ and berths) and onshore
ockpiles and associated
Agt referral 2008/4468). This action was
10" coal terminal expansion project by

Approval \(
N\,
Controlling Provision v Decision
World Heritage propertical{sdstions 12 & 15A) Approve
A

National Heritage pl%ections 158 & 15C) Approve
Listed threatened species and communities (sections 18 & 18A) Approve
Listed migratory species (sections 20 & 20A) Approve
Commonwealth marine areas (sections 23 & 24A) Approve

conditions of approval

This approval is subject to the conditions specified below.

expiry date of approval

This approval has effect until 1 September 2044.

Decision-maker
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name and position

The Hon Tony Burke MP

Minister for Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and .

Communities
signature NOT FOR SIGNATURE
date of decision 44444

Conditions aitached to the approval

Abbct Point Terminal 3 (formerly known as X416 and hereafier refe fefl to as the

proposzl)

1. The project area is the area depicted in the map 1 (project a@exuw A (and

depicted in the final Preliminary Documentation Volume 1 Figu

-1 and Figure E-2).

The proposal will include the development of offshore ipfrasttucture (jetty structure and

berths), and onshore infrastructure {comprising coal
infrastructure) as shown in Preliminary Document

saction E.2.1.
At the completion of each construction sta

conditions of this notice on their websi
notified within one week of the info

person taking the action must publish a IEep
(o}

Disturbance limits

2. The following maximum
unavoidable adverse imp

iles and associated
ume 1 Figure E-2 and detailed in

Ee onshore and offshore infrastructure, the
d maps verifying compliance with the

r a period of 3 months. The department must be

eing placed on the website.

ce fimits in Table 1 and Table 2 below apply to authorised
on Matters of National Environmental Significances (MNES)

the proposal within the project area illustrated in

as a result of devel Wt nd operation of
the final Prelimina&m mentation Volume 1 Figure E-1 and Figure E-2 for the life of the

project.

Table 1: Maximum disturbance jimits for listed threaiened ecological communities

[E&blogical community

EPBC Act status

Disturbance limit (ha)

Endangered
the Brigalow belt and

Semi-evergreen vine thicket of
Nandewar Bioregions

1.7 ha

Note 1: Table 1 is derived from information provided in the Preliminary Documentation

(GHD 2012).

Table 2: Maximum Disturbance limits for listed threatened species and the Caley Valley
Wetland

 Species Hzbitat within project area

Squatter Pigeon (Geophaps scripta scripta)
Striped-tailed delma

Australian Painted Snipe (Rostratula
australis)

44.4 ha of Eucalypt woodland

130 ha of non-native grassland vegetation
communities

27.9 ha of the Caley Valley Wetland

Page
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@
Q

o

0

Marine turtle species 8.5 ha coastal rocky habitat

Migratory terrestrial, wetland, marine and
shorebirds

Migratory Marine Mammal Species

Migratory Marine Reptile Species

0.1 ha of seagrass communities

Loggerhead turtle (Caretia carefta) 0.5 ha of intertidal beach habitat
Ha:’.ks?'") turtle (Eretmochelys 27.9 ha of the Caley Valley Wetland
imbricate

Dugong (Dugong dugon)

Snubfin dolphin (Orcaelfa heinsoni)
indo-pacific humpback dolphin (Sousa
chinensis)

Saltwater crocodile (Crocodylus

porosus) Q
Green turtle (Chelonia mydas)

Loggerhead turtle (Caretta caretta) %
Hawkshill turtle (Eretmochelys

imbricate)

Flatback turtle (Nafator depressus) @
Olive Ridley Turtle (Lepidochelys

olivacea)

Note 2: Table 2 is derived from information provid ?ﬂe Preliminary Documentation
(GHD 2012).

Habitat value for each of the species Iistew 2 must be confirmed during pre-clearance

surveys provided in Condition 3.
Pre-clearance Surveys 2

3.

The person taking the acti \/undertake pre-clearance surveys for the presence of
listed threatened species a gratory species, their habitat and listed threatened _
ecological communiti e%;rcavided in Gondition 2 and the Preliminary Documentation
prepared by GHD The pre-clearance surveys must include:

a) the methodolo§y and timeframes for conducting pre-clearance surveys fon_' EPB-C’Iisted
threatened species and ecological communities, and listed migratory species within the
project area; and

b) methodology for staging the pre-clearance surveys.

Pre-clearance surveys must;

a) be undertaken for each species identified in condition 2;

b} be undertaken in accordance with the department's survey guidelines in effect at the
time of the survey, or survey methodology agreed to the department prior to surveys
being undertaken. This information can be obtained from the department’s website (link
to be addedy);

¢} be undertaken by a suitably qualified person/s approved by the department in writing;
d) document the survey methodology;

€) apply best practice site assessment and ecological survey methods appropriate for each
listed threatened species, migratory species, their habitats and iisted ecological
communities;

Page 3 of 14
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f) identify measures to prevent mortality of EPBC Act listed threatened species during pre-
construction, construction activities and operation of the project;

g) utilise current and up o date baseline information (Unless new information is gathered
through targeted and dedicated surveys for each listed threatened species, migratory
species, their habitats and listed threatened ecological communities);

h) identify measures to protect EPBC Act listed threatened species habitat located adjacent
to cleared areas; and

i) identify measures to rehabilitate areas disturbed during construction.

5. The person taking the action cannot commence any project activity until:
a) the Minister has approved the pre-clearance surveys in writing;
b) the pre-clearance surveys are completed; and

¢} The results and significant findings of the pre-clearance surveys in relation to MNES, are
provided to the Minister for approval and published on the proponapt's website within 3

months of finalising the pre-clearance surveys. \2\

/

8. The approved pre-clearance surveys must be implemented.

Environmental Management Plans @

Construction Environmental Management Plan

7. The person taking the action must prepar omstruction Environmental Management Plan
(CEMNP) and provide this CEMP to the Mini or written approval at least 3 months prior to
the commencement of any project a imcluding pre-construction activities).

The CEMP must maximise the i rotection and long term conservation of EPBC
listed matters of national environmental significance within the project area as provided in

condition 1. \/

8. The CEMP must include ance, mitigation and management measures to MNES for the

following impacts&

a) Clearing rbance to native flora and fauna, including measures to limit the spread .
of pests andipvasive species:

b) air quality, including the impact of coal dust deposition in the marine environment;
¢) Noise and vibration (terrestrial and underwater), resulting from project activity;

d) Water quality, including impact of runoff into the Caley Valiey Wetland and Great Barrier
Reef World Heritage Area;

e) Erosion and sediment control;

f) Acid sulphate soils;

g) Hazardous substances;

h} Waste;

i) Traffic, including increases to shipping through the Great Barrier Reef: and
) Environmental Incidents.

k) Rehabilitation Plan of the project area (post construction)

Page 4 of 14
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8. The person taking the action cannot commence any project activity until the Minister has
approved the CEMP in writing. The approved CEMP must ba published on the proponent's
website within 1 month of approval and remain until the completion of all construction
activities.

10. The approved CEMP must be implemented.

Operation Environmental Management Plan

11. The person taking the action must prepare an Operation Environmenial Management Plan
(OEMP) and provide this OEMP to the Minister for written approval 3 months prior to the
commencement of any aspect of the project.

The OEMP must maximise the ongoing protection and long term conservation of EPBC
listed matters of national environmentat significance within the project area as provided in
condition 1.

12. The OEMP must include avoidance, mitigation and management s fo MNES for the
following impacts:

a) Clearing or disturbance to native flora and fauna, inc!udingmeasures to limit the spread
of pests and invasive species;

b) air quality, including the impact of coal dust deppitiohJff the marine environment;
c) Noise and vibration {terrestrial and underwat ting from project activity;

d) Water quality, including impact of runoff i Caley Valley Wetland and Great Barrier
Reef World Heritage Area;

@) Erosion and sediment control; @\/
f} Acid sulphate soils; Q~
g) Hazardous substances;

h} Waste; @
i) Traffic, including incigasdeto shipping through the Great Barrier Reef: and
i) Environmental | X

13. The OEMP must igude operating procedures to minimise injury to, or mortality of, EPBC
Act listed threatened or migratory species from operation of the proposal;

14. The person taking the action cannot commence any project activity until the Minister has
approved the OEMP in writing. The approved OEMP must be published on the proponent's
website within 1 month of approval and remain for the life of the project.

15. The approved OEMP must be implemented.

Heritage Management Plan

16. The person taking the action must prepare a Heritage Management Plan (HMP) and provide
this HMP to the Minister for written approval 3 months prior {o the commencement of any
aspect of the project.

The HMP must maximise the ongoing protection and fong term conservation of the
outstanding universal value of the Great Barrier Reef World Heritage property. The HViP
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17.

18.

19.

must inciude avoidance, mitigation, compensatory and management maasures to address
impacts to the property, with consideration of impacts to the attributes of the four criteria for
which the property is listed under the World Heritage Convention, as well as to impacts on
the integrity of the property.

Impacts to be considered should include, but not be limited to:

a) Landscape and seascape character;
b} Lighting;
¢) Shipping acfivity,

d) Water Quality, specifically impacts of run off to the Great Barrier Reef World Heritage
Area,;

e) Disturbance to the seabed;

f) Coal dust impacts to the marine environment;

g) Underwater noise;

h} Loss of seagrass communities; Q
i) Loss of beach and coastal habitats; and @2\

§) Introduction of invasive species (terrestrial and marine).

Y 4
The HMP must take into account available internatiofalbest practice and any targets that
are in place to improve the state of conservation perty and enhance its resilience.
The HMP must demonstrate how the proposed a ill result in an overall net benefit to
the protection of outstanding universal value,o roperty. Offsets must be provided in
relation to the residual impacts in accorda the depariment’s offset policy.
The person taking the action cannot ch any project activity until the Minister has
approved the HMP in writing. The d HMP must be published on the proponent’s
website within 1 month of appro emain for the life of the project.

The approved HMP must bWemented.

Caley Valley Welland Ne;ent Plan

20.

and migratory siecies including dugongs and migratory birds, or other matters of national
environmental significance, the person taking the action must submit a Caley Valley
Wetland Management Plzn {o the Minister for approval. The plan must address the following
requirements:

To manage p@‘&li pacts on the values of the Great Barrier Reef World Heritage Area,

a) identify, describe and map populations of listed threatened species and communities
and listed migratory species;

b) measures to avoid, minimise and mitigate impacis (including indirect impacts) to matters
of national environmental significance;

c) rehabilitation for habitat identified for disturbance using agreed native species with input
from suitably qualified experts relevant to the matters being protected;

d) measures to identify, avoid and mitigate impacts (including indirect impacts) to matters
of national environmental significance through the disturbance of Acid Suiphate Soils;

@} management measures for habitat with input from experts with relevant expertise to
native vegetation management in the Caley Valley Wetland;

f) specific measures to address coal dust impacts to the Caley Valley Wetland that provide
equivalent protection to that provided by physically covered wagons;
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g) identify threshold limits and management measures for any coal dust impacts on the
Great Barrier Reef World Heritage Area and reporting to the Great Barrier Reef Marine
Park Authority six monthly (mid December and mid May);

h} if chemical coverings are used, outline proposed methodology for:

a. covering coal wagons, with details of materials used in covering the wagons,
their relative toxicities, and evidance that this method better controls coal dust
when compared with physical covering of coal wagons:

b. covering stockpiles, with details of materials used in covering the stockpiles, their
relative toxicities, and evidence that this method better controls coal dust when
compared with physical covering of stock piles;

) location, and use of, windbreaks (to protect stockpiles from winds as well as to ensure
coal dust does not enter the marine environment) at storage sites; and

J) include an ongoing monitoring program to be undertaken to;

I. measure the success of management measures to inform an adaptive
management approach that must be implemented,;

ii. report an mitestones and compliance with this plan; Q
iii. identify measures of success; and g ;

iv. identify thresholds for intervention, where rehabilitatio d vegstation
management measures are exceeded. P 4

21. The person taking the action cannot commence cons @until the Minister approves the
Caley Valley Wetland Management Plan in writing. % roved Caley Valley Wetiand
Management Plan must be published on the propaneats website within 1 month of
approval.

22, The approved Caley Valley Wetland Mano@{ Plan must be implemented.

Mianagement and Monitoring Fram MiF)

23. The person taking the actio st prepare a Management and Monitoring Framework
(MMF) to demonstrate hov Q iféct and indirect {(consequential) and cumulative impacts to

MNES have been consigdere® #s part of the action. The person taking the action must
provide the MMF to & ister for written approval 3 months prior to the commencement of

any project activitﬁnc ing pre-construction activities).

24, In developing the F as outlined in Condition 23, the person taking the action must fully
reflect the findings of the final Cumulative Impact Assessment.

The MMF must maximise the ongoing protection and fong term conservation of World
Heritage properties, National Heritage places, Listed threatened species and communities,
Listed migratory species and Commonwealth marine areas within the project area as
provided in condition 1.

25. The MMF must be able to:

a) measure the success of management measures to inform an adaptive management
approach that must be implemented over the project area as a result of direct, indirect
and cumulative impacts; ‘

b) provide performance indicatorsitrigger levels and corrective actions/management actions
that will ensure that there are no significant adverse impacts on the World Heritage
properties, National Heritage piaces, Listed threatened species and communities, Listed
migratory species and Commonwealth marine areas;

¢) determine the usage and level of success of mitigation measures proposed in the
CEMP, HMP and OEMP relating to the ongoing protection and long ferm conservation of
Page 7 of 14
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Worid Heritage properties, National Heritage places, Listed threatened species and
communities, Listed migratory species and Commonwealth marine areas within the
project area, including methodology, timing, scope, duration and reporting over the

duration of the fauna monitoring program;

d) Provide details of the timeframes to provide documentary evidence to the Minister of the
results of surveys and monitoring programs; and identification, descriptions and
provision of maps of popuiations of listed threatened species and communities and listed

migratory species; and

e} report on milestones and compliance with the MMF.

26. The CEMP, HMP, OEMP and Caley Valley Wetland Management Plan must be reviewed
upon finalisation of Condition 23 and 24 to ensure consistency in the management approach

1o ensure protection for MNES.

27. The MMF must be produced in addition to the CEMP, HMP, OEMP and the Caley Valley
Wetland Management Plan for the activity outlined in condition 1, demonstrating consistency
with the findings of Condition 24. Specifically the MMF must addresvs in Table 3.

Tabie 3: Management and Rionitoring Programs

Construction Impacts

Operatio@pacts

Terrestrial habitat

V?ic!e movements on and off site
y i

Freshwater aquatic habitat

Coastal and beach habitat
Seagrass and other benthic habitats

d noise (terrestrial and

%e ater noise)

obhilisation and depositio?; of coal dust

| Generation of wastewater

| Terrestrial noise

Overfiows from sediment ponds or
stormwater return dam

N
Q‘(/V
Underwaternoise N~ -

‘Releases of sediment < ;7
\

Generation of solid and putrescibles
waste

dropping and weighing anchor

[ Disturbance to the seabed from ships |

Acidification of potoﬁil dcid sulphate soils

Increased shipping numbers in the
GBRWHA

Disposal of grountiwater from excavations

Lighting

Releases of sediment

Changes in fandscape and seascape
character

Pile Driving

Spills and leaks

Dust generation during the initial clearing and
earthworks phases

Changes in inflows to the Caley Valley Wetland

Changes in groundwater levels

Changes in coastal and marine currents and fidal
planes

Change in.landscape character

Vessel movements

Note 1: Table 3 is derived from information provided in the Prefiminary Documentation (GHD

Generation of waste
2012).
Page 8 of 14
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28. The MMF must spacify clear, quantifiable and measurable criteria to manage, miftigate or
avoid impacts where possible for World Heritage properties, National Heritage places, Listed
threatened species and communities, Listed migratory species and Commonwealth marine
areas, especially where cumulative impacts may result in a different impact outcome
compared to those identified in the CEMP, HMP and OEMP for the project activity.

29. The person taking the action must ensure that the MMF is ongoing and will:
a) adapt management measures to ensure the ongoing protection of MNES that must be
implemented if agreed management measures are found to be ineffective;
b} report on milestones and compliance to the MMF:

¢) identify measures of success; and

d) identify thresholds for intervention, where monitoring and management measures are
exceeded.

30. If the person undertaking the action identifies that a mitigation, avoidane®or management
measure is ineffective andfor has the potential to impact on MNES, t rson undertaking
that action must: '

a) Notify the Minister within one business day of injury to, or n%ﬂy of, an EPBC listed
threatened or migratory species caused by construction apd operating activities;

b} notify the Minister within 10 business days of the idénfified ineffective measures and the
potential to impact on MNES; and
¢) submit proposed amendment/s to the relava gement plans in order to manage,

avoid or mitigate these impacts to MNES

voidance or management measures
acceptable, the Minister can at any time
instruct the person taking the acti ing to undertake mitigation, avoidance or
management measures as specified\by the Department. These instructions must be
implemented by the person taWe action within 10 business days of the date of the
written notice.

31. If the Minister deems the proposed mitj
provided by the person in Condition

32. The person taking th ESn cannot commence any project activity until the Minister has
approved the MMF &1 g. The approved MMF must be published on the proponent’s
website within 1 @ of approval.

33. The approved MMF must be implemented.

Biodiversity Offset Strategy

34. Prior to commencement of any pre-construction, construction or operation of the proposed
aclivity, the person taking the action must submit to the Minister for approval, a Biodiversity
Offset Strategy to ensure better protection of EPBC listed threatened species and
communities,

35. The Biodiversity Offset Strategy will aim to compensate for any authorised unavoidable
impacts on MNES as provided by these conditions and as confirmed by the pre-clearance
survey requirements in condition 2. The Biodiversity Offset Strategy must be submitted for
approval by the Minister within 12 months of approval of the pre-clearance surveys.

36. The Biodiversity Offset Strategy must identify Jand that has been acquired by the proponent
and will be managed for environmental gain and protected by covenant until 2073. All
offsets must be secured under relevant Queensland legislation within 3 years of
commencement of construction.
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37.

38,

30

40.

41.

42,

43

44,

The Biodiversity Offset Strategy must take into consideration the MMF to ensure
consistency in the management spproach in order to maximise the ongoing protection and
long term conservation of World Heritage properties, National Heritage places, listed
threatened species and communities, listed migratory species and Commonwealth marine
areas.

The Biodiversity Offset Strategy must be developed in accordance with EPBC Act
Environmental Offset Policy.

Offsets must be provided for disturbance impacts (direct and indirect impacts such as edge
effects):

a) to habitat identified in pre-clearance surveys of vegetation which meets the definition of
the endangered ecological community Semi-evergrean vine thicket of the Brigalow beit
and Nandewar Bioregions;

b) to areas of the Caley Valley Wetland identified in pre-clearance surveys; and
c) To areas of seagrass identified in pre-clearance surveys, Q

As part of the Biodiversity Offsets Strategy, the person takin \élon must include a
Seagrass Offset Plan. The Seagrass Offset Plan: )

a) Must ensure disturbance limits do not exceed H'Q?tiﬁed in Table 1 and Table 2 and
confirmed during pre-clearance surveys unde, in Condition 3 within the project
area for the life of the project.

ongoing protection and conservation of
ed species and migratory species,

nd dugongs within the Coral Sea Region,
including the Port of Abbot Point.

eve the outcomes of this condition with the

b) ldentify mechanisms/opportunities for
seagrass habitat that supports listed t
including inshore dolphins, marin
Great Barrier Reef World Heritade

c) {identify mechanisms in ord
Queensland Government.

Offsets must be a minin‘@ﬁ\él noting that the specific requirement will depend on;

a) the proposed &) ment in quality of the offset site;
achieved by securing the site; and

b) the averteQ;
¢) risks associated with the proposed offset activity.

Offsets must be negotiated with the Department and agreed in writing by the Minister before
any project activity can commence. The approved offsets must be published on the
proponent’s website within 1 month of approval.

The approved offsets must be implemented.
The person taking the action is required to:

a) Contribute funding of $500,000 per annum (indexed at CP!) for the life of the project to
the Great Barrier Reef Field Management Program to fund the employment of
indigenous Rangers who will ensure that the threats to EPBC Act listed threatened and
migratory species, coastline and tidal creeks as a result of construction and operation of
the project are minimised.

b) provide an annual financial contribution of $100,000 per annum for the life of the project
(indexed at CPI) to be provided to the Great Barrier Reef Marine Park Authority as a
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contribution to the Australian and Queensland Government's joint program of field
management for the Great Barrier Reef World Heritage Area.

c) Provide an annhual financial contribution of $200,000 per annum for the life of the project
{indexed at CPI) to be provided to the Great Barrier Reef Marine Park Authority to fund
Net Conservation Benefits.

45. The person undertaking the action must provide a textual description and map to clearly
define the location and boundaries of the Offset Area, details of offset areas including maps
{and an accompanying shapefile) and site description, environmental values relevant to
EPBC Act listed threatened species and ecological communities, connectivity with other
habitats and biodiversity corridors, and mechanisms for long-term protection, conservation
and management.

Should the pre-clearance surveys undertaken in accordance with the requirements of
condition 3, resuit in changes to the maximum disturbance limits in Table 1 and the habitat
identified in Table 2, then the person taking the action must present this information to the
Minister.

Any evidence demonstrating how disturbance impacts to areas of the Qy Valley Wetland
have been minimised must also be presented to the Minister.
%n and is presented to

If this information is supported by expert independent scientific
the Minister within 368 months of commencement of the action?a revised offset ratio may be
approved by the Minister. Q

48. The person taking the action cannot commence ci: activity untif the Minister has
approved the Biodiversity Offset Strategy in wiiti e approved Biodiversity Offset
Strategy must be published on the proponec@ site within 1 month of approval for the
life of the project.

47. The approved Biodiversity Offset SQ%IM be implemented.

General

48, Within 10 business dayg af e commencement of the action, the person taking the action
must advise the Dep; t in writing of the actual date of commencement.

49. If the person tak@g action becomes aware of new information regarding the scale of
impacts to any E Act each listed threatened species, migratory species, their habitats
and listed threatened ecological communities, the person taking the action must report that
information to the Minister within 10 business days of becoming aware of the new
information.

50, If the Minister believes that it is necessary or convenient for the better protection of World
Heritage Properties, National Heritage Places, listed threatened species and ecological
communities, listed migratory species and Commonwealth Marine Areas to do so, the
Minister may request that the person taking the action make specified revisions to the
management plan/s/framework/strategy in the conditions and submit the revised
management plan/sfframework/strategy for the Minister's written approval. The person
taking the action must comply with any such request. The revised approved management
plan/sframeworl/strategy must be implemented. Unless the Minister has approved the
revised management plan/s/framework/strategy, then the person taking the action must
continue to implement the management plan/sfframework/strategy originally approved, as
specified in the conditions.

51. If the person taking the action wishes to camry out any activity otherwise than in accordance
with the management plans/framework/strategy as specified in the conditions, the person
taking the action must submit to the department for the Minister’s written approval a revised
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52.

53.

version of that management pltan/framework/strategy. The varied activity shall not
commence until the Minister has approved the varied management pianfframework/strategy
in writing. The Minister will not approve a varied management plan/framework/strategy
unless the revised management plan/framework/strategy would result in an equivalent or
improved environmental outcome over time. If the Minister approves the revised
management planfframework/strategy, that management planfframework/strategy must be
implemented in place of the management plan/framework/strategy originally approved.

Upon the direction of the Minister, the person taking the action must ensure that an
independent audit of compliance with the conditions of approval is conducted and a report
submitted to the Minister, The independent auditor must be approved by the Minister prior to
the commencement of the audit. Audit criteria must be agreed to by the Minister and the
audit report must address the criteria to the satisfaction of the Minister.

The person taking the action must maintain accurate records substantiating all activities
associated with or relevant to the conditions of approval, including measures taken to
implement the management plans/framework/strategy required by this approval, and make
them available upon request to the Department.

54. Within three months of every 12 month anniversary of the commen nt of the action, the

55,

56.

person taking the action must publish a report on their websit essing compliance with

each of the conditions of this approval, including imp!ementa@ ny management plans

as specified in the conditions. Documentary evidence providing'pfoof of the date of

publication and non-compliance with any of the conditipns of this approval must be provided
< ;épp

to the Department at the same time as the complian rt is published.

If, after five years from the date of this approval,_t rson taking the action has not
substantially commenced the action to the s tia%ﬁun of the Minister, then the person
taking the action must obtain the written a@ nt of the Minister to commence or continue
taking the action.

Unless otherwise agreed to in writ e Minister, the person taking the action must
pubiish all management plans/fr strategy referred to in these conditions of approval
on their website, Each managemegt planframework/strategy must be published on the
website within 1 month of b proved by the Minister. The person taking the action must
notify the department wi siness days of publishing the management
plansiframework!stra% eir website.

&
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§7. Dafinitions

a)

b)

fy

g}

i
B

k}

i

Construction: construction includes any action-related construction and commissioning
activities on the project properiy, excluding investigatory works such as, but not limited to,
geotechnical, geophysical, biological and cultural heritage surveys, baseline monitoring
surveys and technology trials.

Commencemant: means any physical disturbance including clearing of terrestrial and
marine vegetation that is a listed threatened species or community or that is habitat of listed
threatened species or listed migratory species or dredging, onshore infrastructure, new rail
works, new camps, development of associated infrastructure and operations.
Commencement does not include:

(a) minor physical disturbance necessary to undertake pre-clearance surveys or establish
monitoring programs or associated with the mobilisation of the plant, equipment, materiais,
machinery and personmel prior to the start of railway or road development or construction;
{b) activities that are critical to commencement that are associated with mobilisation of ptant
and equipment, materials, machinery and personnel prior to the start of railway or read
deveiopment or construction only if such activities will have no adversgdmpact on MNES,
and only if the proponent has notified the department in writing befo activity is
undertaken. %

Disturbance limite: Maximum amount of habitat MNES depen%ﬁn, to be cleared within
the area defined in condition 1. y

EPBC Act: means the Commonwealth Environmen @«m and Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1999;

es of combination of measures that
chieved with other means based on

International best practice: application of
demonstrably shows results superior to thos
international experience, and that is us:

Cumulative impact Assessment he joint voluntary Cumulative Impact
Assessment initiated by the North @le€hsland Bulk Ports, Adani, BHP Billiton and GVK
Hancock currently under dev%e for the Port of Abbot Point.

MNES: means matters of al environmental significance, being the relevant matters

protected under Part &&.S\e PBC Act;

nsport of coal to ships via terminal.

Operation mea%
Bepariment: The Australian Government Depariment administering the Environment
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999.

EPAC Act Environmental Offset Policy: Reference should be made to the EPBC Act
Environmental Offsets Policy — Consultation Draft; and the Environmental Offsets
Assessment Guide.

tiinister: The Minister administering the Environment Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1999 and includes a delegate of the Minister.

in) Net Conservation Benefit: means demonstrable and sustainable additions to, or

)

improvements in, biodiversity conservation values of the Great Barrier Reef World Heritage
Area targeting, to the greatest extent possible, the biodiversity conservation values impacted
by the development and operation of the proposal.

Offset attributes: An ".xlIs’ file capturing relevant attributes of the Offset Area, including the
EPBC reference ID number, the physical address of the offset site, coordinates of the
boundary points in decimal degrees, the EPBC protected matters that the offset
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compensates for, any additional EPBC protected matters that are benefiting from the offset,
and the size of the offset in hectares.

o} Shapefile: An ESR! Shapefile containing ‘.shp’, *.shx’ and '.dbf’ files and other files
capturing attributes of the Offset Area, including the shape, EPBC reference ID number and
EPBC protected matiers present at the relevant site. Attributes should also be captured in
‘.xis’ format.

P} Pian: includes a protocol, repont, study, plan or strategy (however described).

G} Person taking the action: means the person to whom the approval is granted, and includes
any person acting on behalf of that person.

r) Project Activity: means any activity undertaken by the person taking the action and will
include, but not fimited to, site preparation and clearing, civil works, mechanical, structural
.and electrical works, marine works in pre-construction, construction and operation of the
proposal.

ications, training,
ive authoritative
er using the relative

s) Suitably qualified person: means a person who has professional
skills or experience relevant to the nominated subject matter and ¢
assessment, advice and analysis to performance to the subje
protocols, standards, methods or literature.

Survey guidelines: 4
t} Matters of National Environmental Significance, Si r@ impact guidelines 1.1,

Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conserv, t 1999
blicati fnes-

hiip://www.environment.gov.au/epbc/ uidelines.pdf

v) Draft Policy Statement: Use of environmertaVoffsets under the Environment Protection and

Biodiversity Conservation act 1999.

v} Draft EPBC Policy Statement 3.2
Shorebird Species http:/fenviro

shorebirds. pdf
W) Matters of National Envi \@I Significance, Significant impact guidelines 1.1,

Environment Protectign a iodiversity Conservation Act 1999
hﬂg;ﬁwww.envirogdeégov.auledegubiicationslpummes-quide!j_rgs.pdf

%) Survey guideli@&v Austratia's threatened mammals, Guidelines for detecting mammals
listed as threatefied under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act
1999 hittp.//www.environment.gov.au/epbe/publications/threatened-mammals.html

ficant Impact Guidelines for 36 Migratory
ov.auw/epbe/publications/pubs/migratory-

¥) Survey guidelines for Australia's threatened reptiles, Guidelines for detecting reptiles lisied
as threatened under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999
hitp:/fwww.environment.gov.au/epbc/publications/threatened-reptiles. htm!

z} Draft EPBC Act Policy Statement 3.21 — Significant Impact Guidelines for 36 Migratory
Shorebird Spacies http://www.environment. gov.au/epbe/publications/pubs/migratory-
shorebirds.pdf

aa)

Survey guidelines for Australia’s threatened birds, Guidelines for detecting birds listed as
threatened http://www.environment.gov.au/epbc/publications/threatened-birds.html
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LAl .
g '&4  Deputy Premier

I e
T

%/ Hon Jeff Seeney MP

doabe  Minister for State Development, Infrastructure and Planning

12-466

Level 12 Executive Bullding
100 George Street Brisbane 4000
PO Box 15009 City East

Qur ref: MCI12/354 Queensland 4002 Australia
Telephone +61 7 3224 4600
3 Facsimile +61 7 3224 4781
o rek Bi2/j1555 Email deputypremler@ministerial.gld.gov.
Queensland 1 Section

Environmental Assessment Branch
Department of Sustainability, Environment, Water,
Population and Communities

GPO Box 787 Q
CANBERRA ACT 2601 %

To whom it may concern /

I refer to a letter of 20 September 2012 from able Tony Burke MP, Minister for
Sustainability, Environment, Water, Popula Communities (SEWFPAC), about the
proposed approval decision for the Abbot Poj al Terminal 3.

The Queensland Government w. c%/the proposed decision on this project and
appreciates the opportunity to c on the proposed conditions.

Pigure E-2 and section E.Z.Qh Preliminary Documentation Volume 1 referred to in
condition 1 are outdated, and Should be amended to reflect the Queensland Government's
immediate focus whi oppthe development of Terminals 2 and 3, and the expansion of
the existing Termi ty.

The Queensl@mdinabor-(}eneral is currently assessing a material change of use
applicatio; the terminal part of the project within the Abbot Point State Development
Area agﬂ% Development Scheme for the Abbot Point State Development Area. This
application Was recently referred to SEWPAC, and my department will continue to liaise
with SEWPAC on this application.

If you require any further information, please contact Jeff Popp, Chief of Staff on
3224 4600, who will be pleased to assist.

Yours sincerely

JEFF SEENEY MP
DEPUTY PREMIER
Minister for State Development, Infrastructure and Planning
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