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B ACLAND ANZAC DAY

Future of Acland memorial

still
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The future of the war memorial at Acland rests with the company that operates the

Acland coal mine, and the State Government. These organisations were
represented at the Anzac service at Acland by Ben Muirhead, pastoral manager of
Acland Pastoral Co, Jim Randel, general manager of Acland Coal, and Deb
Frecklington, newly elected Member for Nanango.

At the end of the Anzac
Day service at Acland last

Wednesday, the New Hope|

coal mining company was
thanked for ifs participation
in the commemoration.

In his vote of thanks that
concluded the service, Sid
Plant said that never before
had so many from the nearby
mine been involved in the
Anzac Day service.

Mr Plant thanked coal
mine general manager Jim
Randel and the 18 or so staff
who attended.

“This place is special to
us,” Mr Plant said, referring
to the war memorial in Tom
Doherty Park in what 1s left
of Acland.

“You might have other
ambitions for it.” Mr Plant
said, a reference 1o plans tw
mine the town area in Stage 3
of the Acland mine
development.

But many at the service
had “BeW6Pe” that the new
State Government might

Among the estimated 250 people who attended the
ANZAC Day service at Acland, were Justin and Maria

 prevent Stage 3 from

proceeding.
They refer to promises
made before the election by

' the LNP that further

development of the Acland
mine would be stopped.

Organiser of the Acland
Anzac service Col Ambrose.
said the LNP made that
promise.

However, he  was
disappointed that in the
council campaign, mayoral
candidates Peter Taylor and
Paul Antonio have “not come
out clearlv” and said thev
wanted to stop stage three.
Mr Ambrose suggested there
might be a way to save the
war memorial, even if some
mining proceeded.

“1f wou ask all the people
today if they wanted the

agr

memoenal to stay. they would
answer “ves
“Ihope 1t’s here next year.”
Mr Ambrose said
Acland’s last official
resident, Glen Beutel said the

Hughston who rode in from Muldu just north-west of
Acland. Their dog Axel would not stay at home and
rested under a tree during the service.

promise of the LNP was a
greatrelief.

“It’s now up to the
government.

“But the memorial should
stay,” said Mr Beutel, who
has refused to sell his home
to the New Hope coal mining
group.

It was thought the 2010
Anzac Day service was
would be the last at Acland.

The Toowoomba Regional
Council had planned to move
the memorial to Kulpi.

But Col Ambrose has
questioned that decision, and
suggests it was an idea of only
one councitlor.

The approvals from
government sanctioning the

developing of Stage 3 mining :
have taken much longer than

expected. and each vear the
number of people attending
services at Acland s
increasing.

On Wednesday an
estimated 250 gathered
around the war memorial for

the commemoration survice, -
and these included people !

from Brisbane.
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ing issues Teachers rally fo

the orset of spring weather and predictions by Teachers and principals from Qakey .afxd surrounding ary
authorities of 2 severe bush fire season, Ergon Energy s Queensland Government that their conditions are not for saig;
sning the community about power disruptions caused The QTU members
nised the rally claiming  away more
the Government has conditions.
one  offer QTU President Kevin
enterprise  Bates, who attended
otiations, rally, said the QTU and

w and that offer aims to strip
than 20 working

by burning off.
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Toowoomba Regional Council Infrastructure Committee! . . .
; ‘ New Hope Corporation Limited has announced that Ms

Sue Palmer has been appointed as a non-executive
Director and Chairperson of the Aundit Committee of the

Company.

Cr Carol Taylor said a council work team from they
2y depot was constructing a footpath on the norther
of Aylmer Street, Oakey. ;

T

funding callocated in € . . . -
shtisd allocated in th Anouncement  and audit committee Chatr-
( aled that Ms  person for MSF Sugar.
s 5] - . 5 : S o e
b . i e ; NS 3 Charterse Mz Palmer will join
Work s expected to be  more than mien ¢ who  holds  board on 1| November
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‘brings  an axtensive and by Queensiand  §
wirpent knowledge to the  State :
‘New Hope board in all impacting the process .

aspects  of accounting,  Hming ot
Bance, Anancial reporting,  Supplementars
Crisk management,  and New Aclind Cor

‘corpurate governance. plan.
Ms Palmer has held a range The report
of senior sxecutive finandial  during the

qth a diverse range  significant diatosie we
of organisations including  undertak with all kev
- priceWaterhouse, Tncitec, C5  stakehoiders regarding 2
Energy, Leigbten Contractors  revised development plan.
and most recently RO It alse noted that
: eCtOr sdeman  has  completed
-oal processing  and
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ABOVE: The footpath under construction on the northern:
side of Aylmer Street, Oakey
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She also served as a director  infrastructure study.
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ES & MARKETS

Wednesde, .

Luke Forrestal

New Hope Corp chief executive Rob-
ert Neale has warned of the “cumula-
tive burden” of new taxes and
increased royalties on the coal indus-
try in delivering a full-year result
that satisfied investors looking for
capital returns.

« While declining to criticise the
Queensland government directly for
its recent decision to lift coal royal-
ties, Mr Neale said yesterday that in
conjunction with the mining tax and
the carbon tax, it would resultin more
& project delays and cancellations in
& the state’s coal sector.

“You can understand that govern-
ments are struggling to repair their
own balance sheets given the excesses
of the past, but it’s the cumulative
burden that really dents the indus-
try,” he told The Australian Finan-
cial Review,

T e

ew Hope cuts

New Hope Corporation

Full yéar 2012 2011
Sales ($m) 767.7 1,186.5
Pretax ($m) 198.8 719.1
Net ($m) 167.1 503.1
EPS 20.6¢ 17.7¢
Final div* 25¢ 20¢
*Payable Nov 6

Close Change
Shares (last) $4.55 +37¢

In response to the recent slump in
coal prices, the ongoing strength of
the Australian dollar and the new
taxes, New Hope is reviewing the
pace at which it progresses its devel-
opment projects,

“There’s always a bit of a fog on the
horizon, but I guess the fog is getting
a bit denser,” Mr Neale said of the
market conditions.

PR

through fog to Impress Jtoc

But despite the unfavourable envi-
ronment, the company managed to
impress the market with its full-year
results yesterday.

Its shares rose 37¢ to $4.55 after
the announcement,

The net profit of $167.1 million
was a little below market consensus,
But that was more than made up for
by a 20¢ special dividend, which will
be paid with a 5¢ final dividend.

“The market was expecting around
10¢ on top of the 5¢,” RBSMorgans
analyst Tom Sartor said. “It was
probably a smart move in a market
that is so focused on dividend
returns.”

New Hope, whose major share-
holder Washington H Soul Pattison
failed to find a buyer for the company
in a $5 billion auction earlier this
year, retains $1.5 billion in cash on
its belance sheet. .

Mr Neale said this meant it was

~ be in negotiations with the govern-

T,
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well positioned to move on acquisi-
tion opportunities that would be
immediately earnings accretive,
either in coal or another energy com-
modity. He couldn’t predict if the dif-
ficult conditions for coal companies
would create more opportunities .
than usual, 5

“Were in a situation where we uwwmbomo t
don’t have to buy or sell anything wwmm follown

tomorrow,” he said. the Austra
“I can just run the business prop- sgapping
erly and take my time. Time is our @.ﬁo@:&mu
friend, rather than our enemy.” $USL7 mi
One of the growth options New ‘agquire D
Hope is reviewing is an expansion of | Afian proc
the Acland mine, a project that the 2
new Queensland government has
threatened to block in favour of pre-
serving land for farming,
The company is understood to still

ment on the matter and may be close
to reaching a compromise.

. sales woes

fuel worries

Angela Macdonaid-Seaiil
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Office of the Premier

Executive Building
100 George Street Brisbane

il 1: . 1 5 7 T 2y _ % 5
For reply please quote: MC/NC - TF/13/1388 DOC/13/34281 PO Box 15185 City East
: Queensland 4002 Australia

el 8 MAR 2013 Telephone +617 3224 4500

Facsimile +617 32213631
o Email ThePremier@premiers.gld.gov.au
Vir Glenn Beutel Website www.thepremier.gld.gov.au

Dear Mr Beutel

Thank you for your letter of 23 January 2013 about the New Acland Coal Project expansion.
I have been requested to reply to you on the Premier’s behalf.

Enquiries have been made with the Office of the Deputy Premier, Minister for State
Development, Infrastructure and Planning and it is understood that a response has been
prepared and will be forwarded to you in the near future.

Pieass be assured that the Deputy Premier will give your concerns full consideration.

Again, thank you for bringing this matter to the Premier's attention.

Y ours sincerely

DIRECTOR OF POLICY

\¢ Queensland
3'  Government
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Acland Lef'sclear “gory: The pro-
it up with the real posal has the

I MP chang

* | gtatement $tillstands.

|

* posal which included

ed herm
-same naide but is not - the towa of-
the same project. My

1 would not have
supported-the then

" proposed stage 3-due
to the impact 0B agri~.
cultural Jand and the
footprint of the pro-

an

nended stage3 mclud&c =
‘?é’llllowmgch' gesto theorig-
- pal proposal. Preserving the
~ course of Lagoon ~Cceeig, :
‘moving-thie-Jondaryan Tail
joad-out facility gight»kﬂo‘ngﬁ- .
tres from the town, MOVIEE -
miining activity 10 kilometres.
frorh Oakey. Cont. page 4.~ .

- [AliHandbaos & Jewellery § 1
Acland Stage 3 - Why the local

- member changed hermind

Continued
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Other amendments to the original proposal
<1 included no relocation of the heritage-listed
| New Acland colliery, reducing the impact on

'+ strategic cropping land by around 2300 hec-

* tares, reducing throughput from up to 10 mil-
{ lion tonnes a year to 2 maximuri of 7.5 mil-
" life from 2042 to 2029.
© 'This amended project means handreds of
jobs, securing the future of our small towns
- while meeiing the concerns of the commu-
- nity in relation te the footprint on agricul-
i tural fand: : d :
i The Co-ordinator Genera) has imposed
strict conditions to protect land -and

ngoing monitoring of water bores. Otherkey
. conditions in the Co-ordinator-General’s r6-
£ port include a new rail load-out facility, Skm

frous the town of Joudaryan, must transport
all product from' day one o ’
| Staze 3project, therebyt

, liontormes a year, reducing the proposedmine

groundwater, including baseline studies and

from Bage 3

its that require best practice, dust and noise

monitoring and management systems with
alarms to notify if limits are close to being
met, aliowing for an immédiate change inmine

‘activities, a new sealed road from Acland to

- Jondaryan, © - i
A flora and fauma- conservation. zone
aIOI{g the section of Lagoon-Creek: in'the

mining lease area, with a particular focus.on’
[improving" “koala habitat, "independent
verification of the design and- construction
_of the rail spur infrastructure to minimise

potential flooding impacts. - Tt
The New Acland mine expansion will now
be considered by the Commonwealth Minis-
ter forthe Environment for approval. If ap-
‘proved, the proponents would then need to -

seek State Government approval fora mining -

lease under the Mineral ResourcesActl 89

gional Planning Interests A
came into.effect i inie this year

the .
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Ruth Brown
Queensiand

L one (07) 4698 4304
eference Government
Jur Reference SWRICHE35 (Pt 4)
Department of

Environment and
Heritage Protection

17 April 2013

Meise Complaint - New Acland Coal Mine

olaint regarding environmental noise nuisance allegedly

| zq wiiting in relation to your com
AC) mine and the subsequent

. o caused by mining activities at the New Acland Coal (N

Sois
- ise iozging conducted at your residence from 24 — 29 October 2012 by the Departmert of
3 virenment and Heritage Protection (EHP).

nla

~oise monitoring was completed at your residence, the most representative sarp.e
i analysed. The periods chosen contained clearly audible mine noise during

seriods when sleep may be ~“fected and contained the least amount of extraneous neises
<:ch as roosters and bird noise. The noise samples were analysed to remove the extraneous

~ise and where applicable penalties were applied for the presence of tonal and impulsive
- sises such as banging noise caused by rocks being dropped into the trays of dump trucks.
hat the noise limit of Lar 1ar 40dB(A) defined in NAC’s

S ST 1 Fa) 1.*4" -yt T 3 x |
e analysed data revealed i

envircnmental authority was exceeded on all four sample pert
a range of 1.1dB(A) - 7.2dB(A).

ods. The limit was exoeeced o

oring periods a light breeze was blowing
st which may have assisted in the propagation

v residence.

1, ascordance with condition D4 (as shown below) of environmental authority
WINT00550507, New Aclaad (Coal has been requested to take action to implement noise
hatemnent measures so that emissions of noise from mining activities do not result in furto
cgvironmental nuisance.

(D) If monitoring indicaies exceedence of the limils in Schedule D- Table 1 and 2, 2222
Environmentcl Authority holder must:

173 Hume Street Toowormba
Queensland 45630 Austraia

PO Box 731 Toowoombe
Queensland 4350 Austratia

PRI

Telephone (07) 4659 43353
Eacsimiie (07) 4699 4 39

Fage 1¢f2
ABN 45 640 294 485
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a) Address the complaint including the use of appropriate dispute resolution if
reguired, and

b) Immediately implement noise abatement measures o that emissions of noise from: the
activity do not result in further eavironmental nuisance.

“ he mine will not be able to fulfil condirion D4(a) as it is understood that you do not wish to
1 ave comzet with the mine, enabling them to discuss the complaint with you in person.

. ew Acland Coal has been advised of the outcomes of the noise monitoring conducted by

“HP and has been instructed to implement procedures to reduce noise nuisance and ensui ¢
compliance with the conditions of their environmental authority. EHP will advise you iz 4. :

£y

< suree of the actions that New Acland Coal take to mitigate noise from mining activities

wing this action, EHP will undertake further monitoring to assess the effectiveness
~oticns taken, and whether compliance with conditions of the environmental authority az:
seen achieved.

Should you require further information with regard to this matter, please contact

o AN S -
of this oiiice On

Yours sircerely

#aaager, Environmental Services
Regivnal Services — South-West

Page 2 of 2



Ruth Brown -
(07) 4692 4304 Queensland
Government

SWR/0G05368 (Pt 4)
Department of

Environment and
Heritage Protection

Dear Mr Beutel

Najce Complaint - New Acland Coal Mine

v writine in relation to your complaint regarding environmental noise nuisance allegediy

ised by mining activities at the New Acland Coal (NAC) mine.

Tol owing analysis of the noise monitoring data collected in October 2012, the Departient
1 F nvironment and Heritage Protection (EHP) requested that New Acland Coal (NAC) take
.27 to implement noise abatement measures SO that emissions of noise from the mining

o ioities do not result in further environmental nuisance. This is to ensure compliance %- ..
e dition D4 of their environmental authosity MIN100550507 which states;

.0} I mownitoring indicates exceedence of the limits in Schedule D- Table | and 2, then the

ironmental Avthority holder musi:

q) Adadress the complaint including the use of appropriate dispute resolution if
required; and

b) Immediotely implement noise abatement measures so that emissions of noise fron:ii:
etivity do not vesult in further environmental misance.

‘AC have zlready implemented a number of noise abatement measures to reduce the
-antial for environmental nuisance caused by the operation at the mine, including;

o instzllation of electric horns for general use on all equipment
o installation of downward facing cicada beepers on equipment used at night

» 4ials of noise suppression equipment on mining equipment

ETIP is continuing to investigate noise sbatement measures implemented on various mine

noise sources, to address the requirements of condition D4(b).

173 Hume Street Toowcornba
Queensland 4530 Australia
PO Box 731 Toowoomba
Queensland 4350 Australia
Telephone (07) 4699 4333
Facsimile (07) 4699 4399
Email southwest.es@ehn.Ald.gov.: o
ag B Website www.ehp.ald.cov.au

ABN 46 540 294 485




nse to EHP’s letter, NAC have requested that a dispute resolution process be

with you 1o endeavour to address your concerns regarding noise nuisance issues.
Vhiie it is understood that in the past you have indicated you do not wish to deal directiy
with any representatives of the mine, could you please confirm in writing by 17 May 2013 if
vou are willing to enter into a dispute resolution process to discuss possible noise mitigation
raeasures that could be implemented at your residence.

shouid vou require further information with regard to this matter, please contact
~fthis office o1

Marager. Environmental Services

leg i Services — South-West

Page 2 of 2
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Wednesday, April 10, 2013
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Continuous improvement
at New Acland

Dage 12

The tearn at New Acland is always working on ways to improve the
operation and this includes the use of heavy machinery, which plays a
pivoral role in any mining operation. ]

Following discussions with cur near neighbours, New Acland has |
worked hare to reduce possibie noise, aven though our equipment
il requirements. )

(s 2

The lasst modification is the instaliation of electric horns on all of
our big machines, following a successful trial last year which showed
elaciric horns were superior to the air-horms which came as standard
equipment.

Other significant modifications to our heavy machinery fleet recently
included GPS-style collision avoidance  systems, plus ‘cicada’~style
reversing beepers.

The mine is also trialfing an upgraded, state-of-the-art muffler sysiem
on the trucks which aims to further reduce possible noise - again despite
the fact that the standard equipment meets all requirements.

For more information please visit Helen Braithwaite
ot the New Hope Community Information Centre in
Campbell Street, Oakey, or phone 07 4691 3445.

L\Nuw Hope Group

g Black
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Ruth Brown

(07) 4698 4304 Queensland
Govemment

SWR/000536 (Pt 4) o i
epartment o

Environment and
Heritage Protection

18 August 2013

wr Glen Beutel

ol

Dear Mr Beutel

woise Complaint - New Acland Coal Mine

il regarding environmental noise nuisance,

v sleep disturbance, allegedly being caused by mining activities at the New

~al {(NAC) mine. To investigate the complaint officers from the Department of

.t ard Heritage Protection (EHP) conducted noise monitoring in Acland and s
< urrouriding area using two methods: unattended noise logging conducted at your

idence from @ — 12 July 2013 and attended noise monitoring in and around Acland on

1 relation to your complaint

& eted, data from both monitoring techniques was

ivsed inclucing representative sampies periods of night time noise taken from the hours
-~ cata collected from the monitoring at your property. The sample periods chosen
contained clearly audible mine noise during periods when sleep may be affected and
contained the least amount of extraneous noise. The analysed data revealed that the noise
it of Lae 1ne 40dB(A) defined in NAC's environmental authority was exceeded during all
i1vee samole pariods taken from the unattended monitoring and also during the attended

minn toring conducied in Acland.

2

f4e niniee monitoring was compl

es

with representatives of NAC and their noise consultant, who wers advisec
oise monitoring conducted in July. EHP has subsequently written t©

EHP recently mat
of ths results of the n

NAC seeking advice on what measures have been taken to reduce noise nuisance and

=nsure compliance with the conditions of their environmental authority an
easures will be taken to mitigate noise from the mine.

Bl

d what additiona!

jon, EHP will undertake further monitoring to assess the effectiveness i

and whether, at the time of this monitoring, compliance with noise limits

173 Hume Street Toowoomba

Queensland 4530 Australia

PO Box 731 Toowoormnba

Queensland 4350 Australia

Telephone (07) 4698 4333

Facsimile (07) 4699 4299

Email southwest.es@ehp.gld.gov.au
Fage "t ol Website www.ehp.gld.gov.au

ABN 46 540 294 485




Rutr Brown
4634 4304
Govemment

SWIR/G90536(Pt 8)
Department of
Environment and
Heritage Protection

62]

February 2014

¢

¥

14 Glenn Beuts!

Tzar My Bautel

¢ complaint — New Acland Coal Mine

of the actions taken in response to your

e writing to provide you with an update
ly being caused by mining

~smplzint regarding anvironmental noise nuisance alleged
= tivities at the New Acland Coal (NAC) mine.

A3 yoiL ars aware as a rss laints, EHP requested that NAC take action ic
iplemart noise abatement measures. in response to EHP’s request, this week NAC
-agan & twelve month trial of 2 noise mitigation procedure referred to as a trigger action

CESPO

result of your comp

o0

se plan {TARP).

The TARP involves real time monitoring of noise via continuous noise monitoring squipment

=gt up in Acland, This equipment has an alarm system to provide a message to mine staff

et when conditions occur that are indicative of a potential exceedance of the limits sat in

e environmental authority, alarms will be broadcast to NAC staff via the mine's UHF radic

ahwork, The croadeast of an alarm provides instantaneous awareness that there is & noise
h will result in a direct and immediate response to rectify the probiem.e

“esnonsa actions to the first alarn include shutting down loading machinery closest to

selarc and moving dozers to lower levels in the pit. If noise levels continue to trigger an

carm. ths TARP sets out further actions of shutting down additional machinery and
fiance with their

es in an effort to reduce the noise levels to be in compi
| authodity conditions. Fellowing-an alarm evert, NAC willunderteke-are: -

ciiveness of ine response by analysing the noise data.
easures that have recently been

ght. These measures have
information

.
i Wi
EEUS WG

The TARP is one of a number of noise abatement m
ndertaken by NAC in an effort fo reduce noise emissions at ni
Feer outlined in a previous letter to you however if you would like further
of this office on

ragarding measures please contact

173 Hume Street Toowoomba
Gueensland 4530 Australia

PO Box 731 Toowoomba

Queensland 4350 Austraiiz
Telephone (07) 4699 4333

Facsimile (07) 4698 4339

Email southwest es@derm.gld.gov.ax
Website www.ehp.cld.gov.ad

ABN 46 640 294 485
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Yours Sincarely

tanajer

vipsnmaental Services

thern Region {(West)

- yirsnmental Services & Regulation

Page 20of 2



Ruth Brown Ny
4669 4304 Queenstand
"y Referarnce Govemment
Tur Reference SWR/090536/7t 5)
Department of
Environment and

Heritage Proteciion

<4 Novembear 2013
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car By Beutal

» 5 Mplee comalaint = hlea : Acland CealMine . — -

ir, relation to your complaint regarding environmental noise nuisance allegedly
zused by mining activities at the New Acland Coal (NAC) mine.

~ce the Department of Environment and Heritage Protection (EHP) conducted noise
i5ing in and around Acland in July 2013, EHP requested that NAC take action to

~niement noise abatement measures o that emissions of ncise from the mining activilies
-~ pet rasult in environrental nuisance.

—t A4

5 naxt 12 monaths, NAC have cormitted to undertake a number of noise abatermsni
s inclucing modifications to machinery, the relocation of the primary naul road
of & noise bund along the haul road and the investigation of

ides construction
| changes to reduce noise erissions at night. NAC have also agreed to provice 2
plemented.

N INCH
aiional ¢
zinly update to EHP of the progress and noise mitigation measures being im

sing reguiarly with NAC to investigate the effectiveness of noiss
plemented on various mine noise sources in an effort to ensure
vironmental authority. EHP will ensure you are kept up to date wit.

nvestigations.

this matter, please contact

Hianager

mpvironmental Services
Souinern Region {(West)
Eavironmenial Services & Regulation

173 Hume Street Toowoomba
Queensland 4530 Australia
PO Box 731 Toowoomba
Queensland 4350 Austraiia
Telephone (07) 4699 4333
Facsimile (07) 4699 4392
Email southwest.es@dem.c g

Fage 1 of © Website www.ehp.qld.gov.a..
ABN 46 640 294 485



Fiuth Brown

4699 4304
Govermnment
SWR/C90E36{Pt 6)
; Department of
Envirenment and
Heritage Protectio:

Dzar Mr Beutsd

ain: — New Acland Ccal Mine D

501

"y
(e

=, cther to the letter to you from the Department of Environment and Heritage Protection
3 5 February 2014, | am writing to provide you with an update of the actions
response to vour complaint regzrding environmental noise nuisance allegedly
=2d by mining activities af the New Acland Coal (NAC) mine.

-

f

50

Sevementioned letter, as a resuit of your complaint and results of nolss
ken by EHP in July 2013, EHP requested that NAC take action to
natement measures. One of these noise abatement measures was the

noise trigger action response plan (TARP) in February 2014.

‘e TARF proved fo be effective in alerting the mine operators when noise leveis
s =hove Imits spacified in the conditions of their environmental authority (EA), it reied
yuick response time from operators to shut down equipment to reduce the noise lavals

ometimes was not always possible for operational reascns.

Canssquently NAC refined the TARP to add an additional noise abatement measure
—=farrad to as the dashboard method, which involves an operator listening to live stream
ey

. amissions from the mine and alerting the mine operators before the noise
limits specified in the EA. During a recent trial period, NAC has found
23 resulted in full compliance with the night time noise levels.

u
m @
1)

(1]

et
2

v
et

~

!
neasure
s 3 result of this, NAC will fully implement this additional noise abatement measure in iMay
‘ =i relevant supervisors and open cut examiners are fully trained in the use of the

i Eeth the TARP and the dashboard will run consecutively to monitor mine neis=
1~ addition to ihis other noise abatement initiatives are also being implement=2

achinary including an overall raduction in the number of machines operating &' «
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orovide worst case scenario as far as noise propagation from the mine is concerned. You
will be informed of the results of this noise monitoring following its analysis.

3rould you require further information with regard to this matter, please contact

an

Yours Sincerely

Manager

Zovironmental Services

suthern Region (West)
Environmental Services & Regulation
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Contact ) yoL
Paui Statham .
Phone: +617 38100518 NEW HQEE €OAL
Fax: <617 3810055 AUSTRAILLI
Maonile: 0427 724 987

Erall pstatham@newhopecoal.com.au

4" September 2008

lo y borts
Y Jgo7”

Mr Glann Beutel

Dear Glenn

| am writing in response to your letter of 2" September 2008 raising concerns about
the relocation of trees growing on New Acland’s property in the Acland township.

Vie certainly appreciate the significance of some trees in the town to the residents
and do not intend to clear trees in the town unnecessarily in the coming few months.
However, currently we are relocating trees from New Acland properties in order to
enabla the safe removal of houses from these properties. This tree removal process
will accelerate over the coming months as more houses are relocated from the

township.

s New Acland Coal is planning towards having a new mining lease granted for

Stage 3 in late 2009/early 2010, we do not consider the tree relocation works and
house removal activities as being premature in the overall process.

Further information about the proposed regime of house removal activities within
Aciand will be provided in the near future by Sinclair Knight Merz.

if you have any further questions or queries about this matter, please do not hesitate
to coritact myself using the contact details above.

Yours faithfully,
MEW ACLAND COAL PTY LTD

Sarnicr Environmental Officer
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Occurrence within project area

Figure 8.3 shows the locations across the project site where REs and threatened flora
were located. The map confirms the austral cornflower was located at three sites near
the proposed rail spur.

While the map appears to show the proposed rail spur traverses one site where the
species was found, the proponent has advised this is due to the scale of the map. The
location data for the austral cornflower was captured during site surveys using a hand-
held GPS that had a tolerance of 16m.

The proponent has confirmed the three sites where the species were located are within
the road reserve of the Jondaryan-Muldu Road. The proposed rail spur is located in an

» adjacent property outside the road reserve, with the location not affected by the spur.

: The species was not confirmed at any other location in the project area. However, the
\f . species may occur in suitable habitat that is to be cleared for the project, including
LY isolated fragments of forest red gum, poplar box, mountain coolibah, and affected

P ' areas of Queensland bluegrass.

Impacts of the proposed action

Possible impacts include indirect effects including pest and weed invasion, water
quality and bushfire management.

Due to its proximity to the rail spur, indirect impacts may occur due to the
infrastructure’s potential effects on hydrogeological conditions, dust, and noise.

Residual impact
No significant residual impact on the species is likely to occur from the project works

Recovery plans, conservation advices and threat abatement plans

e Commonwealth Conservation Advice on Stemmacantha australis (Threatened
Species Scientific Committee, 2008).

* The Commonwealth has decided a recovery plan for the species is not required.

» There is no specific threat abatement plan for the austral cornflower.

Threats to the species include:

¢ land clearing

¢ habitat fragmentation

% ° grazing pressures

* competition with weeds

 road works and maintenance in road or rail corridors where the species may be
found.

Threat abatement actions advised by the conservation advice include:
* minimise grazing
e monitor known species to manage threats

' New Acland Coal Mine Stage 3 projec:. :
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¢ control access routes to exclude the public
e ensure road widening does not impact on the species.

Avoidance and mitigation measures

The project is not likely to directly impact on the austral cornflower. Mitigation \f
measures previously described for listed species confirmed at the project site are g\f
relevant for indirect impacts to the austral cornflower, these include management of j

dust, land impacts, soil and erosion, water, waste, contaminants.

Coordinator-General’s conclusion: MNES that may be found on site

While suitable habitat for the king blue-grass exists on-site, it is acknowledged the
species was not located during site surveys, including in areas that would be
favourable to the species—such as project-affected areas of brigalow and bluegrass
TECs.

1 With regard to the austral cornflower, the proponent has confirmed the species was not
K located on the project site during surveys. Such surveys included areas of Queensland
blue-grass, poplar box and other eucalypts, and road reserves, which may provide
suitable habitat. i

However, as the species was located in three areas adjacent to the proposed rail spur,
and that suitable habitat as described in the species conservation advice is located in
the project area, it is considered likely that the species may be found on site, and
possibly in areas to be cleared or disturbed for project works. If accepted by the
minister, the MMP is to address the potential for impact on the austral cornflower and
propose management strategies in accordance with the Commonwealth’s approved
conservation advice for the species.

As part of the MMP relating to austral cornflower, the proponent may consider /e
maasures such as introducing (or, if the species is located on site, reintroducing) the /- 7.
species into suitable areas on site. Particular attention would be best focused on areas

that are to be managed to reduce recognised threats to the species, such as weeds S }:
and grazing. U

The MIMP is to address how the species may be impacted by road works to be
undertaken by the project, and how impacts are to be avoided to ensure no net loss
due to project works.

In addition, | recommend a further condition to the Minister for the Environment that, « ; </
although the species have not been identified on-site, the MMP include management P
and mitigation measures to address potential impacts to Dichanthium queenslandicum,

(king blue-grass), Picris evae, (hawkweed), and Thesium austral (austral toadflax).

To the extent that impacts can be mitigated, | consider the measures proposed to
protect Rhaponticum australe (austral cornflower), Dichanthium queenslandicum, (king
blue-grass), Picris evae, (hawkweed), and Thesium austral (austral toadflax) along with
my recommended conditions will be such that there is not likely to be a significant
residual impact to these species. 1 4
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