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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Joint venture participants AMCI (Alpha) Pty Ltd (AMCI) and Alpha Coal Pty Ltd (a subsidiary of
Bandanna Energy) propose to establish a new coal mine in the Galilee Basin to the south-west of the
township of Alpha. Alpha is located approximately 180 kilometres west of Emerald.

Referred to as the South Galilee Coal Project (SGCP), the mine will target thermal coal at depths
suitable for both open cut and underground mining. It is expected to produce up to 17 Million tonnes
per annum (Mtpa) of high volatile, low sulphur thermal coal for export to international markets and
have a mine life of 35 years.

As part of the proposed mining development, water, power and rail infrastructure will be required.
The location of this infrastructure will depend on various factors, including potential linkages to
development proposals by mining proponents to the north and third party access to a rail link to the
Abbot Point Coal Terminal (APCT) near Bowen.

The workforce required for the SGCP is expected to peak at approximately 1,600 people during
construction and 1,288 people during operations. It is anticipated that the workforce will be sourced
from regional and south-east Queensland, although local employment will be encouraged. This
workforce is expected to be Fly-In/Fly-Out (FIFO) and will be housed in an on-site accommodation
village.

On 26 May 2010, the Queensland Coordinator-General determined the SGCP to be a ‘significant
project’ for which an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is required. As part of the EIS process,
the Queensland Department of Infrastructure and Planning (DIP), (now the Department of
Employment, Economic Development and Innovation) released the Final Terms of Reference (Final
ToR) for the EIS in November 2010.

Section 1.8 of the Final ToR states:

"The public consultation process should provide opportunities for community involvement
and education. It may include interviews with individuals, public communication activities,
Interest group meetings, production of regular summary information and updates
(i.e. newsletters), and other consultation mechanisms to encourage and facilitate active
public consultation. Public consultation processes (community engagement) for all parts
of the EIS should be integrated”.

In order to address this requirement, development and implementation of a comprehensive
Community Engagement Program (CEP) has been an integral component of the planning and approval
process for the SGCP. The purpose of the CEP is to share information about the Project at key
milestones and to ensure that there are opportunities for key stakeholders and the community to
participate in the decision-making process and provide feedback.

This report provides a summary of consultation undertaken from the Project’s inception up to and
including December 2011. This report describes the identification of stakeholders, the consultation
activities undertaken and the findings/outcomes of community engagement.

Key activities implemented as part of the CEP include:
e holding face-to-face meetings with identified stakeholders;
o distributing project information, including factsheets, information updates and media releases;
e attending Community Information Days;
e specialised project information sessions for traditional owner families;
e establishing a Community Reference Group;

e establishing a Technical Reference Group;
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establishing and maintaining community contact points (e.g. freecall number, email address,
project website and mailing address);

direct mail;
conducting a Community Survey; and

key project documentation.

These activities enabled stakeholders and the community to discuss values, interests, needs and
aspirations, raise concerns or issues and provide comments and input into the decision-making

process.

A summary of the key issues raised by stakeholders during the engagement process includes:

stakeholders appreciated the opportunity to receive project information, provide feedback and
input into the planning and assessment process;

the SGCP is expected to provide employment opportunities and opportunities for local/regional
businesses;

the SGCP is expected to generate growth and improvement of services, amongst other
socio-economic benefits;

there is a need to balance the benefits of the Project with the potential adverse impacts;

the SGCP has the potential to impact on existing infrastructure (e.g. transport infrastructure,
housing, sewerage, water and power infrastructure) and services (e.g. health, education,
emergency services);

the SGCP will contribute to cumulative impacts from multiple mining projects in the Galilee
Basin;

it is important to assess and manage environmental and social impacts;
it is important to the local community that they retain their lifestyle and sense of community;
there is a need for collaboration between Galilee Basin mining proponents;

general confusion or frustration about multiple rail lines from Galilee Basin to the APCT and
support for effective third party access agreements in order to minimise potential impacts
associated with the rail line/s; and

interest in the alignment of the SGCP infrastructure corridor, particularly from affected
landholders who provided input to the route selection.

The key outcomes of community engagement have been considered and/or addressed as relevant,
either directly through engagement activities or through consideration/inclusion in the EIS, Social
Impact Assessment (SIA) or draft Social Impact Management Plan (SIMP) process.

AMCI will continue to undertake community engagement throughout the construction, operational and
final decommissioning phases of the SGCP.
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1

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT OBJECTIVES

Mining & Energy Technical Services Pty Ltd (MET Serve) was commissioned to undertake a
comprehensive program of stakeholder and community engagement for SGCP. Community
engagement has been an integral component of the planning and approvals process for the SGCP.

A SGCP CEP was prepared to provide a framework for the engagement process. The primary
objectives of the CEP were to:

identify stakeholders and their values, concerns and issues;

develop a consultation process that can be integrated into the community with minimal
disturbance and which provides a foundation for long-term relationships between the SGCP
and the community that is based on trust and mutual respect;

promote stakeholder confidence by ensuring open and transparent two-way communication;

develop a range of communication activities and tools that deliver regular, consistent and
accurate information;

provide factual information about the SGCP and ensure all stakeholders understand any
potential benefits and/or impacts;

acknowledge and manage the expectations of stakeholders;

ensure community feedback mechanisms are in place to provide opportunities for input into
the EIA process and seek opinions from stakeholders on matters of relevance to the SGCP;

work with stakeholders to develop agreed outcomes and solutions to issues where
practicable;

meet the statutory requirements for community involvement in the formal approvals process
and ensure stakeholder issues are appropriately addressed as part of the Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) process; and

continually improve the acceptance and reputation of the SGCP on a local, regional and state
level and monitor and evaluate community acceptance of the SGCP.

The CEP was developed in consultation with the DEEDI Social Impact Assessment Unit (SIAU) to
address the community engagement requirements in the Final ToR.
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2 METHODOLOGY

The CEP was implemented in accordance with the requirements of the Final ToR. This section details
the methodology used to identify relevant stakeholders and describes the engagement activities
undertaken to date. The engagement activities proposed to be undertaken throughout the life of the
SGCP are described in the draft SIMP prepared for the SGCP. This report describes the engagement
activities undertaken from project inception up to and including December 2011.

The CEP for the SGCP was developed in consideration of the International Association for Public
Participation Australasia’s (IAP2) public participation spectrum ( Figure 2-1). The IAP2 principles
guide how the public can be involved in decision-making and the spectrum identifies five levels of
public involvement, with increasing levels of public impact. The SGCP community engagement process
has aimed to inform, consult and involve stakeholders and the community in the project planning and
impact assessment process.

The methodology used to identify stakeholders is described in Section 2.1 and the engagement
activities are described in Section 2.2.
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2.1 STAKEHOLDER IDENTIFICATION

Stakeholders were defined as individuals, communities, community groups, Traditional Owners,
government or non-government agencies or organisations, private organisations, businesses and
others who may be potentially impacted by, or who have an interest in, the Project and its outcomes.

The definitions of ‘affected’ and ‘interested’ persons provided in Sections 38 and 39 of the Queensland
Environmental Protection Act 1994 (EP Act) and the definition of an ‘affected party’ provided in
Section 500 of the Commonwealth Environment Protection and Biodjversity Conservation Act 1999
(EPBC Act) were used to generate a preliminary stakeholder list. Title searches were undertaken for
parcels of land located within or adjacent to the project tenements. A desktop review was undertaken
to identify other relevant stakeholders and included a review of cadastral information, searches for
mining tenement holders and Native Title claims and review of local community directories.

The list of stakeholders identified during the engagement process was split into three tiers, according
to the stakeholder’s level of influence and anticipated level of interest in the SGCP:

e Tier One stakeholders include individuals or groups with a high or frequent level of impact,
interest or influence in/on the Project’s activities and decisions. This group includes Directly
Affected Stakeholders, Indigenous Traditional Owners and regulatory approval and advisory
agencies;

e Tier Two stakeholders include individuals or groups with a high/semi-frequent level of impact
and high/medium level of interest or influence on the Project’s activities and decisions; and

e Tier Three stakeholders include individuals or groups with a medium/low level of impact,
interest or influence on the Project’s activities and decisions.

The SGCP has undertaken appropriate steps to identify correct Aboriginal parties in accordance with
the requirements of the Queensland Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Act 2003 (ACH Act). This information
provided an outline of Native Title Claims within the SGCP development area.

The complete list of stakeholders is provided in Appendix A. The stakeholder list was regularly
reviewed and updated to reflect feedback received during ongoing community engagement.

2.2 ENGAGEMENT ACTIVITIES

The development of a tiered stakeholder list allowed the engagement activities to be tailored
appropriately to the needs of different stakeholders. For example, direct contact allowed project
information to be communicated to those who may have limited access to certain tools, including the
internet. A description of the wide range of activities undertaken is provided in Section 2.2.1 to
Section 2.2.11 and the outcomes are discussed in detail in Section 3.

2.2.1 Formal EIS Consultation

The EIS process under the State Development and Public Works Organisation Act 1971 provides two
formal opportunities for public involvement, namely:

e public review and comment on the draft ToR (Appendix B); and
e public review of the EIS.
2.2.2 Face-to-face Meetings

Face-to-face meetings were primarily held with Tier One and Tier Two stakeholders. A summary of
the face-to-face meetings held to date is provided below.
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Government Departments and Advisory Agencies

Regular meetings were held with representatives of relevant government departments and advisory
agencies throughout the EIS process. Agency representatives were also involved in the Community
Reference Group (CRG) and Technical Reference Group (TRG) forums (Section 2.2.5 and
Section 2.2.6, respectively). A summary of the meetings held to date is provided below.

Barcaldine Regional Council
e Meetings with Alpha Shire Council on 31 October 2007 and 11 December 2007.
e Attendance at the Advisory Agency meeting and site visit on 16-18 August 2010.

e Meeting with Barcaldine Regional Council (BRC) representatives on 15 October 2008, 22
March 2011 and 10 November 2011.

e BRC attended the Workforce Management Plan (WMP) Working Group meeting on 25
November 2011.

e BRC attended the Housing and Accommodation Plan (HAP) Working Group meeting on the
25 November 2011.

Central Highlands Regional Council
e Meeting with the Central Highlands Regional Council on 25 November 2010.
Clermont Growth Forum

e Attendance at the Clermont Growth Forum (also attended by various government
departments and advisory agencies including Isaac Regional Council, Department of Local
Government and Planning [DLGP], Queensland Health and DEEDI) on 15-16 September 2011.

Coordinator-General

e Meetings with the Coordinator-General (or representatives) on 2 December 2010,
22 July 2011, 1 November 2011 and 16 January 2012.

Department of Community

e Meeting with Skills Queensland, DEEDI, the Department of Community (DoC), Employment
and Indigenous Initiatives and the Office of Economic and Statistical Research (OESR) on 4
July 2011.

e DoC attended the WMP Working Group meeting on 25 November 2011.
Department of Community Safety

e DoC Safety attended the Advisory Agency meeting and site visit on 16-18 August 2010.
Department of Education and Training

e Department of Education and Training representatives attended the Advisory Agency meeting
in August 2010.

DEEDI

e The DEEDI representatives attended the Advisory Agency meeting and site visit on 16-18
August 2010.

e Meetings with the DEEDI representatives on 26 August 2010, 7 September 2010, 27 October
2010, 3 December 2010, 2 February 2011, 28 February 2011, 15 March 2011, 12 April 2011, 4
May 2011, 2 August 2011, 6 July 2011, 16 August 2011, 22 September 2011 and 3 November
2011. Representatives from other government departments (e.g. Department of Environment
and Resource Management [DERM], Department of Transport and Main Roads [DTMR] etc.)
are invited to attend these meetings, as required.
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e Meeting with Skills Queensland, DEEDI, Department of Communities (DoC), Employment and
Indigenous Initiatives and OESR on 4 July 2011.

e DEEDI attended the HAP Working Group meeting on 25 November 2011.
Department of Environment, Heritage, Water and the Arts

e EPBC Referral Pre-lodgement meeting with the Department of Environment, Heritage, Water
and the Arts (DEWHA).

DERM
e DERM representatives attended the Advisory Agency meeting in August 2010.
o DERM representatives attended several of the regular DEEDI meetings.
DTMR

e DTMR representatives attended the Advisory Agency meeting and site visit on 16-18 August
2010.

e DTMR representatives attended several of the regular DEEDI meetings.
Galilee Basin Common Issues Forum

e Attendance at the Galilee Basin Common Issues Forum on 14 October 2009, 3 February 2010,
10 May 2010 and 10 November 2010.

OESR

e Meeting with Skills Queensland, DEEDI, DoC, Employment and Indigenous Initiatives and
OESR on 4 July 2011.

e Meeting with SIAU and OESR on 26 July 2011.

e OESR attended the HAP Working Group meeting on 25 November 2011.
Queensland Health

¢ Queensland Health attended the TRG meeting on 11 October 2011.
Queensland Police Service

e Meeting with Queensland Police Service (QPS) representatives on 30 March 2011.

e QPS representatives attended the Advisory Agency meeting and site visit on 16-18 August
2010.

SEWPaC

e Meetings with the Commonwealth Department of Environment, Water, Heritage and the Arts
(now Department of Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and Communities
[SEWPaC]) on 5 May 2010, 28 February 2011 and 6 July 2011.

e SEWPaC representatives attended the Advisory Agency meeting and site visit on 16-18 August
2010.

Skills Queensland

e Meeting with Skills Queensland, DEEDI, DoC, Employment and Indigenous Initiatives and
OESR on 4 July 2011.

e Skills Queensland attended the WMP Working Group meeting on 25 November 2011.
SIAU
e Meetings with SIAU on 26 February 2010, 13 September 2010 and 22 August 2011.
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e Meetings with SIAU and OESR on 26 July 2011.
SIA Cross-agency Reference Group

e Presentation at the SIA Cross-agency Reference (CAR) Group meeting (attended by various
government departments and advisory agencies) on 22 September 2011.

e Presentation at the SIA Cross-agency Reference (CAR) Group meeting (attended by various
government departments and advisory agencies) on 3 November 2011.

Townsville Chamber of Commerce
e Meeting with Townsville Chamber of Commerce on 5 October 2011.
Landholders

ACMI recognises that a productive, positive and on-going relationship with landholders is critical to the
success of the SGCP. AMCI representatives met with landholders throughout the EIS process to
discuss the SGCP, negotiate compensation, arrange property access, discuss exploration activities,
provide relevant information and address any issues or concerns.

To date, numerous face-to-face meetings have been held with the following landholders, including
those listed below:

e Meetings with Paul Anderson on 19 May 2011, 5 July 2011 and 4 August 2011.

e Meetings with Russell and Cathy Hall on 31 October 2007, 24 February 2011 and 22 March
2011, 31 May 2011 and 9 August 2011.

e Meetings with the Gleeson family on 1 November 2007, 29 April 2010, 24 February 2011, 22
March 2011 and 9 August 2011.

e Meetings with Richard and Alison Hansen on 14 December 2010 and 22 June 2011.

e Meetings with Jason and Sherri Taylor on 31 October 2007, 13 August 2008, 3 June 2009, 28
April 2010, 2 August 2010, 14 December 2010, 24 February 2011, 1 March 2011, 22 March
2011 and 22 June 2011.

e Meetings with John White on 20 May 2011, 3 July 2011 and 7 September 2011.
e Meetings with the Sparrow family on 19 May, 5 July, 8 September and 19 November 2011.
e Meetings with the Bauman family on 19 May, 5 July and 8 September 2011.
e Meeting with the Everingham family on 19 May 2011 and 8 September 2011.
e Meetings with Ray and Betty Thomson on 17 June 2010 and 23 June 2011.
The outcomes of these meetings are summarised in Section 3.1.
Other Tenement Holders/Stakeholders

e Meeting with Hancock Coal on 15 January 2010, 8 November 2011, 25 November 2011,
7 December 2011 and 23 December 2011.

e Meeting with Queensland Coal Corporation on 20 April 2011 and 12 May 2011.

e Meeting with Waratah Coal Pty Ltd (Waratah) on 10 May 2011, 2, 15 and 16 June, 25 August,
23 September, 5 October and 25 November 2011.

e Meeting with Waratah representative on 11 July 2011.
e Meeting with Waratah and Yeats on 28 July 2011.

e Meetings with Adani on 4 and 29 July 2011.
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Indigenous Traditional Owners

Numerous meetings have been held with representatives of the Wangan and Jagalingou
People, on the following dates:

o 16 March 2011;

o 11-12 April 2011;

o 19-20 April 2011;

o 18-19 May 2011;

o 8-9 June 2011,

o 20-21 June 2011;

o 25-26 July 2011;

o 2 August 2011;

o 14 August 2011;

o 16 August 2011;

o 18 August 2011;

o 5-6 September 2011; and
o 17-18 October 2011.

General project information sessions provided to extended Wangan and Jagalingou family
groups occurred on the following dates:

o 26 July 2011 (Emerald);

o 2 August 2011 (Townsville);

o 14 August 2011 (Cherbourg); and

o 16 August 2011 (Brisbane).
Industry Groups

AMCI had a number of meetings with Powerlink on 16 July 2010. 14 April 2011, 19 July 2011,
13 September 2011, 10 November 2011, 29 November 2011 and 7 December 2011.

AMCI had a number of meetings with SunWater including an initial supply options meeting in
July 2010, monthly Pre-Feasibility Study (PFS) update meetings from November 2010 to April
2011, and Foundation Customer meetings since June 2011.

North Queensland Bulk Ports (NQBP) attended Advisory Agency meeting in August 2010.

AMCI has met with Queensland Rail (QR) National on three occasions from October 2010 to
February 2011.

AMCI presented at the Bowen Basin Business Forum on 21 October 2010.

Meeting with the Regional Development Australia Committee — Fitzroy and Central West on
26 October 2010.

Meeting with Enterprise Whitsundays on 8 November 2010.

AMCI met with Queensland Rail in November 2010 and also had telephone discussions with
QR in August 2011.

AMCI presented at the Major Projects Summit in Bowen on 5 May 2011.
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e Meeting with NQBP on 21 October 2010, 15 February, 5 and 20 December 2011 and 11
January 2012.

e Meeting with property developers in the Whitsunday region on 6 October 2011.

e AMCI presented at the Major Projects Conference on 25 October 2011.

e AMCI presented at Trade and Investment Queensland in November 2011.
Conservation Groups

e Meeting with Capricorn Conservation Council on 26 October 2010.

e Meeting with Fitzroy Basin Association on 26 October 2010.

In addition to the above, AMCI’s Exploration Geologist has been based in Alpha for several years, and
has engaged directly with the local community and acted as a project contact during this time.

2.2.3 Factsheets

Project factsheets were prepared to introduce the SGCP and provide ongoing accurate project
information and updates to build awareness and understanding and demonstrate a commitment to
sharing information about the Project as it progressed through the approvals process.

The factsheets were distributed to the local communities by unaddressed Australia Post mailout to all
addresses within the postcodes 4702 (Willows Gemfields), 4724 (Alpha and Surbiton) and 4728
(Garfield, Jericho and Mexico). In addition, a copy of the factsheets was sent by direct mail to persons
identified on the stakeholder list and to people who had registered with the Project team as interested
persons. A copy of each factsheet was made publicly available on the SGCP website. Factsheets were
also distributed at the CRG and TRG meetings and Community Information Sessions, and were
available from the BRC's Alpha office and the Alpha Tourist Information Centre.

A summary of the information provided in the Project factsheets is provided below and copies are
included in Appendix C.
Factsheet 1 — distributed May 2010
The initial factsheet provided:
e an overview of the SGCP;
e a profile of AMCI and Alpha Coal Pty Ltd;
e an explanation of the EIS process;
e an EIS process flowchart;
e details of the 2010 Community Information Day;
e details of the stakeholder and community engagement process;

e a summary of the progress of EIS studies (e.g. air quality, noise, ecology, economic, social,
soil and land, surface water and traffic and transport studies);

e how to register as an ‘interested’ person for the Project;
e a project area map; and

e contact details for the project team.
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Factsheet 2 — distributed August 2010
The second factsheet included:
e an update on the Project approvals process;
e description of the draft ToR and details of how to view the draft ToR;
e an overview of how to make a submission on the draft ToR;
e an update on the community consultation process;

e an update on the progress of baseline studies being undertaken for the EIS (e.g. terrestrial
flora, terrestrial fauna, groundwater, surface water, social, mine planning and others); and

e contact details for the project team.

Factsheet 3 — distributed April 2011
The third factsheet included:
e an update on the project approvals process;
e an update on the baseline studies;
e an update on the PFS;
e infrastructure corridor options; and

e acommunity consultation update.

2.2.4 Community Information Day

Community Information Days were held in Alpha to provide information on the SGCP, generate
two-way communication with the community and gain feedback from the community. The Community
Information Days were held at the Alpha Show on 19 May 2010 and 18 May 2011.

The Alpha Show is a major local event that attracts people and business representatives from across
the region and tourists. It is part of the Show circuit for central-west Queensland.

As described in Section 2.2.8, advertisements were placed in the Central Queensland News and the
Central Rural Weekly (Appendix D).

By attending and sponsoring the Alpha Show, the project team demonstrated a commitment to the
local community and created an opportunity for people to ask questions about the Project in a relaxed
environment. Visitors were encouraged to complete the SGCP Community Survey (Section 3.2.10).

Display information prepared for these events included project statistics, maps, factsheets and
banners. The community information display included the following information:

e project statistics;

e environmental information;

e community involvement;

e SGCP location map;

e aerial view of proposed mine development; and
e contact details for the project team.

Approximately 80 people attended the Community Information Day in May 2010 and approximately 60
attended in 2011. Figure 2-2 shows the display at the Alpha Show Community Information Day.
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Figure 2-2 Information Display at the Alpha Show Community Information Day,
May 2011

Outcomes from the Community Information Days are discussed in Section 3.3.

2.2.,5 Community Reference Group

AMCI established a CRG for the SGCP in 2010 to provide a framework for formal communication with
the community and to represent broad community interests and concerns.

The CRG aims to:

e provide factual, accurate information about the SGCP and any potential environmental, social
and economic impacts;

e identify and understand existing community values and concerns;
¢ identify and discuss any issues of concern;

e discuss strategies to mitigate any potential negative impacts (e.g. for inclusion in the Social
Impact Assessment [SIA] and SIMP);

e demonstrate that the opinions and views of the local community will be considered during the
planning and operation of the SGCP;

e encourage a level of understanding in the community that the mining operation will be
managed in an environmentally responsible manner;

e if the opportunity arises, liaise with CRGs from nearby projects where there is the potential for
cumulative impacts and mutually beneficial sharing of information; and

o foster long-term collaborative relationships with the local community and AMCI.

As described in Section 2.2.8, an advertisement was placed in the Central Queensland News to invite
nominations for membership of the CRG. Potential members recommended to the project team were
sent letters inviting them to nominate for membership of the CRG. The CRG includes representatives
from the following stakeholder groups/organisations:

o directly affected landholders;
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e other local landholders;
e representatives from community groups;
e representatives from local businesses; and
e a representative from the BRC.
A copy of the CRG Charter is provided in Appendix E.

Four CRG meetings have been held to date (Table 2-1). Minutes and actions from each meeting were
administered by AMCI and circulated to all CRG members, including those members who did not
attend. Minutes from these meetings were also uploaded onto the project website.

In mid-2011, AMCI entered into discussions with representatives from Waratah regarding their
possible involvement in some of the consultation forums established by AMCI. AMCI considered that
effective collaboration between Waratah and AMCI would allow mining proponents to present project
information and provide reassurance to regulators and the local community that cumulative impacts
will be addressed comprehensively and transparently. This approach is considered to offer significant
advantages for the local community and mining proponents, and reduce the risk of ‘consultation
fatigue’. AMCI expanded the scope of the CRG to include other mining proponents and the first
‘Galilee Basin CRG' meeting was held in October 2011 (Table 2-1).

It is expected that the size, purpose and representation of the CRG may change over the life of the
Project, depending on outcomes and stakeholder interest. AMCI recognises that sustaining ongoing
stakeholder participation in consultation initiatives is difficult, particularly in rural and remote
communities.

Outcomes of the CRG meetings to date are discussed in Section 3.4.

2.2.6 Technical Reference Group

AMCI established a TRG for the SGCP in 2010 to provide a framework for formal communication
relating to technical or special interest issues (e.g. environmental, transport or workforce planning
issues).

An advertisement was placed in the Central Queensland News to invite nominations for membership
of the TRG. Potential members recommended to the project team were sent letters inviting them to
nominate for membership of the TRG.

The TRG includes representatives from the following agencies/organisations:
e AMCI;
e BRC;
e Capricorn Conservation Council;

e DoC Safety;

e DEEDI;
e DERM;
e DLGP;

e DTMR;

e Ergon Energy;
e Hill Michael Associates;

e MET Serve;
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e NQBP;

e QPSand

e SunWater.
Table 2-1

Overview of CRG Meetings

Attendees
Topic for Discussion

Government Agency CRG Members Other

Project Team

Representative/s* Representative/s Attendees

Introductions

2 August 2010 | M Bouffler J Acutt - ]
. Overview of the
C Fish L Clews proposed project
B Dyer, Role, process and
A Everingham objectives of CRG
W Gleeson CRG Charter (AMCI,
2010a) (Appendix
S Taylor o)
13 December M Bouffler B Harwood (DEEDI) | J Acutt - Project update
2010 C Fish L Clews Groundwater
assessment
B Dyer methods
W Gleeson Final ToR review
S Taylor CRG Charter review
2 March 2011 | M Bouffler B Harwood (DEEDI) | J Acutt - Role gf CRGh ]
D Ludman L Hopewell (DEEDI) | g Dyer ir:feonr]mZEisénS, aring
C Fish A Everingham feedback
J Keast W Gleeson Introduction to SIA
S Taylor and SIMP
Current mining
issues in the region
20 June 2011 | M Bouffler S Booth (DEEDI) B Dyer - '”forma“;”
B Harwood L Hopewell (SIAU) A Everingham, rpig\l:i?:s m?ateting
S Rogers J Kelly (QPS - Project update
prospective including approval
member) process/infrastructu
S Taylor re corridor/baseline
studies
Overview of other
studies in the
Galilee Basin
10 October M Bouffler L Hopewell (DEEDI) A Everingham N Harris Project updates
2011 J Keast B Bettridge Waratah Coal) SIA methodology
A Ellis L Bowers N McIntosh SIA findings
(Waratah
J Acutt Coal)
S Taylor M Finlayson
(SIA &
Development
Pty Ltd)
A O’Brien
(Yeates)

Project team includes representatives from AMCI and/or MET Serve.
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As the TRG is a ‘topic-based’ forum, attendance varies according to the topic for discussion, location
of the meeting, and availability of members. Additional representatives are invited to attend
depending on the topic for discussion. A copy of the TRG Charter is provided in Appendix F.

The TRG aims to:

e provide factual, accurate information about the SGCP and any potential environmental, social
and economic impacts;

e identify, understand and discuss issues of concern;
e discuss strategies to mitigate any potential impacts;

e demonstrate that the opinions and views of technical specialists will be considered during the
planning and operation of the SGCP;

e encourage a level of confidence within the Local, State and Federal governments, and other
identified representative groups, that the mining operation will be managed in an
environmentally and socially responsible manner; and

o if the opportunity arises, liaise with TRGs from nearby projects where there is the potential for
cumulative impacts and mutually beneficial sharing of information.

A summary of the three TRG meetings held to date is provided in Table 2-2. Minutes and actions
from each meeting were administered by AMCI and circulated to all TRG members, including those
members who did not attend.

TRG meetings are structured around specific issues and provide an opportunity for the project team
and stakeholders to share information and expertise. The meetings provide a forum for information
sharing and problem solving. Information captured at these meetings was used to identify issues to be
addressed in the SIA and to develop mitigation and management measures detailed in the SIMP.
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Table 2-2

Project Team

Representative/s!

Overview of TRG Meetings

Attendees

TRG
Representative

Topic for Discussion

25 November 2010 | M Bouffler BRC - Introductions
R McNamara DEEDI Overview of the proposed
J Keast DERM project
Ergon Energy Role, process and
objectives of TRG
SunWater
Hill Michael TRG Charter (AMCI,
2010b), (Appendix D
Associates ). (App )
3 March 2011 M Bouffler DEEDI - Project update
K Hosking DEEDI — LG&P Galilee Basin transport
C Fish DTMR infrastructure
J Keast QPS Transport
c options/assumptions (road,
BR rail, air, port)
Halcrow Galilee Basin emergency
services
Emergency services
options/assumptions
21 June 2011 M Bouffler BRC - Information requested at
B Harwood DEEDI previous meeting
S Rogers DEEDI — Coordinator- Project update
General’s Office Workforce profile and
DEEDI — DLGP, planning
DEEDI SIAU Cumulative impacts of
DoC Safety projects in the Galilee Basin
DERM
SunWater
Skills Qld
QPS
11 October 2011 M Bouffler BRC N Harris Waratah Revised TRG charter
J Keast Queensland Health Coal) Methodology for developing
A Ellis DLGP N MclIntosh SIA and SIMP

DEEDI

(Waratah Coal)

M Finlayson (SIA
& Development
Pty Ltd)

A O'Brien
(Yeates)

Preliminary SIA findings

Project team includes representatives from AMCI and/or MET Serve
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Figure 2-3 TRG Meeting, June 2011

As described in Section 2.2.5, in mid-2011, AMCI entered into discussions with representatives from
Waratah regarding Waratah’s possible involvement in the TRG. AMCI has expanded the scope of the
TRG to include Waratah Coal. The first ‘Galilee Basin TRG' meeting was held on 11 October 2011.

Issues raised and feedback provided at TRG meetings to date is discussed in Section 3.5.

2.2.7 Project Contact Points
2271 Freecall Number

A freecall telephone information line (1800 214 543) was established and is operated 24 hours a day,
seven days a week. Calls to this number from within Australia are free (except from mobile phones).

22.7.2 Project Email

A project email address (info@southgalilee.com.au) was established and maintained to allow
stakeholders to enquire about the SGCP, request information or raise issues.

22.7.3 Website
The project website (http://www.southgalilee.com.au) was established to provide information to the
wider community regarding details of the Project, project updates, publications and contact details.

This information was updated at key milestones and as consultation activities were undertaken. A
copy of the webpage content is included in Appendix G.

The SGCP website includes a mechanism for the community to submit enquiries or register their
interest in the SGCP.

2274 Profect Mailing Address

A mailing address for the SGCP engagement team was provided in initial project engagement
materials and is provided on the SGCP website.
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2.2.8 Media

An article introducing the SGCP was published in the Central Queensland News on Friday 14 May
2010. A separate advert notifying the community of the Community Information Day at the Alpha
Show 2010 was also published in the Central Queensland News on the same day.

An advert was published in the Central Queensland News on 2 July 2010 to notify the community that
a CRG was being established for the SGCP and to outline the nomination process to anyone who
wished to apply for CRG membership.

An advert was published in the Central Queensland News on 24 September 2010 to notify the
community that a TRG was being established for the SGCP and to outline the nomination process to
anyone who wished to apply for TRG membership.

An article about the CRG was published in the August 2010 issue of the community newsletter, Alpha
News. The article described the CRG membership, provided an overview of the first CRG meeting and
encouraged interested community members to talk to the CRG representative members if they had
any issues or concerns that related to the SGCP. The article also indicated that the draft ToR were
available for public review and comment.

Public Notices regarding the draft ToR were placed in the following newspapers in order to inform the
local and wider community of the scope of the EIS for the SGCP:

e Weekend Australian (7 August 2010);

e The Courier Mail (7 August 2010);

e The Longreach Leader (13 August 2010); and

e Central Queensland News (Friday 13 August 2010).

A press release was also made available on the DIP website.

A number of articles about the SGCP were published in the BRC publication, Galilee Gazette. These
articles provided the following information:

e an introduction to the SGCP;
e SGCP and ACMI's involvement in the Alpha Show in both 2010 and 2011; and

e invitations to interested parties to participate in CRG and TRG.

Advertisements notifying the community of the SGCP Community Information Day at the Alpha Show
2011 were published in the Rural Weekly (13 May 2011), Central Queensland News (18 May 2011)
and Central Queensland News Alpha Show insert.

Public Notices were published in selected newspapers upon submission of the EIS to the DEEDI.
Copies of the media articles described above are included as Appendix D.
2.2,9 Direct Mail

A summary of the letters sent directly to stakeholders is provided below and a copy of each is
attached as Appendix H.
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2.2.9.1 Letter 1

A letter was sent to the following stakeholders on 1 July 2010 inviting them to nominate their interest
in becoming a member of the CRG:

e Aloma Everingham;
e Beryl Dyer;
e Judy Acutt;
e Les and Kayleen Leishman;
e Lee Clews;
e Russ and Marg Glindemann;
e Sharleen Bettridge;
e Sherri Taylor; and
e Warren Gleeson.
2292 Letter 2

A letter was sent to the following stakeholders on 22 July 2010 inviting them to attend the first CRG
meeting:

e Aloma Everingham;
e Beryl Dyer;
e Brant Bettridge;
e Judy Acutt;
e Les and Kayleen Leishman;
e Lee Clews;
e Russ and Marg Glindemann;
e Sherri Taylor; and
e Warren Gleeson.
2293 Letter 3

A letter and copy of the SGCP Community Survey was sent on 6 August 2010 to Virginia Nelson and
Graham Smith (QPS).

2.2.9.4 Letter 4

ACMI sent out a copy of the second SGCP Factsheet (Appendix C) to Tier One and Tier Two
stakeholders and those people who had registered their interest in the Project on 12 and 13 August
2010.

2.2.95 Letter 5

A letter was sent to the following stakeholders on 12 August 2010 providing a copy of the draft CRG
meeting notes and a copy of the second factsheet:

e Aloma Everingham;
e Beryl Dyer;
e Brant Bettridge;
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e Judy Acutt;
e Les and Kayleen Leishman;
e Lee Clews;
e Sherri Taylor; and
e Warren Gleeson.
2296 Letter 6

A letter was sent to the following stakeholders on 27 October 2010 inviting them to nominate their
interest in becoming a member of the TRG:

e BRC;

e Capricorn Conservation Council;

e DEEDI;

e DERM;

e DoC Safety;
e DIP;

e DLGP;

e DTMR;

e Ergon Energy;
e NQBP;

e Powerlink;

e QPS; and

e Sunwater.

A letter was subsequently sent out to the above stakeholders to inform them of meeting details on 17
November 2010.

2297 Letter 7

On 17 November 2010, a letter was sent to the following stakeholders to indicate meeting
arrangements for the upcoming TRG meeting:

e BRC;

e Capricorn Conservation Council;

e DEEDI;

e DERM;

e DoC Safety;
e DIP;

e DTMR;

e Ergon Energy;
o Hill Michael Associates;
e NQBP;
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e QPS; and
e Sunwater.

2.2.9.8 Letter 8

A letter was sent to all TRG members on 20 December 2010 providing a CD containing a copy of the
Final ToR.

2.2.9.9 Letter 9

On 17 January 2011 a letter containing the previous meeting notes, an invitation to the upcoming
CRG meeting as well as the finalised CRG Charter (Appendix E) was sent to the following the CRG
members.

22910 Letter 10

On 31 March 2011, the meeting notes from the March 2011 CRG meeting were sent to all CRG
members.

22911 Letter 11

On 31 May 2011, letters were sent to all CRG members inviting them to attend the CRG meeting on
20 June 2011.

22912 Letter 12

On 7 July 2011, a copy of the June 2011 CRG meeting notes and presentation was sent to all CRG
members.

22913 Letter 13

A letter was sent to the Coordinator-General on 8 August 2011 in response to a letter dated 29 July
2011. The letter addressed the approach to cumulative social impact assessment and assessment of
the SGCP EIS by the Office of the Coordinator-General.

2.2.9.14 Letter 14

On 26 August 2011, a letter was sent to the BRC in response to their letter dated 10 August 2011.
This letter addressed future growth in Alpha, focusing on:

e use of the Alpha Aerodrome;

e road upgrades;

¢ industrial/commercial land requirements in Alpha; and
e proposed approach for community assistance programs.

22915 Letter 15

On 12 September 2011, a letter was sent to Waratah, formally inviting them to participate in a
collaborative approach to community consultation and SIA/management.

In addition to the above, a number of letters were received by the project team, including:
e letter from DEWHA (dated 26 May 2010) acknowledging receipt of SGCP EPBC Referral;
e letter from Judy Acutt (dated 8 July) providing a completed CRG nomination form;
e letter from Sherri Taylor (dated 13 July) providing a completed CRG nomination form;

e letter from Beryl Dyer (dated 13 July 2010) providing a completed CRG nomination form;
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e letter from Ergon Energy (dated 17 November 2010) providing a completed TRG nomination
form;

o letter from Jeffrey Ruddel (dated 16 May 2011) introducing the Whitsunday Airport;

e letter from Coordinator-General (dated 29 July 2011) seeking feedback on proposed
cumulative SIA approach and assessment of the SGCP EIS by the Office of the Coordinator-
General; and

e letter from BRC (dated 10 August 2011), to address future development in Alpha.

Four faxes were also received from landholders, industry and conservation groups providing
completed CRG and TRG nomination forms.

2.2.10 Community Survey

A Community Survey was developed and distributed to:

collect data about attitudes and aspirations of the community and key stakeholders;

seek insight into community perceptions and understanding about the SGCP;
e better understand and manage project opportunities;
e inform planning for the Project and long-term community investments;

e provide input into the SGCP SIMP; and

identify any risks that may influence the SGCP.

Copies of the Community Survey were distributed at the Community Information Days, to CRG
members (and the groups they represented) and other interested stakeholders. Copies of the survey
were also made available at the BRC’s Alpha office and the Tourist Information Centre.

The Community Survey aimed to collect local demographic information, views on existing services and
facilities available, and opinions and general views on the SGCP. The Community Survey also provided
an opportunity for community members to express any issues or concerns they had on the SGCP and
potential impacts.

A copy of the Community Survey is attached as Appendix I.

A total of 23 community members have completed the Community Survey and the findings are
discussed in Section 3.9.

2.2.11 Key Project Documentation

Key project documentation (e.g. Initial Advice Statement [IAS], draft ToR, final ToR, EPBC Referral
and EIS) was made publicly available in accordance with statutory requirements. Public notices
notifying the general public of the release of such documentation are described in Section 2.2.8.

2.3 CONSULTATION MANAGER

Consultation Manager, a stakeholder management application, was used to capture, record and
manage all stakeholder and community engagement activities undertaken for the SGCP.

Engagement with project stakeholders was recorded using the following process:
e stakeholders and their contact details were entered into the database;
e stakeholders were assigned to a tier as identified in Section 3.1;

e issues and event categories were established in conjunction with the EIS process;
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e all contact with stakeholders was recorded and follow-up actions were assigned to the
appropriate project team representative; and

e correspondence and/or documentation relating to engagement activities was attached to each
stakeholder or event as appropriate.

An example of the community engagement activities recorded in the Consultation Manager database
is provided in Appendix J.
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3 COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT FINDINGS

This section provides a summary of the findings of community engagement activities undertaken to
date, based primarily on comments from and discussions with stakeholders.

All issues raised were addressed appropriately, through direct discussion, provision of information,
follow-up action, ongoing engagement, or incorporation of issues in technical studies for the EIS. The
issues raised have been broadly categorised into groups. A description of the groups of issues and
where more detail on each issue can be found within the EIS is provided in Table 3-1.

Table 3-1 Issues Raised Through the Engagement Program

Issue EIS Section

Rehabilitation and

EIS Appendix

Decommissioning Section 5 )

Nature Conservation Section 8 Appendix N (terrestrial ecology) and Appendix O (aquatic ecology)
Water Resources Section 9 Appendix F (surface water) and Appendix G (groundwater)

Air Quality g:z::g: :2 and Appendix L

Noise and Vibration Section 12 Appendix M

Waste Management Section 13 -

Transport Section 14 Appendix K

Section 15 and Appendix P (Indigenous cultural heritage) and Appendix Q (non-

Cultural Heritage

Section 16 Indigenous cultural heritage)
Social Impacts Section 17 Appendix R
Economic  Impacts and Section 18 Appendix S
Employment
Health and Safety Section 19 Appendix T
Hazards and Risks Section 19 -

3.1 FACE-TO-FACE MEETINGS

3.1.1 Government Departments and Advisory Agencies

A summary of the outcomes of face-to-face meetings with government departments and advisory
agencies is provided below. In addition to these meetings, government representatives also attended
the CRG and TRG meetings (Section 2.2.5 and Section 2.2.6, respectively).

3.1.1.1

An initial meeting with Des Howard of the Alpha Shire Council was held on 31 October 2007, followed
by a presentation to the Alpha Shire Council outlining proposed exploration program on 11 December
2007.

Barcaldine Regional Council

AMCI met with the BRC to provide updates on the exploration program and project progress on 15
October 2008, 22 March 2011 and 10 November 2011.

The Advisory Agency meeting held in August 2010 provided government agencies with the following
information and provided the opportunity for a site visit:

e SGCP introduction/update;
e summary of the approvals process;

¢ indicative timetable for the Project; and
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e discussion of draft ToR.

BRC attended the WMP Working Group meeting on 25 November 2011. The purpose of this meeting
was to introduce the WMP Working Group members and to discuss:

e objectives/priorities of the WMP Working Group;
e indicative SGCP workforce; and
e  WMP framework.

BRC attended the HAP Working Group meeting on the 25 November 2011. The purpose of this
meeting was to introduce the HAP Working Group members and to discuss:

e the objectives/priorities of the HAP Working Group;
e indicative SGCP housing/accommodation requirements; and
e HAP framework.

3112 Central Highlands Regional Council

A meeting was held with a representative of the Central Highlands Regional Council on 25 November
2010 to provide an introduction and status update on the SGCP.

The Central Highlands Regional Council suggested that Emerald would be a good base for sourcing
established coal industry services or for expansion of service industries, given its proximity and size.
As a result of this feedback, the Central Highlands Regional Council Local Government Area has been
included in the SIA study area, due to the likelihood of Emerald being used as a regional service
centre.

31.1.3 Clermont Growth Forum

The Clermont Growth Forum was held 15-16 September 2011. Although this forum was not directly
relevant to the SGCP, it provided useful insight into regional issues (e.g. availability/affordability of
residential and industrial land, ability of existing infrastructure to keep pace with growth, fly-in/fly-out
(FIFO) issues, etc.), and community concerns/aspirations. These issues were considered and/or
addressed in the SIA and SIMP.

31.1.4 Coordinator-General

Four meetings have been held with the Coordinator-General (or representatives) to discuss third party
infrastructure arrangements, the SGCP infrastructure corridor, SIA and potential mechanisms for
achieving effective collaboration between Galilee Basin proponents. The Queensland Government
preference is for commercial agreements to determine the rail infrastructure approach.

31.15 DEED/
The outcomes of the Advisory Agency meeting and site visit held in August 2010 are discussed above.

Regular meetings have been held with DEEDI representatives from the Office of the
Coordinator-General throughout the EIS process. Representatives from other government
departments (e.g. DERM, DTMR etc.) are invited to attend these meetings, as required. These
discussions have included the following issues:

e proposed Galilee Basin infrastructure and the importance of effective third party access;
e |AS;

e opportunities for collaborative approaches between Galilee Basin proponents;

e project execution strategy;

e baseline monitoring and impact assessment approaches for various environmental aspects,
including air quality, noise, vibration, surface water, aquatic and terrestrial ecology;
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e DERM stream inspections;

e Mining Lease Application (MLA) process;

e project updates and mine planning processes;

e the SGCP CEP, including the CRG and TRG, Community Information Days;
e draft and final ToR;

e status of other Galilee Basin proposals;

e status of other relevant infrastructure projects including Connors River Dam and Pipeline
Project, APCT and Galilee Basin Transmission Project;

e proposed SGCP infrastructure corridor approvals approach, tenure options and alignment;
e social impact assessment;

e matters of national environmental significance;

e Alpha Aerodrome as an opportunity for revenue-raising by the BRC;

e other government forums (e.g. Cross-agency Reference Group meetings, Galilee Basin
Common Issues Forum);

e port allocation at the APCT; and
e outcomes of meetings with the Coordinator-General.

A meeting was held on 4 July 2011 to discuss SGCP workforce planning and profiling. The meeting
was attended by DEEDI representatives, as well as representatives from Skills Queensland, DEEDI,
DoC and OESR. A range of recruitment and training initiatives were discussed at the meeting and
these have been considered and/or incorporated into the SIA and SIMP, where relevant.

31.1.6 DERM
The outcomes of the Advisory Agency meeting and site visit held in August 2010 are discussed above.

DERM representatives attended several of the regular DEEDI meetings, the outcomes of which are
described above.

3.1.1.7 DoC

The outcomes of the workforce planning and profiling meeting held on 4 July 2011 are described
above.

DoC attended the WMP Working Group meeting on 25 November 2011. The agenda of this meeting is
described above.

3118 Department of Community Safety

The outcomes of the Advisory Agency meeting and site visit held in August 2010 are discussed above.
31.1.9 Department of Education and Training

The outcomes of the Advisory Agency meeting and site visit held in August 2010 are discussed above.
3.1.1.10 DTMR

The outcomes of the Advisory Agency meeting and site visit held in August 2010 are discussed above.

DTMR representatives attended one of the regular DEEDI meetings, the outcomes of which are
described above.

31111 Galilee Basin Common Issues Forum

The Galilee Basin Common Issues Forum covered the following issues:
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e project status/updates;
e BRC issues and expectations;
e government involvement in the EIS process;
e water supply;
e transport;
e health;
e rail corridor/s; and
e APCT expansion and progress.
3.1.1.12 OESR

The outcomes of the workforce planning and profiling meeting held on 4 July 2011 are described
above.

A meeting with SIAU and OESR was held on 26 July 2011 to agree on the approach and justification
for delineating the SIA study areas. OESR provided specific advice on statistical indicators, settlement
patterns and information sources.

OESR attended the HAP Working Group meeting on 25 November 2011. The outcomes of this meeting
are described above.

3.1.1.13 Queensiland Health

Queensland Health attended the TRG meeting on 11 October 2011 (described in Section 3.5) and
the SIA CAR meetings (described in Section 3.1.1.17).

3.1.1.14 QPS
The outcomes of the Advisory Agency meeting and site visit held in August 2010 are discussed above.
A meeting was held with QPS on 30 March 2011 to discuss the following:

e project introduction;

e potential impacts of the SGCP on policing, including:

o general policing issues (e.g. appropriate planning and resourcing, funding,
new police station required in Alpha);

o emergency management;

o road safety;

o wet season will create issues for transport (e.g. deterioration of pavement
quality, flooding, wide load delays);

o crime;

o policing issues associated with the accommodation village;

o potential social issues associated with overseas labour;

o management of over-dimensional traffic and flow-on policing constraints;

e QPS expressed their interest in being involved in the SIMP development process; and
e EIS review and comment.

In addition, QPS representatives are involved in the CRG and TRG forums.
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3.1.1.15 SEWPaC
The outcomes of the Advisory Agency meeting and site visit held in August 2010 are discussed above.

Meetings with SEWPaC were held on 5 May 2010, 28 February 2011 and 6 July 2011, to discuss the
following:

e project overview;
e EIS timing and lodgement;
e Galilee Basin infrastructure requirements and the importance of effective third party access;

e APCT and associated SEWPaC approval issues for a proposal with multiple proponents
(including the potential requirement for separate EPBC Referrals);

e Final ToR;

¢ Native Title processes;

e baseline survey results relating to threatened species and ecological communities;
e baseline survey results relating to migratory species;

e habitat mapping;

e subsidence processes and assessment;

e indirect impacts on controlling provisions, including air quality, noise and groundwater
impacts; and

e post-mining land use and potential for a wider strategic rehabilitation and cumulative offsets
approach, the subject of discussions between SEWPaC and the DERM.

3.1.1.16 Skills Queensland

The outcomes of the workforce planning and profiling meeting held on 4 July 2011 are described
above.

Skills Queensland attended the WMP Working Group meeting held on 25 November 2011 to discuss
the anticipated workforce in more detail, including specific occupations/skills. The outcomes of this
meeting are described above.

3.1.1.17 SIAU

Several meetings have been held with the SIAU to discuss the approach and methodology for the SIA
and SIMP, including 26 February 2010, 13 September 2010 and 22 August 2011. A meeting with SIAU
and OESR was held on 26 July 2011 to agree on the approach and justification for delineating the SIA
study areas.

3.1.1.18 SIA CAR Group

MET Serve presented at the SIA Cross-agency Reference Group meeting on 22 September 2011. The
presentation provided an introduction to the Project, an overview of the SIA and SIMP methodology
and preliminary social baseline and impact assessment findings. Particular comments which arose
during the CAR group meeting included:

e the EIS needs to address impacts on medical services (including direct and indirect loads);
e importance of collaborative approach to addressing social impacts;

e Skills Queensland requested a breakdown of occupational requirements for the SGCP
workforce;

e the EIS needs to address impacts on the availability and affordability of housing, particularly
the cumulative effects from multiple projects; and

Page 27



South Galilee Coal Project
Consultation Report

e timing of third party rail access arrangements.

MET Serve presented at the SIA Cross-agency Reference Group meeting on 3 November 2011. The
presentation provided a summary of the SIA findings, the proposed SIMP methodology and
preliminary impact mitigation and management measures. Particular comments which arose during
the CAR group meeting included:

e the proposed SIMP working groups should be refined and combined, if possible; and

e the EIS needs to consider the impacts of FIFO on health and allied services (e.g. drug and
alcohol and domestic violence services).

31.1.19 Townsvifle Chamber of Commerce

AMCI met with the Townsville Chamber of Commerce on 5 October 2011 to provide an overview of
the SGCP and project development schedule and discuss the following issues:

e infrastructure;
e project approvals process;
e potential collaboration opportunities;
e community engagement;
e FIFO; and
e regionalisation.
3.1.1.20 Landholders

As described in Section 2.2.2, AMCI representatives met with landholders throughout the EIS
process to discuss the SGCP, negotiate compensation, arrange property access, discuss exploration
activities, provide relevant information and address any issues or concerns. Although landholders held
various concerns about mining, they were co-operative and most appeared philosophical about
development in the region.

The key issues discussed include the following:
e project introduction and schedule;
e Notice of Entry and Notice to Negotiate procedures;

e negotiation of compensation agreements for SGCP activities (including legal review of
documentation and legal costs);

e notification procedures and access arrangements for exploration activities and baseline
environmental field work (including procedures for opening/closing gates, accessing keys,
etc.);

e concerns about the introduction and/or spread of weeds by SGCP contractors (particularly
Parthenium);

e the alignment of the proposed SGCP infrastructure corridor, particularly its relationship to
property infrastructure (e.g. access tracks, bores, dams, fences) and its potential to impact on
property operations (e.g. reduce paddock size, create unusable sections of paddock, etc.);

e employment opportunities (particularly fencing, machinery operating and supervision of rail
line construction);

¢ location of interaction with existing stock routes;
e location of exploration drill holes;

e impact on groundwater levels and quality;
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e location and timing of environmental baseline fieldwork and installation of monitoring
equipment;

e concerns about erosion of access roads due to SGCP exploration drilling activities; and

e concerns about impacts on livestock (e.g. exposure of stock to drilling fluids and chemicals
and impacts on certification).

Based on these meetings, the following outcomes were achieved:
e notification was given to landholders prior to contractors entering their property;

e contractors undertaking baseline fieldwork conducted vehicle wash downs at the BRC wash
down bay and obtained a weed clearance certificate;

e contractors used existing roads and access tracks where practicable, rather than driving
through paddocks;

e the infrastructure corridor alignment was designed in consultation with surrounding
landholders in order to minimise impacts on their properties, minimise environmental impacts
and meet engineering/geotechnical constraints;

e local contractors have been used to undertake rehabilitation activities following exploration,
where practicable;

e stock routes have been considered in the EIS assessments, where relevant; and

e access roads and exploration drill sites have been rehabilitated progressively once they are no
longer required.

3.1.1.21 Other Tenement Holders/Stakeholders

Meetings with Hancock Coal were held on 15 January 2010, 8 and 25 November 2011 and 7 and
23 December 2011 to discuss port and rail access and power supply.

Meetings were held with Queensland Coal Corporation in April and May 2011 to discuss the alignment
of SGCP’s proposed infrastructure corridor. Queensland Coal Corporation suggested that the SGCP
infrastructure corridor should follow the SunWater alignment as much as possible to minimise
sterilisation risk.

Several meetings were held with Waratah representatives and the key issues discussed include the
following:

e proposed infrastructure corridor route and investigative work;
e consent for access to EPC 1040;

e potential collaborative approaches, particularly in relation to consultation and
SIA/management;

e joint application for power; and

e accommodation camp options.
AMCI met with Adani on 4 and 29 July 2011 to discuss port access and power supply.
3.1.1.22 Indigenous Traditional Owners

As described in Section 2.2.2, numerous meetings have been held with representatives of the
Wangan and Jagalingou People at various locations in Queensland, to discuss the following issues:

e project introduction and discussion of joint venture approach;
e proposed project schedule;

e schedule of meetings;
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e Cultural Heritage Management Plan (CHMP) principles and content;
e cultural heritage;
¢ Native Title process and the ‘Right to Negotiate’ process (RTN);

o financial components of RTN agreement (e.g. employment, training, contributions and
establishment of funds, etc.); and

¢ non-financial components of RTN agreement (e.g. access agreements, information exchange,
support etc.).

3.1.1.23 Industry Groups

AMCI had an initial application meeting with Powerlink on 16 July 2010. A pre-lodgement connection
meeting was held on 14 April 2011, with a number of follow-up meetings held on 19 July 2011,
13 September 2011, 10 November 2011, 29 November 2011 and 7 December 2011.

AMCI held an initial meeting with SunWater in July 2011 to discuss supply options. SunWater attended
the monthly SGCP PFS updates from November 2010 until April 2011. Meetings with the Foundation
Customers of the Connors River Dam and Pipeline and the Moranbah to Alpha Pipeline have also been
conducted since April 2011.

NQBP attended the Advisory Agency meeting and site visit held in August 2010. The outcomes of this
meeting are discussed above. AMCI also met with NQBP on 21 October 2010, 15 February 2011, 5
and 20 December 2011 and 11 January 2012.

AMCI had three meetings with QR National between October 2010 and February 2011 regarding the
potential options for using the existing Central Line Railway.

AMCI met with Queensland Rail in November 2010 and had a number of telephone discussions in
August 2011 to discuss the potential options for using the existing Central Line Railway, particularly
for transporting goods and materials to the SGCP as part of the transport logistics.

AMCI'’s presentation at the Bowen Basin Business Forum on 21 October 2010 covered the following:
e overview of the SGCP, including project timeline;
e stakeholder consultation; and

e Galilee Basin issues.

AMCI met with the Regional Development Australia Committee — Fitzroy and Central West on
26 October 2010.

AMCI met with property developers in the Whitsunday region on 6 October 2011 and with Enterprise
Whitsundays on 8 November 2010 to provide an update on the SGCP and discuss the proposed
workforce arrangements (e.g. FIFO model and housing options).

AMCI presented at the Major Projects Conference on 5 May 2011 and 25 October 2011. The
presentation provided an overview of the SGCP and project development schedule and discussed the
following issues:

e infrastructure;
e project approvals process;
e potential collaboration opportunities;

e community engagement;
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e FIFO; and
e regionalisation.
AMCI's presentation at Trade and Investment Queensland in November 2011 covered the following:
e project overview;
e project development schedule;
e infrastructure;
e approvals process;
e collaboration opportunities;
e community engagement;
e FIFO; and
e regionalisation.
3.1.1.24 Conservation Groups

Meetings were held with the Capricorn Conservation Council and the Fitzroy Basin Association to
discuss the following key issues:

¢ rail link between the Galilee Basin and the APCT, and the potential duplication of this line;
e cumulative impact assessment;
e potential for Galilee Basin-wide approach to mine rehabilitation; and

e concerns about impacts of the Connors River Dam on the Fitzroy Basin.

In addition to the above, AMCI’s Exploration Geologist has been based in Alpha for several years, and
has engaged directly with the local community and acted as a project contact during this time.

3.2 FACTSHEETS

Three Project factsheets were prepared and distributed to introduce the SGCP, provide ongoing
project information and updates and to notify that the draft TOR were available for public review.
Factsheet content is addressed in Section 2.2.3. No feedback directly relating to the factsheets has
been received, other than the Community Survey results which indicated that respondents found them
to be a preferred method of contact.

3.3 COMMUNITY INFORMATION DAY

Feedback received at the Community Information Days was generally positive, with relatively few
issues or concerns raised. Many people chose to take home or complete a copy of the Community
Survey. Anecdotal feedback from discussions at these sessions confirmed that people:

e were aware of the SGCP;
e appreciated the opportunity to speak with project representatives face-to-face;

e acknowledged the project team made it easy for them to obtain information about the
Project; and

e were interested in employment opportunities and when the SGCP construction phase would
commence.

The types of queries/issues raised by visitors at the Community Information Days include:
e project details (e.g. location, size and life of the SGCP);

e size, quality and location of coal resource;
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3.4

level of certainty about the project proceeding;

interaction with other projects in the Galilee Basin;

location in relation to particular landholders’ properties;

potential impacts on other land uses; and

how potential impacts on community and environment would be managed.

COMMUNITY REFERENCE GROUP MEETINGS

The CRG has been a successful mechanism for building community understanding about the Project
and sharing local knowledge and expertise. CRG members are encouraged to share information with
the wider community and to discuss issues and concerns with the project team. A summary of the
outcomes of CRG meetings held to date is provided below.

2 August 2010

The first CRG meeting, held on 2 August 2010, commenced with a general briefing about the Project.

Key issues discussed at the first CRG meeting included:

the CRG Charter;

the need for more reliable services in Alpha (e.g. power and water supplies, medical and
education facilities);

potential impacts of mining on groundwater supply and quality;

SGCP scheduling and likely timing of the decision to commence mining;
likely potential benefits for Alpha and surrounding areas;

sponsorship of local groups/events;

surface water management (particularly during natural disasters);
SGCP employee accommodation;

population size/growth in Alpha (the general consensus was that some growth and
improvement of infrastructure would be good, but still need to maintain the small town
atmosphere and sense of community); and

upcoming public exhibition of draft ToR.

13 December 2010

The second CRG meeting was held on 13 December 2010 and addressed the following issues:

the CRG charter;
update on project activities and status;
groundwater assessment process;

issues associated with the multiple proposed railway routes between the Galilee Basin and
APCT, including:

o nobody was happy with multiple routes;

o confusion about the location/proponents of the multiple routes and the
rationale;

o linkage between the SGCP infrastructure corridor and the common user rail
line;

property valuations;
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how to obtain and/or make a submission on the Final ToR;
CRG members stressed the importance of the groundwater supply for Alpha and landholders;

CRG members queried whether there is scope for collaborative approaches between mining
proponents; and

discussion of potential FIFO impacts.

2 March 2011
The third CRG meeting took place on 2 March 2011 and included discussion of the following:

expected availability of government socio-economic studies;
Bandanna Energy’s sale process;

alignment of proposed infrastructure corridor and approach to consultation with affected
landholders;

CRG members indicated that their preference would be for affected landholders to be
consulted early, even if the corridor alignment has not been confirmed,;

status of the Connors River Dam;
status of SGCP;
discussion regarding the process of Acid Mine Drainage;

discussion regarding surface water assessment and management and opportunity for input
into this process by CRG members;

discussion about local meteorological stations;
discussion about SIA and SIMP;
discussion about community values, including quality of life and freedom for children;

discussion of the potential affects to the community of Alpha from mine development
(population growth, uncertainty, impacts on roads, sewerage, health services); and

the CRG members indicated that it is important to strike a balance between benefits of mining
and associated adverse impacts.

20 June 2011

The following issues were discussed at the fourth CRG meeting held on 20 June 2011:

role of the CRG and opportunities;

potential to invite additional parties to participate in the CRG (including additional community
representatives and other mining proponents);

update on the status of other Galilee Basin proposals;

update on the basis for the proposed infrastructure corridor alignment, interaction with
existing infrastructure (e.g. fibre optic cable) and progress of consultation with affected
landholders;

update on key baseline studies — groundwater, visual amenity, noise and vibration, flora,
fauna and aquatic ecology;

discussion of geochemistry and waste management issues — this will be assessed in detail in
the EIS;

Native Title and Cultural Heritage issues and management plans;
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e CRG members indicated that SGCP’s Community Information Day had provided a good
opportunity to discuss the Project; and

o distribution of the Community Survey by CRG members.
10 October 2011
The following issues were discussed at the fifth CRG meeting held on 10 October 2011:
e discussion of the Galilee Basin CRG approach and revised charter;
e SIA methodology;
e SIMP methodology;
e workforce profile;
e summary of SGCP SIA findings;
e summary of Galilee Coal Project SIA findings; and

e proposed social impact management/mitigation, including collaborative approaches to address
cumulative impacts.

3.5 TECHNICAL REFERENCE GROUP MEETINGS
25 November 2010

The first TRG meeting commenced with a general briefing about the Project and key issues discussed
included:

e an overview of Native Title and cultural heritage issues;

e the BRC's specific interests are the Alpha Airport, FIFO, land, water/power infrastructure and
demand;

e BRC's concerns about the ability of existing infrastructure to satisfying expanding demand
requirements;

e timing for completion of the SGCP PFS;
e project timeline;

e it was agreed that collaboration between regional mining proponents would be a worthwhile
exercise, particularly in relation to the assessment of socio-economic impacts, strategic
planning for regional post-mine landscapes and community contribution;

e the need to manage community expectations, particularly in relation to realistic population
growth estimates and potential social impacts;

e addressing the skills shortage; and
e opportunity for the BRC to raise revenue via landing fees at the Alpha Aerodrome.
3 March 2011
The second TRG meeting addressed the following:
e transport and transport infrastructure overview, including road, rail, air and port;
e SGCP description and overview; and
e emergency services overview, options and assumptions including police, ambulance and fire.
21 June 2011
The issues covered during the third TRG meeting include:

e PFS;
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e baseline studies to be undertaken in the proposed railway corridor;

e opportunities and issues associated with sourcing a workforce locally;

e explanation of mining stages including construction, mining and decommissioning;
e expected mine life;

e road infrastructure and effect of mine on existing available road networks;

e it was indicated that the SGCP should aim to minimise wide loads and maximise use of the
existing rail infrastructure, wherever practicable;

e road safety impacts;
e AMCI's health and safety policies;
e expansion of the Alpha airport;
e proposed emergency medical services at the SGCP;
e details of the on-site accommodation village to house SGCP employees;
e BRC preferred that Galilee Basin mining projects do not have 100% FIFO workforces;
¢ AMCI committed to working with the appropriate agencies regarding recruitment and training;
e AMCI will develop an Emergency Response Plan and a Human Resources Strategy; and
e cumulative impacts resulting from mining activities.
11 October 2011
Issues covered during the fourth TRG meeting include:
e discussion of the Galilee Basin TRG approach and revised charter;
e SIA methodology;
e SIMP methodology;
e workforce profile;
e summary of SGCP SIA findings;
e summary of Galilee Coal Project SIA findings;
e update on Native Title negotiations; and

e proposed social impact management/mitigation, including collaborative approaches to address
cumulative impacts.

3.6 PROJECT CONTACT POINTS
A summary of issues raised via the project contact points is provided below.
3.6.1.1 Freecall Number

A freecall hotline was set up to receive and address any concerns relating to the SGCP. A total of 27
calls to the freecall number have been received to date and the issues/comments raised include:

e queries regarding the project timeline;
e opportunities for employment;
e business promotion and queries regarding service provision/supply opportunities;

e queries relating to meeting logistics for TRG, CRG and other community engagement
meetings;
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e requests for attendance at conferences and events; and
e requests for participation in research.
3.6.1.2 Project Email

Approximately 78 emails have been received to date relating to the SGCP. The emails related to the
following issues:

e opportunities for employment;
e business promotion and queries regarding service provision/supply opportunities;

e queries relating to meeting logistics for TRG, CRG and other community engagement
meetings;

e registration of interest in being consulted about the SGCP;
e CRG and TRG nomination applications;
e requests for attendance at conferences and events; and

e general queries or information requests (e.g. in relation to media articles, the IAS, Alpha
Show, project timing, sponsorship, SIA CAR group).

3.6.1.3 Website

The SGCP website was launched early in 2010 offering visitors a central source of project information
and updates. The website is updated with new information and covers communications from the
general project information though to engagement processes, contact information and media. There
have been 32 website enquiries to date, predominantly relating to registration of interest and
enquiries about opportunities for employment or service provision.

3.6.1.4 Project Mailing Address

The Project Mailing Address was made available as part of the initial project engagement materials for
those wishing to make comments and address concerns.

3.7 MEDIA

As described in Section 2.2.8, public notices regarding the draft and final ToR as well as invitations
to participate in community engagement activities were placed in a number of newspapers in order to
inform the local and wider community.

3.8 DIRECT MAIL

Direct mail was largely used as a mechanism to invite TRG, CRG and other interested parties to
meetings and information sessions. In addition, several completed Community Surveys were received
by direct mail as well as business promotion information packages.

3.9 COMMUNITY SURVEY

A positive relationship with community and stakeholder is critical to the success of the SGCP.
Community Surveys were used to collect baseline information about the community and to collect
feedback from stakeholders. The surveys were also offered as a tool for anonymous comments,
concerns and compliments to be collected regarding the Project.

A total of 23 members of the community completed the Community Survey and the results are
discussed below.

Question 1: Which age group are you?

The first question in the survey asked respondents which age group they fit within. The largest single
age group category for respondents was the 50-59 year old age group which accounted for 36 % of
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all respondents. Figure 3-1 presents the percentage of survey respondents within each age group
category.

m18-29
m30-39
M 40-49
W 50-59
W60+

Figure 3-1 Percentage of Respondents per Age Group
Question 2: What is your gender?

The second survey question asked for the gender of the respondents. There was an approximately
even gender spread of respondents, with slightly more females (55 % or 12 people) than males (45
% or 10 people).

The almost equal number of male and female respondents suggests that both genders have an equal
interest in the mining industry, and more specifically the SGCP.

Question 3: Which local area do you live in?

The community survey also asked respondents to identify which local area they lived in. The majority
of respondents (77 % or 17 people) lived in Alpha. This figure is representative of the town in which
the Community Information Days were held (i.e. Alpha).

Figure 3-2 indicates the survey respondents’ residential location.

4% °%

B Alpha

M Jericho

1 Rockhampton
B Other

Figure 3-2 Percentage of Survey Respondents According to Location of Residence
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Question 4: How long have you been living in the area?

A large proportion of respondents (i.e. 39 % or 9 people) indicated that they had been living in the
area for between one and ten years. 52 % of respondents indicated that they had lived in the area for
21 years or longer. Figure 3-3 indicates the period of time survey respondents have been living in
the area.

The majority of the respondents who had lived in the area for more than 20 years were born and
raised locally and have chosen to remain in the area. These respondents were considered more likely
to be involved in the agricultural industries of the region, with strong, often multi-generational ties to
the land.

Those respondents who reported having lived in the area for between one and five years are generally
attracted to the region for employment reasons and generally live in the area for the period of their
employment.

| 0-5 years
W 6-10 years
11-20 years

m 21+ years

Figure 3-3 Period of Time Respondents Have Been Living in the Area
Question 5: How long do you intend to stay in this area?

When asked how long they intended living in the area, a large proportion of the survey respondents
(68 % or 15 people) indicated that they intended to stay indefinitely or had no plans to leave. A
further 22 % (or 5 people) indicated that they were unsure as to how long they would stay in the area
and two people (or 10 %) indicated they would remain in the area as long as they had employment.

Question 6: What are your general thoughts on the SGCP?

This question asked respondents to share the initial thoughts that they had regarding the SGCP.
Common themes in participant results included the potential environmental and social impacts of the
proposed mine, possibility of socio-economic benefits for the community, changes to the sense of
community and social cohesion and concerns regarding safety.

Question 7: How do you think the SGCP will affect the following?

This question asked respondents to rate the impact they believed the SGCP will have on community
services, the local economy, housing, water, ecology, local lifestyles, recreation activities, them and
their family and other. Respondents were asked to rate the impact as very positive, positive, no affect,
negative, very negative or unsure. Nineteen respondents (or 86 %) indicated that they expected the
SGCP to have a ‘positive’ or ‘very positive’ impact on community services. In contrast, it was
anticipated that the SGCP would have a ‘negative’ or ‘very negative’ impact on housing, water,
ecology and lifestyle.
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Question 8: What do you most value about your lifestyle and surroundings?

This question asked respondents to identify what they valued most about living in the area. Figure
3-4 identifies what respondent’s value most about their community.

The most frequent responses to this question were that the area had a quiet country lifestyle, sense
of safety/freedom, sense of community and had a clean environment.

B Quiet/country lifestyle

H Sense of
safety/freedom

1 Sense of community

M No pollution/clean
environment

B Low cost housing

Figure 3-4 Most Valued Aspects of Lifestyle and Surroundings
Question 9: How do you think the SGCP might impact on these values?

This question asked respondents to indicate what impact they predicted the SGCP would have on
identified community values. The key areas of concern identified included the potential influx of
people/houses/cars, individuals with different values moving into the community, people coming only
to the area for work and the potential environmental impacts. Figure 3-5 presents the perceived
potential impacts that the SGCP on existing community values.

B People with different values
M People for work only

1 More people/houses/cars
M Increased costs

M Brings benefits

Figure 3-5 Perceived Impacts of the SGCP on Community Values
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Question 10: Are you satisfied with the quality of and accessibility of services provided to
you in your local area (e.g. health, education, recreation, shopping, etc.). If no, what
would you change?

This question asked respondents to rate their level of satisfaction with existing services. Only five per
cent of respondents indicated that they were satisfied with the quality and accessibility of services in
their area, while the 85 % indicated that they were dissatisfied with the services in the area.

Those respondents who indicated that they were dissatisfied with the quality and accessibility of
services were asked to explain their reasons. The main reasons provided were:

e limited health services (particularly as there is no permanent doctor in Alpha);

e limited shopping facilities; and

e atendency to be overlooked because of small population size.
Question 11: In your opinion, what could the SGCP do to contribute to the area in terms
of investment and community growth?

Nineteen respondents indicated that the SGCP could contribute to investment and community growth,
in the key areas identified on Figure 3-6. Specific suggestions included:

e improving medical facilities (e.g. employment and retention of a full-time doctor,
establishment of a reliable ambulance service);

e improvement of existing facilities, including roads and airport;

e creation of new community infrastructure or improvement of existing infrastructure
(particularly schooling, shops and a new motel); and

e hosting community events.

® Doctor/hospital
B Ambulance

School to Year 12
H Shopping

M Transport

Figure 3-6 Potential Contributions to Investment and Community Growth

Question 12: Are there any other issues or comments which you feel should be identified
in the EIS?

Only 50 % of respondents answered this question. The issues that were identified as being important
for inclusion in the EIS included: traffic management; rehabilitation; assessment of impacts on air
quality, groundwater, wildlife and the social environment.
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Question 13: If you are interested in receiving updates on the Project, what method of
contact would you prefer (you can choose more than one option)?

This question asked respondents whether they preferred to be contacted via factsheet, local
newspaper, newsletter, Community Information Day, e-newsletter or other method. The majority of
respondents indicated that they preferred newspapers, e-newsletters, factsheets and newsletters.

3.10 KEY PROJECT DOCUMENTS
Key project documentation (e.g. IAS, daft ToR, final ToR, EPBC Referral) was made publically
available in accordance with statutory requirements.

3.11 CONSULTATION MANAGER

To date, over 700 consultation events have been recorded in Consultation Manager. A breakdown of
these events is provided in Figure 3-7 and a summary report of community engagement events from
Consultation Manager is provided in Appendix J.

1%

B Phone call out

4% \1% 2%

M Letter Out

m Meeting

B Email out

® Email in

B Phone call in
Website Enquiry
Freecall Number - 1800

Letter In

Figure 3-7 Consultation Manager Consultation Events
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4 CONCLUSION

The engagement process for the SGCP was developed with the aim of ensuring a consistent approach
to implementing, building and supporting positive, honest and credible relationships with local and
broader stakeholders. This process enabled the identification of potential issues and allowed
stakeholders and the wider community to provide feedback that would be considered in the EIS.

It was observed that at the commencement of the engagement program, there was a relatively low
level of understanding of mining processes and impacts within the local community. There was
apparent confusion between the mining proponents and proposals within the Galilee Basin. As the EIS
process and engagement program progressed, the level of understanding increased, evidenced by
feedback from the stakeholders and increased complexity of questions.

Stakeholders consulted as part of the engagement program indicated that they appreciated the
opportunity to receive project information, provide feedback and input into the planning and
assessment process.

Throughout the engagement process, stakeholders and the community were encouraged to provide
feedback relating to any potential impacts of the SGCP on their personal circumstances, the
community and the region. The key comments which arose throughout the engagement program are
described below:

e the SGCP is expected to provide employment opportunities and opportunities for local/regional
businesses;

e the SGCP is expected to generate growth and improvement of services, amongst other
socio-economic benefits;

e there is a need to balance the benefits of the Project with the potential adverse impacts;

e the SGCP has the potential to impact on existing infrastructure (e.g. transport infrastructure,
housing, sewerage, water and power infrastructure) and services (e.g. health, education,
emergency services);

e the SGCP will contribute to cumulative impacts from multiple mining projects in the Galilee
Basin;

e itis important to assess and manage environmental and social impacts;
e it is important to the local community that they retain their lifestyle and sense of community;
e there is a need for collaboration between Galilee Basin mining proponents;

e general confusion or frustration about multiple rail lines from Galilee Basin to the APCT and
support for effective third party access agreements in order to minimise potential impacts
associated with the rail line/s; and

e interest in the alignment of the SGCP infrastructure corridor, particularly from affected
landholders who provided input to the route selection.

Community engagement will continue to be undertaken over the life of the SGCP as described in the
SIMP.
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Tier One Stakeholders

Tier One stakeholders are individuals or groups who have a high or frequent level of impact, interest
or influence in/on the Project’'s activities and decisions. This group includes Directly Affected
Stakeholders (DAS), Indigenous Traditional Owners and regulatory approval and advisory agencies.

Table A-1 Tier 1 Stakeholders

Tier One Stakeholders

DAS/landholders/easements/enc
umbrances/interest holders
within Mining Lease Application
area (MLA) 70453 and the
infrastructure corridor

Lot 4315 PH720, Lot 2 BF38

Lot 1 DM3

Lot 7 BF57

Lot 31 BF11

Lot 1160 PH286

Lot 3 BF53

Lot 5 BF5

Lot 3 CP860083

Lot 2 SP136836

Lot 4 BF50, Lot 6 BF16

Lot 7 BF16

Queensland Rail

Waratah Coal Pty Ltd

Hancock Prospecting Pty Ltd

Queensland Thermal Coal Pty Ltd

Australia Pacific LNG Pty Limited

Road reserves within MLA 70453 and infrastructure corridor

Indigenous Traditional Owners

Wangan Jagalingou People

Bidjara People #3

Government departments and
advisory agencies

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

Queensland Department of Environment and Resource Management

Queensland Department of Employment, Economic Development and
Innovation

Queensland Department of Local Government and Planning

Queensland Department of Transport and Main Roads

Queensland Department of the Premier and Cabinet

Queensland Department of Community Safety

Queensland Department of Communities

Queensland Health

Queensland Department of Education and Training

Page A-1



South Galilee Coal Project
Consultation Report

Tier One Stakeholders (cont.)

Queensland Department of Justice and Attorney General

Queensland Police Service

Barcaldine Regional Council

Tier Two Stakeholders

Tier Two stakeholders are individuals or groups who have a high/semi-frequent level of impact and
high/medium interest or influence infon the Project’s activities and decisions.

Table A-2 Tier 2 Stakeholders

Tier Two Stakeholders

Landholders  adjoining  MLA
70453/EPC1049 and or 1180
(not including lots partially
within tenements)

Lot 71, 73 BE32

Lot 1 PER201690

Lot 5110

Lot 3 DM38

Lot 2 DM26

Lot 1 SP157678

Lot 1 SP159837

Lot 7 DM40

Lot 88 CP848588

Lot 1 PER4091

Lot 1 PER4091

Lot 74 BE129

Lot 76 BE144

Lot 75 BE144

Lot 1 BF72

Lot 1 DM10

Lot 2 DM10

Hancock Coal Pty Ltd & Wingfield Avenue Pty Ltd

Reserve for Landing Ground Aircraft

Reserve for stock holding paddocks

Sedgeford Pastoral Company Pty Ltd

Telstra Corporation Limited

Road reserves adjoining MLA 70453/EPC 1049 and/or 1180
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Tier Two Stakeholders (cont.)

Interested
agencies/authorities/individuals
/groups/organisations

Powerlink Queensland

Queensland Rail

Regional Port Authority

Regional Aboriginal Land Council

Area Basin Representative Body

Conservation Groups, including:

= Capricorn Conservation Council; and
=  Fitzroy Basin Association.

State Government-owned
services

Alpha State School

Jericho State School

Alpha Hospital

Alpha Library

Members of Parliament

Hon Bruce Scott (Federal Member for Maranoa)

Vaughan Johnson (State Member for Gregory)

Local communities, including
Alpha, Jericho and Tambo
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Tier Three Stakeholders

Tier Three stakeholders include individuals or groups who have a low/medium level of impact, interest
or influence in/on the Project’s activities and decisions.

Table A-3 Tier 3 Stakeholders

Tier Three Stakeholders

Business Groups

Non-government
groups/organisations

Resource Industry Groups

Community Clubs, including:

Alpha Show Society;

Alpha Cultural Club;

Alpha Pony Club;

Alpha Jockey Club;

Alpha Swimming Club;

Alpha Junior Sporting Association;
Jellybeans Association;

Alpha HACC;

Alpha Rodeo Association;

Alpha State School P&C;

Alpha Jets Netball Club;

Alpha Tennis Club;

Alpha Tourism Association;
Alpha Golf Club Association;
Alpha Hospital Auxiliary;

Meals on Wheels;

Anglican Church Association;
Uniting Church Association;
Catholic Church Association;
Combined Churches Community;
Jane Neville-Rolfe Art Gallery;
Senior Citizens Association; and

Alcoholics Anonymous.

Media

Central Queensland News

ABC Western Queensland

Galilee Gazette

Alpha News

Longreach Leader
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Tier Three Stakeholders (cont.)

Other interested parties

Neighbouring mining companies:
e  Adani Enterprises Ltd;

. Vale Australia.

Australian Mines and Metals Association

Construction Forestry Mining Energy Union

Customers

Suppliers

Members of the general public
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COMMUNITY
INFORMATION DAY

AMCI will be holding Community Information sessions at
the Alpha Show from 17th - 19th May 2010.

Local community members are encouraged to visit to find
out more about the Project.

THE COMMUNITY
CONSULTATION PROCESS

Members of the community will be encouraged, at all
stages of the EIS process, to register their interest in the
SGCP which will enable them to be kept updated with
project activities. Please note that employment
opportunities are separate from this process and will be
advertised when the project is due to commence
construction.

A ‘Stakeholder’ is any person affected or interested in
the project. Stakeholder consultation will be
undertaken as part of the EIS assessment process to:

e ensure all affected and interested persons are aware
of the benefits and impacts of the proposed
developments;

e ensure stakeholder concerns and ideas are recorded,
considered and implemented in the EIS assessments;
and

e inform stakeholders on how their concerns and ideas
will be addressed and incorporated into the EIS
process.

A

STUDY PROGRESS

Air and Noise Detailed assessments of Air and Noise will be
completed as part of the EIS process.

Ecology Baseline studies have been completed for
terrestrial and aquatic ecology.
Economic Detailed assessments of Economic impacts

will be completed as part of the EIS process.

Groundwater A monitoring program is being developed and
studies are taking place to ensure this is sufficient.

Social Detailed assessments of Social impacts will
be completed as part of the EIS process.

Soil and Land Detailed assessments of Soil and Land will be
completed as part of the EIS process.

Surface Water | Detailed assessments of Surface water resources
will be completed as part of the EIS process.

Traffic and Detailed assessments of Traffic and Transport
Transport impacts will be completed as part of the EIS
process.

How to become an
interested person

To become an interested person please provide your
contact name and address via any of the options provided
below.

Contact us:
Postal: South Galilee Coal Project

Stakeholder & Community Engagement Team
Matrixplus Consulting

PO Box 10502, Adelaide St Post Office,
Brisbane QLD 4000
Email: info@southgalilee.com.au

Tel: 1800 214 543

(Freecall in Australia except from mobile phones)

Web:  www.southgalilee.com.au

AMCI Company Info

The AMCI Group (AMCI) was founded in 1986 and is a private
global mining, investment and trading business operating in the
resources industry. AMCI (Alpha) Pty Ltd is the manager of and
joint venture partner with Bandanna Energy in the South Galilee
Coal Project (SGCP).

AMCI is experienced in coal exploration and mine development,
and was instrumental in the development of several mines in
Queensland and New South Wales, including Coppabella,
Moorvale, Carborough Downs and Glennies Creek.

Please go to www.amcicapital.com for further information
about AMCI.

Bandanna Energy Company Info

Bandanna Energy is an ASX listed coal exploration company
with tenements in the Bowen and Galilee Basins. Alpha Coal Pty
Ltd is a wholly owned subsidiary of Bandanna Energy holding
four coal exploration tenements in the south eastern Galilee
Basin, referred to as the SGCP.

Please go to www.enterpriseenergy.com.au for more
information about Bandanna Energy.



AMCI (Alpha) Pty Ltd (AMCI) and Alpha Coal Pty Ltd
(Bandanna Energy), the Proponents, are seeking to
establish a new coal mine on two of their exploration
tenements near Alpha in the Galilee Basin. The mine will
produce up to 20 Million tons per annum (Mtpa) of high
volatile, low sulphur thermal coal for export to
international markets. The Project is referred to as the
South Galilee Coal Project (SGCP).

The SGCP is located south-west of the township of
Alpha, approximately 160 km west of Emerald.

The SGCP will target thermal coal at depths suitable for
both open cut and underground mining. The currently
proposed mine life is 43 years, however the Proponent
will continue to explore the tenements areas to further
quantify the coal resource and quality to assist in mine
planning.

The Proponent is currently undertaking feasibility and
environmental assessments with the findings to be
incorporated into the project planning process. Specific
operational criteria will be determined upon completion of
the necessary exploratory, environmental and feasibility
assessments and will be fully detailed in the Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) documents.

PROJECT LOCATION

APPROVALS
PROCESSES

Federal Approval Process

The Environment Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act 1999) provides the
Federal Government with a legal framework to protect and
manage nationally and internationally important flora,
fauna, ecological communities and heritage places. In
compliance with the Act, the Proponent referred the SGCP
to the Commonwealth Department of Environment, Water,
Heritage and the Arts (DEWHA) for assessment.

The SGCP has been referred to DEWHA under the EPBC
Act. A determination on the controlled status will be
decided by early June 2010. The State Environmental
Impact Assessment (EIA) process, as detailed on the
following page, will be required regardless of the outcome.

State Environmental Impact
Assessment Process

Given the nature, scale and location of the proposed coal
mine, AMCI voluntarily proposed to undertake an
EIS under the State Development and Public Works
Organisation Act 1971 (SDPWO Act), administered by
the Co-ordinator General (CG) of the Queensland
Department of Infrastructure and Planning (DIP).

The Project qualifies for 'significant project' status under
the SDPWO Act.

Asummary of the EIA process is outlined below.
Further information on this process can be found on
the DIP website under Infrastructure and Projects
(www.dip.qgld.gov.au).

EIS Process Flowchart

Current Status:
Preparation of draft Terms of Reference (ToR).

ToR
The DIP will release the draft ToR which identifies the
specific requirements for the EIS content for public
comment. The final ToR will be released following
consideration and incorporation of written submissions
made by stakeholders.

Draft EIS
The draft EIS is released for public comment.

Supplementary EIS

A supplementary EIS report may be required to address
specific matters raised by stakeholders during the public
consultation period.

Coordinator General Assessment Report
At the completion of the EIS process, the DIP will issue a
report evaluating the EIS and related material, providing an
assessment of the project and outlining any environmental
protection conditions that will apply to the development.




BASELINE STUDY
UPDATE

Terrestrial Flora

Wet and dry season flora surveys were conducted in 2009.

One Commonwealth listed Threatened Ecological Community (a
Brigalow community) has been recorded within the SGCP area,
although no areas of this community are proposed for direct
disturbance.

24 Regional Ecosystems listed under the Vegetation
Management Act 1999 have been recorded within the SGCP
area. Four of these are classified as being ‘Endangered’ or ‘Of
Concern’.

Two Regional Ecosystems with a DERM biodiversity status of
‘Endangered’ were identified within the SGCP area.

No flora species listed as threatened under the EPBC Act were
recorded in the SGCP area.

Impacts to threatened flora species are considered to be minimal
because the majority of habitat likely to contain these species is
not within the proposed operational area.

Terrestrial Fauna

Dry and wet season surveys were conducted in October 2009
and April 2010, respectively.

One Commonwealth listed species (Brigalow Scaly-foot) was
found within the SGCP area, with six additional listed fauna
species classed as ‘potentially’ occurring within the SGCP.

Two migratory bird species (Rainbow Bee-eater and Eastern
Great Egret) were recorded within the SGCP area, with an
additional six species classed as ‘potentially’ occurring within the
SGCP.

The SGCP is not expected to have any significant impacts on
populations of the Brigalow Scaly-foot or the migratory species
because the proposed activities generally occur outside the
species’ habitat, or due to the abundance of appropriate habitat
for the species.

Groundwater

A bore census has been conducted to identify current
groundwater bore locations and usage in the area.

Groundwater monitoring bores are currently being installed
within the SGCP area. These bores will monitor groundwater
quality and standing water levels.

Detailed groundwater modelling will be undertaken once mine
operational details have been confirmed.

Surface Water

Surface water flow and quality sensors have been installed in
Alpha Creek and Sapling Creek to monitor creek flows and water
quality.

3D aerial photography has been flown over the SGCP area to
enable a detailed ground topography model to be generated.
Detailed surface water modelling will be undertaken once mine
operational details have been confirmed.

Social

A SGCP Community Survey was distributed at the Community
Information Day held at the Alpha Show in May 2010.

A desktop study has commenced to characterise the baseline
demographic characteristics of the region, using statistical data
and other government and regional information.

Mine Planning

Pre-feasibility studies are currently being conducted to
characterise the coal resource and define the preliminary design
criteria for the SGCP. This process will result in the preparation
of preferred mine plans and schedules to assist with
determination of detailed investigations required to be carried
out as part of a definitive feasibility study in 2011-12.

Other

Detailed studies on a range of other environmental aspects (e.g.
air, noise, soils, land use, traffic and transport) will be
undertaken once mine operational details have been confirmed.

Contact us:

Please contact us if you have any queries/concerns or would like to
discuss any aspect of the SGCP:

Postal:  South Galilee Coal Project

Stakeholder & Community Engagement Team
MET Serve

PO Box 306

Fortitude Valley Post Office

Fortitude Valley QLD 4006

Email:  info@southgalilee.com.au

Tel:

1800 214 543 (free call in Australia except from mobile phones)

Web: www.southgalilee.com.au

July 2010

Joint venture participants AMCI (Alpha) Pty Ltd (AMCI) and Alpha
Coal Pty Ltd (Bandanna Energy) propose to establish a new coal
mine in the Galilee Basin to the south-west of the township of
Alpha. The project is referred to as the South Galilee Coal Project
(SGCP).

The SGCP is currently in the assessment stage as AMCI and
Bandanna Energy address the requirements of the Common-
wealth and State approvals processes.



APPROVALS
PROCESS UPDATE

Commonwealth Approval Process

The SGCP was referred to the Commonwealth Department of
Environment, Water, Heritage and the Arts (DEWHA) on 17 May
2010 wunder the Environment Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act).

DEWHA determined the SGCP to be a controlled action on 16 June
2010, due to the potential impacts on the following matters of
national environmental significance under the EPBC Act:

» listed threatened species and ecological communities (Section
18 and 18A); and

« listed migratory species (Section 20 and 20A).

As a controlled action, the SGCP will be assessed under the bilateral
agreement between the Commonwealth and the State, whereby
DEWHA has accredited the Queensland Environmental Impact
Assessment process.

The SGCP will require approval from the Commonwealth Minister for

Environment Protection, Heritage and the Arts before it can proceed.

State Environmental Impact Assessment Process

AMCI lodged an Initial Advice Statement and applied for significant
project status from the Coordinator General under the State
Development and Public Works Organisation Act 1971 on 11 March
2010.

On 26 May 2010, the Coordinator-General declared the SGCP to be
a significant project for which an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) is required. The declaration of the project as significant does
not indicate support for, or approval of, the project by the
Coordinator-General or the Queensland Government. Rather it is a
requirement for the project to undergo a rigorous EIS process.

As part of the EIS process, the Department of Infrastructure and
Planning (DIP) released the draft Terms of Reference (ToR) for
public exhibition and comment. The draft ToR detail the information
and specific criteria that need to be addressed by the Proponent in
the EIS document. The DIP will release the final ToR following their
consideration and incorporation of relevant written submissions
made by stakeholders.

Further information on this process can be found on the DIP website
(www.dip.qgld.gov.au).

DRAFT TERMS OF
REFERENCE

If you are interested in making a submission on the draft ToR,
copies are available as follows:

Electronic copies are available at the following websites:

« http://www.dip.qld.gov.au/projects/mining-and-mineral-
processing/coal/south-galilee-coal-mine.html

* http://www.southgalilee.com.au/
Hard copies of the draft ToR are available for inspection at:
« Barcaldine Regional Council Office (71 Ash Street, Barcaldine);

« Barcaldine Regional Council (Alpha) Office (43 Dryden Street,
Alpha); and

« Central Highlands Regional Council Office (corner of Egerton
and Borilla Streets, Emerald).

Public Submissions on Draft ToRs

Members of the public are invited to make submissions on the draft
ToRs. Further information on how to make a submission and
deadlines for submissions is available on the DIP website
(http://www.dip.qld.gov.au).

The Coordinator-General will consider all properly made
submissions in finalising the ToR for the EIS. Comments raised in
submissions to the draft ToR must relate to the draft TORs and must
not make an assessment of the merits of the project, nor argue a
position on particular impacts.

It is important that the submission process, as explained on the DIP
website, is followed correctly to ensure your concerns are properly
addressed.

A properly made submission is one that is:
« made in writing to the Coordinator-General;

« received on or before the last day of the period of time allowed
for submissions;

« signed by each person who made the submission;

« states the name and address of each person who made the
submission;

« states the grounds of the submission and the facts and
circumstances relied on in support of the grounds.

COMMUNITY
CONSULTATION
UPDATE

Community Information Day

A Community Information Day for the SGCP was held during the
Alpha Show on 19 May 2010, where a booth was set up to display
maps and enable the community to find out more about the project.
Approximately 80 people attended the display and spoke with
SGCP representatives. Issues of interest included employment
opportunities, potential environmental impacts and proposed timing
for the SGCP.

Community Reference Group

A Community Reference Group (CRG) has been established for the
SGCP, to provide a formal communications process to represent the
local community interests. The first CRG meeting has been
scheduled for August 2010. The CRG is expected to meet at
appropriate stages during the EIS process, then as mutually agreed
following an approval decision for the SGCP. Notes from the CRG
meetings will be made available on the SGCP website.

Technical Reference Group
A Technical Reference Group (TRG) for the SGCP will be
established in the near future, to provide a formal communications
process for government advisory agencies and specific interest
groups. Further details of the TRG will be provided on the SGCP
website and in future newsletters.

Traditional Owners

We recognise indigenous Traditional Owner groups as key
stakeholders in the proposed SGCP area. We aim to work
collaboratively with these groups to jointly agree on a Cultural
Heritage Management Plan about how the project is to be managed
so as to avoid or minimise harm to cultural heritage. Cultural
heritage surveys will be conducted with Traditional Owners as part
of the EIS process to identify indigenous cultural heritage values
relating to the project area.




PROJECT UPDATE

Baseline Studies

Difficulties with access and poor ground conditions during the
2010-2011 wet season have hampered the progress of baseline field
surveys. Desktop baseline studies are being progressed and AMCI
plans to recommence field work as soon as practicable.

Pre-feasibility Study

AMCI has conducted a Pre-feasibility Study to characterise the coal
resource and define the preliminary design criteria for the SGCP.

AMCI intends to prepare and refine the preferred mine plan and
schedule as part of a Definitive Feasibility Study to be carried out in
2011-2012.

Infrastructure Corridor Options

As part of the proposed development, water, power and rail
infrastructure will be required to link to the SGCP. AMCI is
considering several infrastructure corridor options, the location of
which will depend on various factors, including potential linkages to
development proposals by mining proponents to the north.

Community Consultation

AMCI is committed to environmentally and socially responsible
development as well as maintaining long-term relationships with the
local community. Integral to this is an appreciation of, and respect for,
the lifestyle enjoyed by the Alpha community.

Consultation undertaken to date has highlighted the importance that
the Alpha community attaches to ensuring development in the Alpha

area is consistent with existing environmental and social conditions in

the region. AMCI plans to minimise the social impacts of the SGCP
on the Alpha community, in part, by accommodating the majority of
the mine workforce at the mine site.

A Social Impact Assessment and a Social Impact Management Plan
will be prepared as part of the EIS to assess these issues and
propose appropriate management strategies and recommendations.

You can have your say by coordinating your comments through the
Community Reference Group (CRG) or the Technical Reference
Group (TRG) or by attending the next community event. You can also
contact the SGCP Stakeholder and Community Engagement Team
via the contact details provided on this fact sheet.

Community Reference Group

A CRG has been established to provide a formal communications
process to represent the local community interests. Three CRG
meetings have been held to date - in August 2010, December 2010
and March 2011. The next CRG meeting will be held in mid-2011.
Notes from the CRG meetings are available on the SGCP website.
You are invited to contact the CRG members about the SGCP:

* Judy Acutt » Aloma Everingham

« Brant Bettridge * Warren Gleeson

* Lee Clews * Les and Kayleen Leishman
* Beryl Dyer « Sherri Taylor

Technical Reference Group

A TRG has been established to provide a formal communications
process for government agencies and specific interest groups on
technical aspects of the SGCP. Two TRG meetings have been held
to date — in November 2010 and March 2011. Issues discussed at
these meetings include transport, transport infrastructure and
emergency services.

Community Information Day

For the second year, a Community Information Day for the SGCP
will be held during the Alpha Show on 18 May 2011. You are invited
to visit the display to obtain information about the SGCP, meet with
company representatives or raise any comments or questions
about the SGCP.

Traditional Owners

Indigenous Traditional Owner groups are key stakeholders in the
proposed SGCP area. The identified Traditional Owners for the
SGCP are the Wangan and Jagalingou People. Other Indigenous
parties that have indicated interest in the project include the Bidjara
People #3 and the Iningai People.

AMCI is currently working with the Wangan and Jagalingou People
towards the development of a Cultural Heritage Management Plan
to identify and manage any culturally significant sites and/or
artefacts that may be impacted by the SGCP.

CONTACT US

If you require more information or have any questions or concerns
about the SGCP, please contact us.
Postal:  South Galilee Coal Project
Stakeholder & Community Engagement Team
MET Serve
PO Box 306
Fortitude Valley Post Office
Fortitude Valley QLD 4006
Email:  info@southgalilee.com.au
Tel: 1800 214 543 (free call in Australia except from mobile phones)
Web: www.southgalilee.com.au
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Joint venture participants AMCI (Alpha) Pty Ltd (AMCI) and Alpha
Coal Pty Ltd (a subsidiary of Bandanna Energy) propose to
establish a new coal mine in the Galilee Basin to the south-west
of the township of Alpha. The project is referred to as the South
Galilee Coal Project (SGCP).

This project is currently in the Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) development stage as AMCI and Bandanna Energy address
the requirements of the Commonwealth and State approvals
processes.
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SOUTH GALILEE COAL
PROJECT

This map shows the regional location of the South Galilee Coal
Project, the existing exploration tenements and the proposed
Mining Lease Application area. A Mining Lease is required to carry
out activities associated with mining.

APPROVALS
PROCESS UPDATE

Commonwealth Approval Process

The SGCP was referred to the Commonwealth Department of
Environment, Water, Heritage and the Arts (DEWHA) on 17 May
2010 under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity
Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC Act).

On 16 June 2010, DEWHA determined the SGCP to be a

controlled action due to potential impacts on the following matters

of national environmental significance under the EPBC Act:

« listed threatened species and ecological communities (Section
18 and 18A) and

« listed migratory species (Section 20 and 20A).

DEHWA is now referred to as the Department of Sustainability,
Environment, Water, Population and Communities (SEWPaC). As
a controlled action, the SGCP will be assessed under the bilateral
agreement between the Commonwealth and the State, whereby
SEWPaC has accredited the Queensland Environmental Impact
Assessment process.

The SGCP will require approval from the Commonwealth Minister
for Sustainability, Environment, Water, Population and
Communities before it can proceed.

State Environmental Impact
Assessment Process

On 11 March 2010, AMCI lodged an Initial Advice Statement and
applied for significant project status from the Coordinator General,
Department of Infrastructure and Planning (DIP) under the State
Development and Public Works Organisation Act 1971.

On 26 May 2010, the Coordinator-General declared the SGCP to
be a significant project for which an EIS is required. The
declaration of the project as significant does not indicate support
for, or approval of, the project by the Coordinator-General or the
Queensland Government. This declaration means the project is
required to undergo a rigorous EIS process.

Final Terms of Reference

As part of the EIS process, DIP (now referred to as the Department
of Local Government and Planning) released the draft Terms of
Reference (ToR) for public exhibition and comment on 31 July
2010.

Following a comprehensive assessment of comments and
submissions received in response to the draft ToR, the final ToR
was released on 29 November 2010.

If you are interested in viewing the final ToR, copies are available

at the following websites:

« http://www.dIgp.gld.gov.au/resources/project/south-galilee-
coal/south-galilee-coal-terms-of-reference.pdf

* http://www.southgalilee.com.au/

The EIS will be developed in accordance with the requirements of
the final ToR. The EIS is expected to be completed in late 2011,
when it will be assessed against the ToR before being released for
public comment. Comments and submissions will be addressed
prior to the EIS being finalised for approval by the Department of
Local Government and Planning (DLGP).

Further information on this process can be found on the DLGP
website (www.dlgp.gld.gov.au).

EIS Process

Draft Terms of Reference:
Preparation of draft Terms of Reference (ToR) has been
completed.

Final Terms of Reference

The final ToR was released following consideration and
incorporation of written submissions made by stakeholders
on the draft ToR.

h 4

EIS
The EIS is expected to be released for public comment
in late 2011.

Supplementary EIS

A supplementary EIS report may be required to address
specific matters raised by stakeholders during the public
consultation period.

A 4

Coordinator General Assessment Report
At the completion of the EIS process, the Coordinator

General of the DLGP will issue a report evaluating the EIS
and related material, providing an assessment of the project
and outlining any environmental protection conditions that will
apply to the development.
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What will mining mean for Alpha?

BY JULIAN LUKE

27 Jul, 2010 04:00 AM

ALPHA - one of the lasi non-nuning towns in Central Queensiand - will soon he smack bang in the middic of fous super mines, if a
number of farge mining companies get their way.

The mines - Hancock Coal's Alpha Coal and Kevin's Corner projects, Waratah Coal's China First Mine and Bandanna
Energy/AMCY's South Galilee Project - could create thousands of jobs.

Alpha could more than double ir size. Hospitas, schools, roads and shopping centres could afl receive major upgrades to cater (or
this population,

But by the same token, the very nature of Alpha could change and property owners could be forced 10 move on (o allow for the
massive mines to be buill.

fmportantly, none of (be mincs have yel been approved, but Alpha is aburz with mise vehicles, men aned women in fluorescent
shirts and the prospect of a new lease of life on a daily basis.

The property owners

FOURTEEN ycars ago Jason and Sherri Taylor fulfilled their dream.

This drcam was not to live overscas, o lo become millionaires. 1 was to own 2 callle station.

But should one of the mines go ahead - Bandanna Energy and AMCI's South Galilee Project - their drcam may cnd.

They could potentially be forced to teave the 21.000ha Creek Farm ncar Alpha. the cattle station their daughters Tori and Brooke
would someday like to help run,

The Taylors are not nccessarily against mining. They are just unsure of what the future holds, and whether in 10 years lime the
infrastructure they're eurrently pulting in place was all for nothing.

"11's really up in the air,® Mr Taylor said.

Mrs Tayler admitied people had questioned what they were stilf doing, with the prospect of mining on their doorstep.

“It has heen said to us 'why are you still investing in your properly with the miners coming?.,” she said.

"This ycar we have really started (o think about the future, We're beef producers and we want 10 always be beef producers.”

Mrs Taylor, whesc family go hack 10 the founding of Alpha, said it would be sad (o sec the nature of the town potentially change,
should the miners be granted approvals.

Making tracks

ONE of the key factors to ary mine succeeding in the Galilee Basin near Alpha, is the ability to transport the coal from the region
10 port.

Earlicr this month the potential of mining in the area was given a huge boost when the Coordinator-General approved the proposed
493km Hancock Coal rail corrider 1o port at Abhot Point.

Should it go ahead, the building of the railway - decmed to be an dnfrastructure Facility of Sigaificance (1F5) - could create up o
1600 jobs,

Premier Arna Bligh said the approval could only be sought by projects which would have the potential to contribute to the State
threugh cconomic growtly or new jobs.

"It's an important milestone lowards a project that could help open up the Galilee Bagin for the first time.” Ms [3igh said.

The approval by the Coardimator-General of the $2 billion praject was not given tightly, as it gives the office the pawer to acquire
land 1o build tbe link.

Infrastruclure and Planring Minister Stirling Flincheliffe said compuisory acquisition would only be used as a last resort.

“I'he declaration of the IFS means Hancock now has a defined corridor within which they can continue to study the feasibility of
their plans,” Mr Hincheli{Te said.

The approval of the corridor as an 1FS docs not in any way constitele approval, or endorsement, ol the project’s separate
Envirommental Impact Statement.

The miners

http://qcl.farmonline.com.au/news/state/agribusiness-and-general/general/what-will-m... 30/07/2010
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RAY Shaw considers his company's project to be the "baby” of the Galilec Rasin coal projects.

Having said this, the South Gatilee Project being investigated by Bandanna Energy. of which Mr Shaw is the managing discctor,
and AMCL, has the potential to pump out between 15-20 million 1onnesfvear of coal for the next 40-50 vears,

“If it were in existenee loday. it would be the largest coalmine in Australia,” Mr Shaw said.
But he isright - it is the haby.

Itis h'al-f'ihc size in terms of projected yearty output of the Waratah Coal mine, which is anticipaled 1o have a production of up o
40 miltion tyear, and far smallcr than Hangock's Alpha Coal and Kevin's Corner projects which arc cach expected to be around the
30 midlion tfyear mark.

"It's an area where potentially we have an caormous abundance of coal," Mr Shaw said.

"We are unapologetically the smalicr of the three proponcents but the Minister for Infrastruciure and Planning Hincheliffc has made
it clear that the Government is looking at a whole-of-basin approach.

"They want 10 see a rattonal development of infrastructire.”
Hancoek Coal's two prospective projects are projected 10 provide up 1o 5400 jobs in construction and 3600 ongoing posilions.
Waratah Coal's ming 6000 during construction and 760 ongoing and Bandanna Encrgy/AMCE 750 during construction and up to

400 permanent.

“The 1ownship of Alpha could grow 10 a pepulation of 1300, There are issucs of hospitals, airports. education - the wholo bit.” Mr
Shaw said,

Given the size of the projects Mr Shaw belicves it witl not be until at least 2014 before coal is starling te be mined, should the sites
gel approval.

"They are such large projecls so the ramp-up time will be somewhere in the order of a decade.” he said.
"Because these mines arc going to be around for 40-50 years time. the lead-in time is, on a propertional basis, quite large.”

Mr Shaw sympathised with the Taylors and the lack of clarity as 1o what their luture might hold, but said that was the nature of
mining.

"We have this situation where the curren( Jandholders arc hasically in that position of uncertainty,” he said.

Mr Shaw emphasised that while the potential for mining was there, no decisions had yet been made and his company's potential
mine. in parlicular, was stifl in the carly stages.

The town
BELYANDO Livestock and Property owner Iid Wood is openly excited about the prospect of Alpha beconring a mining town.
He secs mining as Alpha's tickel to prosperity.

“At this stage we don'f sce anything really happening. We sce a bit of activity and blokes walking around in coloured shirts,” Mr
Wood said.

“We notice a bit moze equipment and heavy vehicles and we scem (o be getting 4 lot wore through traffic.

"We came here, ironically because there wasn't any coal. Ironically at that stage Alpha was one town on the Central Highlands that
didn't have coal.”

He said the mining activity, even though stifl i the inftial phases, had atready caused housing prices 1o explode.

"You could buy a house for §23,000-8340,000 (ive years ago. Now for the same property you would pay anywhere from $220,000-
£300,000."

"There arc only 140 hemes in Alpha with just 60 vacant lots on the current town plan.
"Two or three years ago there were a heap of people who were seeptical but we've now ¢volved into optimistic, confident.

Barcaldine Regional Council chief exceutive officer Des Foward said the council was not opposed 1o the mines and was in
constant discussions with the State Government and the miners about future development of Alpha, should the mines go ahcad,

Where it's all at

BEFORE any of the companies can starl mining, they must pass a serics of rigorous approval processes and ultimately obtain &
Mining Leasc.

Al of the prospective mining applications must undergo a number of thorough assessments, including cnvironmental and
community impacts, native title, technical and commerciat viahility and safety and health issues.

hitp://gcl.farmonline.com.au/news/state/agribusiness-and-general/general/what-will-m...  30/07/2010
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1.0

Galilee Basin
Community Reference Group Charter

October 2011

Vision

The purpose of the Galilee Basin Community Reference Group (CRG) is to provide a formal
communications process between directly and indirectly affected landholders and local
community representatives to represent the broad community interests.

The CRG will be a representative group which provides an open and honest forum for
discussing relevant Galilee Basin mining projects.

2.0

Objectives

The objectives of the CRG are to:

3.0

provide factual, accurate information about the relevant Galilee Basin mining
projects and any potential environmental, social and economic impacts;

identify and understand existing community values and concerns;
identify and discuss any issues of concern;
discuss strategies to mitigate any potential negative impacts;

ensure that the opinions and views of the local community will be considered during
the planning and operation of the relevant Galilee Basin mining projects;

encourage a level of understanding in the community that the mining operations will
be managed in an environmentally responsible manner;

if the opportunity arises, liaise with CRGs from nearby projects where there is the
potential for cumulative impacts and mutually beneficial sharing of information; and

foster long-term collaborative relationships between the local community and mining
proponents.

Mining Proponents’ Role and Responsibilities

Mining proponents should:

provide the CRG with factual, accurate information about the relevant Galilee Basin
mining projects and any potential environmental, social and economic impacts;

report and present information in an open, honest and transparent way;
provide professional advice and expertise;

provide meeting agendas;

record minutes of the meetings; and

arrange a venue for the meetings.
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The mining proponents will respond in a timely fashion to advice or recommendations
contributed by the CRG concerning the relevant Galilee Basin mining projects.

Following CRG meetings, the mining proponents will forward a copy the meeting minutes to
each CRG member (Section 5.3).

The mining proponents will consult with the CRG if it intends to seek amendments to its
operations for conditions of approval or to change operational requirements.

If requested, the mining proponents will organise an inspection of the project sites for the CRG.
Additional site visit requests will be considered on an individual basis.

Responsibility for oversight of the mine’s compliance, project approvals and all other
Government approvals remains with external agencies.

4.0 CRG Members’ Role and Responsibilities

Members of the CRG should:

. identify, raise and monitor stakeholder and community issues or concerns regarding
the relevant Galilee Basin mining projects;

. disseminate information to the broader community;

o collate community feedback for consideration by the CRG and referral to the mining
proponents;

. seek professional advice, if required;
. advise on and monitor the resolution of issues and concerns; and
. interact constructively with regards to any issues and/or concerns raised.

CRG members are encouraged to discuss issues with and disseminate information about the
relevant Galilee Basin mining projects to the wider community, including special interest
groups. If appropriate, the Chairperson of the CRG may also give approved briefings to
community organisations (e.g. special interest groups, the local Chamber of Commerce,
environmental or heritage organisations or P&C groups).

5.0 CRG Meetings!

5.1 Meeting Logistics

. the CRG is expected to meet at appropriate stages during the Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA) process, then as mutually agreed to following the approval
process for the relevant mining projects;

. any member may request that the Chairperson (MET Serve representative) convene
an extraordinary meeting of the CRG to discuss any matter warranting urgent

! Prepared in consideration of the New South Wales Department of Planning’s (2007) Guidelines for Establishing
and Operating Community Consultative Committees for Mining Projects.
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consideration. The Chairperson shall determine whether an extraordinary meeting is
warranted;

. at least one weeks’ notice will be given to all members of any meeting of the CRG
(except for extraordinary meetings where less than one weeks notice can be given);

. meetings shall be held at a time and place generally convenient to the CRG;
. mining proponents will provide facilities for CRG meetings;

. minutes will be recorded by MET Serve and circulated to CRG members following the
meetings; and

. CRG members are expected to attend meetings. Failure to attend on three
consecutive occasions without leave of absence may result in the member being
asked to leave the CRG.

5.2 Meeting Proceedings

The Chairperson shall convene and chair CRG meetings. The CRG is not a decision-making
body and it is not a requirement that consensus be reached amongst members on issues
discussed. Meetings of the CRG should follow standard good practice for meetings.

Any member may propose a matter for inclusion on the agenda, either before or during a
meeting, provided the matter is within the scope of the CRG. The Chairperson should ensure
that issues of concern raised on behalf of the community are properly considered. Late items
may be deferred to the next meeting.
Agenda items would normally include:

. apologies;

. declaration of financial or other interests;

. confirmation of minutes from the previous meeting;

. business arising from previous minutes;

. response to issues raised or provision of additional information requested;

° reports and overview of activities;

. general business; and

. next meeting.
Government departments are not represented on the CRG, but can be invited to provide advice
as required.

5.3 CRG Meeting Minutes

MET Serve will be responsible for recording the CRG meeting minutes. The minutes shall record
issues raised and actions to be undertaken, the person(s) responsible for taking those actions
and the timing for action resolution. If a member so requests, then the minutes shall record
that member’s dissenting views on any matter. Meetings can only be tape recorded with the
agreement of the CRG Chairperson and all CRG members.
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Following each CRG meeting, the mining proponents shall provide a copy of the meeting
minutes to each CRG member and a copy will made available on ACMI's website. The CRG
Chairperson will endorse the meeting minutes prior to their distribution.

The Environmental Impact Statements for the projects will describe the community consultation
undertaken (including the CRG meetings) and will detail the issues raised and any conclusions
or agreements.

5.4 Conduct of Members
Members of the Galilee Basin CRG shall at all times and to the best of their abilities:
. act properly, honestly and in accordance with an open and transparent process;

. perform their functions impartially and in the best interests of the local and broader
communities®;

. be respectful to fellow CRG members and not engage in threatening, intimidating or
disorderly behaviour; and

. refrain from any form of conduct which may cause any reasonable person
unwarranted offence or embarrassment.

The CRG Chairperson should bring any breach of these requirements to the attention of the
member concerned. Following three such breach notices, the CRG Chairperson may request the
mining proponents to replace that member.

5.5 Complaints Management and/or Dispute Resolution

The Galilee Basin CRG is encouraged to discuss any matters that may be the subject of
substantial disagreement between its members. The CRG Chairperson carries a particular
responsibility in respect of dispute resolution, in respect to both disputes between members of
the CRG and also between the CRG and the mining proponents.

Notification of complaints/disputes will also be received through formal channels (e.g. the
South Galilee Coal Project [SGCP] Community Call Line, SGCP email address, SGCP website or
postal address).

Interaction with stakeholders in relation to complaints/disputes will be sincere and open and
will ensure that the follow up or investigation does not add to the original complaint/dispute
raised.

In the case of an unresolved dispute, the mining proponents will advise the Queensland
Department of Employment, Economic Development and Innovation (DEEDI) of the dispute
and request advice from DEEDI.

Although in some cases, full complaint/dispute resolution may not be possible, the mining
proponents will aim to maintain ongoing constructive relationships with stakeholders.

2l1tis recognised that company representatives also have responsibilities to their employer.
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6.0 Media Communications

Only the mining proponents are permitted to release statements or other information to the
media on behalf of the CRG, or adopt other approaches to the public for dissemination of
information relating to AMCI, Alpha Coal Pty Ltd (Bandanna Energy) and/or Waratah Coal
activities.

Individual CRG members may make comments to the media or in public forums on behalf of
themselves or the stakeholder(s) they represent, but not on behalf of the Galilee Basin CRG,
AMCI, Bandanna Energy or Waratah Coal.

If any CRG member is approached by the media or asked to make comment about the activities
of the Galilee Basin CRG to the media, the enquiry should be passed on to the CRG
Chairperson, who will discuss the enquiry with the mining proponents.

7.0 CRG Charter Review

The CRG Charter will be subject to annual review by the Chairperson and CRG members. Any
comments or amendments will be discussed and agreed changes will be made to the CRG
Charter.
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Galilee Basin Technical Reference
Group Charter

1.0 Vision

The purpose of the Galilee Basin Technical Reference Group (TRG) is to provide a formal
communications process to discuss and address technical or specialist issues relating to the
relevant Galilee Basin mining projects. The TRG also serves to facilitate the optimal planning
and development of infrastructure and environmental approvals. The TRG will be an open and
honest forum for discussing technical or specialist regulatory or environmental issues relating to
the relevant Galilee Basin mining projects.

2.0 Objectives

The objectives of the TRG are to:

. provide factual, accurate information about the relevant Galilee Basin mining
projects and any potential environmental, social and economic impacts;

. identify, understand and discuss issues of concern;
. discuss strategies to mitigate any potential impacts;

. demonstrate that the opinions and views of technical specialists will be considered
during the planning and operation of the relevant Galilee Basin mining projects;

. encourage a level of confidence within local, State and Federal governments, and
other identified representative groups that the mining operation will be managed in
an environmentally and socially responsible manner; and,

. if the opportunity arises, liaise with TRGs from nearby projects where there is the
potential for cumulative impacts and mutually beneficial sharing of information.

3.0 Scope of the TRG
The scope of the TRG includes any technical, regulatory, environmental, social or economic issue

pertinent to the relevant Galilee Basin mining projects.
The scope of the TRG does not include:
° project information that is commercial in confidence;
. project information that is at too early a stage to be understood and disseminated;

° local community concerns and issues that are being addressed in the Galilee Basin
Community Reference Group; and/or

. issues that are outside AMCI's, Bandanna Energy’s and/or Waratah Coal's direct
control or influence.

4.0 Mining Proponents’ Role and Responsibilities
Mining proponents should:

. provide the TRG with factual, accurate information about the relevant Galilee Basin
mining projects and any potential environmental, social and economic impacts;

. report and present information in an open, honest and transparent way;
. provide professional advice and expertise;

. provide meeting agendas; and
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. arrange a venue for the meetings.

The mining proponents will respond in a timely fashion to advice or recommendations
contributed by the TRG concerning the relevant Galilee Basin mining projects.

A MET Serve representative will record the meeting notes and following TRG meetings, a copy
the will be forwarded to each TRG member.

If requested, the mining proponents will organise an inspection of the project sites for the TRG.
Additional site visit requests will be considered on an individual basis.

Responsibility for assessing the overarching mine’s compliance, project approvals and all other
Government approvals remains with the appropriate external agencies.

5.0 TRG Members’ Role and Responsibilities
Members of the TRG should:

. identify, raise and monitor technical or specific issues or concerns regarding the
relevant Galilee Basin mining projects;

. collate relevant technical/specialist feedback for consideration by the TRG and
referral to the mining proponents;

° advise on and monitor the resolution of issues and concerns; and

. interact constructively with regards to any issues and/or concerns raised.
6.0 TRG Meetings!

6.1 Meeting Logistics

. the Galilee Basin TRG is expected to meet at appropriate stages during the
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) process, then as mutually agreed to
following the approval process for the relevant Galilee mining projects;

. any member may request that the Chairperson convene an extraordinary meeting of
the TRG to discuss any matter warranting urgent consideration. The Chairperson
shall determine whether an extraordinary meeting is warranted;

. at least one weeks’ notice will be given to all members of any meeting of the TRG
(except for extraordinary meetings where less than one weeks’ notice can be given);

. meetings shall be held at a time and place generally convenient to the TRG;
. the mining proponents will provide facilities for TRG meetings;

. notes will be recorded by an representative of the mining proponents and circulated
to TRG members following the meetings; and

. TRG members are expected to attend meetings. Failure to attend on three
consecutive occasions without leave of absence may result in the member being
asked to leave the TRG.

! Prepared in consideration of the New South Wales Department of Planning’s (2007) Guidelines for Establishing
and Operating Community Consultative Committees for Mining Projects.
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6.2 Meeting Proceedings

The Chairperson shall convene and chair TRG meetings. The TRG is hot a decision-making body
and it is not a requirement that consensus be reached amongst members on issues discussed.
Meetings of the TRG should follow standard good practice for meetings.

Any member may propose a matter for inclusion on the agenda, either before or during a
meeting, provided the matter is within the scope of the TRG. The Chairperson should ensure
that issues of concern raised on behalf of the community are properly considered. Late items
may be deferred to the next meeting.
Agenda items would normally include:

. apologies;

. declaration of financial or other interests;

. confirmation of notes from the previous meeting;

. business arising from previous notes;

° response to issues raised or provision of additional information requested;

° reports and overview of activities;

o general business; and

. next meeting.

6.3 TRG Meeting Notes

A MET Serve representative will be responsible for recording the TRG meeting notes. The notes
shall record issues raised and actions to be undertaken, the person(s) responsible for taking
those actions and the timing for action resolution. If a member so requests, then the notes
shall record that member’s dissenting views on any matter. Meetings can only be tape recorded
with the agreement of the TRG Chairperson and all TRG members.

Following each TRG meeting, MET Serve shall provide a copy of the meeting notes to each TRG
member and a copy will made available on the South Galilee Coal Project website. The TRG
Chairperson will endorse the meeting notes prior to their distribution.

The Environmental Impact Statements for the relevant Galilee Basin mining projects will
describe the community consultation undertaken for the GBMP (including the TRG meetings)
and will detail the issues raised and any conclusions or agreements.
6.4 Conduct of Members
Members of the Galilee Basin TRG shall at all times and to the best of their abilities:
. act properly, honestly and in accordance with an open and transparent process;
. perform their functions impatrtially;

. be respectful to fellow TRG members and not engage in threatening, intimidating or
disorderly behaviour; and

. refrain from any form of conduct which may cause any reasonable person
unwarranted offence or embarrassment.
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The TRG Chairperson should bring any breach of these requirements to the attention of the
member concerned. Following three such breach notices, the TRG Chairperson may request the
mining proponents to replace that member.

6.5 Dispute Resolution

The Galilee Basin TRG is encouraged to discuss any matters that may be the subject of
substantial disagreement between its members. The TRG Chairperson carries a particular
responsibility in respect of dispute resolution, in respect to both disputes between members of
the TRG and also between the TRG and the Mining Proponents.

In the case of an unresolved dispute, the mining proponents will advise the Queensland
Department of Employment, Economic Development and Innovation (DEEDI) of the dispute
and request advice from (DEEDI).

All disputes do not have to be resolved in the TRG and it is not unreasonable that an
unresolved dispute will be recorded and left unresolved in this forum.

7.0 Media Communications

Only the mining proponents are permitted to release statements or other information to the
media on behalf of the TRG, or adopt other approaches to the public for dissemination of
information relating to AMCI, Alpha Coal Pty Ltd (Bandanna Energy) and/or Waratah Coal
activities.

Individual TRG members may make comments to the media or in public forums on behalf of
themselves or the stakeholder(s) they represent, but not on behalf of the Galilee Basin TRG,
AMCI, Bandanna Energy or Waratah Coal.

If any TRG member is approached by the media or asked to make comment about the activities
of the Galilee Basin TRG to the media, the enquiry should be passed on to the TRG
Chairperson, who will discuss the enquiry with the mining proponents.
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Soufc:thazlilee

1 July 2010

Mr Warren Gleeson

‘Fairview'

Alpha QLD 4724

Dear Warren

Re: South Galilee Coal Project Community Reference Group

Joint venture participants AMC! (Alpha) Pty Ltd (AMCI) and Alpha Coal Pty Ltd (Bandanna Energy)
propose to establish a new coal mine in the Galilee Basin {o the south-west of the township of Alpha,
The project is referred to as the South Galilee Coal Project {(SGCP).

Both AMCI and Bandanna Energy look forward to developing refationships with the local community
and propose fo establish a Community Reference Group (CRG) to provide a framework for formal

communication to represent the broad community interests. The CRG will be an open and honest
forum for discussing alt aspects of the SGCP and beyond.

Please find enciosed a copy of the CRG nomination form should you wish to apply to become a
member of the SGCP CRG. Please note that nomination forms must be received by 9 July 2010,

Thank you for your interest in the SGCP CRG.

Yours sincerely

Rob McNamara
General Manager - Project Development
AMCI Investments Pty Ltd

AMCI (Alpha} Pty Ltd
ACN 133072 661

L.evel 8, Riverside Centre
123 Eagle Street
Brisbane QLD 4000
Australla

Office: +61 7 3006 1830
Fax: +61 7 3006 1840
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22 July 2010

Mr Warren Gleescn
'Fairview' Box 20
Alpha QLD 4724

Dear Warren

Re: South Galilee Coal Project Community Reference Group

Thank you for your interest in the South Gaiilee Coal Project (SGCP) Community Reference Group
{CRG). Please note thal your nomination for membershio of the SGCP CRG has been accepted.

The first CRG meeting is scheduled for 6.30 pm on Monday 2 August 2610 at the Alpha Town Hall.
We will contact you shorfly to cenfirm your attendance at the upcoming CRG meeting.

Piease do not hesitate to contact us via the contact details provided below should you have any
queries.

Post: SGCP - Stakeholder & Community Engagement Team
MET Serve
PO Box 306
Fortitude Valley Post Office, Fortitude Valiey, QLD 4006

Phone: 1800 214 543 (free call in Australia, except from mobile phones, available 24 hours, 7 days)

Email: info@southgalifee.com.au

Yours sincerely

Rob McNamara
General Manager - Project Development
AMCI Investments Pty Ltd

AMCI {Alpha) Pty Ltd
ACN 133 072 661

l.evel 8, Riverside Cenlre
123 Eagle Street
Brishane QLD 4000
Australia

Office: +61 7 3006 1830
Fax: +61 7 3006 1840
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SouthGalilee
12/08/2010

Sherr,

Thank you for attending the South Galilee Coal Project (SGCP) Community Reference Group (CRG) meeting on 2 August
2010.

Please find enclosed for your review, a draft copy of the SGCP CRG meeting notes, If you would like to suggest any changes
to the enclosed meeting notes, please do not hesitate to contact us at the contact details below.

Please find enclosed for your information, a copy of the latest factsheet for the SGCP.

Kind regards,

South Galilee Coal Project - Stakeholder & Community Engagement Team

Email:  info@southgalilee.com.au
Phone: 1800 214 543
Website: www.southqalilee.com.au

SouthGalilee

12/08/2010
Lec,

Thank you for attending the South Galilee Coal Project (SGCP) Comrmunity Reference Group (CRG) rmeeting on 2 August
2010.

Please find enctosed for your review, a draft copy of the SGCP CRG meeting notes. If you would like to suggest any changes
to the enclosed meeting notes, please do not hesitate to contact us at the contact details below.

Please find enclosed for your information, a copy of the latast factsheet for the SGCP.

Kind regards,

South Galilee Coal Project - Stakeholder & Community Engagement Team

Email:  info@southgalilee.com.au
Phone: 1800 214 543
Waebsite: www.southgatilee.com.au



SouthGallee

27 October 2010

Mr Des Howard

Barcaldine Regional Council
PC Box 191

Barcaldine QLD 4725

Dear Des,

Re: South Galilee Coal Project Technical Reference Group

Joint venture participants AMCI (Alpha) Pty Lid {AMCI) and Aipha Ceal Pty Ltd (Bandanna Energy)
propose to establish a new coal mine in the Galilee Basin to the scuth-west of the township of Alpha.
The project is referred to as the South Galilee Coal Project (SGCP).

AMC! and Bandanna Energy propose to establish a Technical Reference Group {TRG) to provide a
formal communications process to discuss and address technical or specialist issues relating to the
SGCP. The TRG will be a forum for discussing technical aspects of the SGCP.

Please find enclosed a copy of the TRG nomination form should you wish to apply to become a
member of the SGCP TRG. Please note that nomination forms must be received by Monday 8
November 2010.

Thark you for your interest in the SGCP TRG.

Yours sincerely

@Jﬁ =

Rob McNamara
General Manager - Project Development
AMCI investments Pty Ltd

AMCE {Alpha) Pty Lid
AGN 133 072 661

Levei 8, Riverside Centre
123 Eagls Street
Brisbane QLD 4C00

Office: +61 7 3006 1830
Fax: +61 7 3006 1840



SouthGalllee

17 November 2010

Mr Trevor Aitken

Ergon Energy

PO Box 308
Rockhampton QLD 4700

Dear Trevor,

Re: South Galilee Coal Project Technical Reference Group

Thank you for your interest in the Scuth Galiles Coal Project (SGCP) Technical Reference Group
{TRG). Please note that your nomination for membership of the SGCP TRG has been accepted.
The first TRG meeting is scheduled for 9.30am - 11.30am on Thursday 25 November 2010. The
meeting will be held in the conference room at the Department of Environment and Resource
Management (DERM) office located at 98 Hospital Road, Emerald. We will contact you shortly to

confirm your attendance at the upcoming TRG meeting.

Please note that this infroductory meeting will provide an overview of the SGCP, discuss the TRG
objectives and Charter and briefly cover key project issues.

Please do not hesitate to contact us via the contact details provided below shouid you have any

queries.
Post:  SGCP - Stakeholder & Community Engagament Team
MET Serve
PO Box 306

Fortitude Valley Post Office, Fortitude Valley, QLD 4006
Phone: 1800 214 543 {free call in Australia, except from mobile phones, available 24 hours, 7 days)

Email: info@southgaliiee.com.au

Yours sincerety,

A=

Rob McNamara
General Manager - Project Development
AMCH Investments Pty Ltd

AMC! (Alpha)} Pty Ltd
ACN 133072 661

Level 8, Riverside Centre
123 Eagle Street
Brisbane QLD 4000
Australia

Office; +61 7 3006 1830
Fax: +61 7 3006 1840



20/12/2010
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SouthGalilee

Please find enciosed for your records, a copy of the Final Terms of Reference for the South Galitee Coal Project
Environmental Impact Statement.,

Kind regards,
South Galilee Coal Project
With Compliments

South Galilee Coal Project
Email:  info@southgalilee.com.au

Phone: 1800 214 543
Website: www.southgalilee.com.au

20/12/2010

Ty o SouthGalilee

Please find enclosed for your records, a copy of the Final Terms of Reference for the South Galilee Coa! Project
Environmental Impact Statement.

Kind regards,
South Galilee Coal Project
With Compliments

South Galilee Coal Project
Email:  info@scuthgalilee.com.au

Phone: 1800 214 543
Website: www.southgatilee.com.au
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SouthGalilee

bear Virdy
A
Please find enclosed for your records, a copy of the South Galilee Coal Project Community Reference Group (CRG) Charter.

Please also find enclosed for your review, a copy of the draft meeting notes from the CRG meeting held on
Monday 13 December 2010. Please do not hesitate to contact us if you have any comments on or additions to the enclosed
meeting notes,

Kind regards,

South Galilee Coal Project
With Compliments

South Galilee Coal Project
Email:  info@southgalilee.com.au

Phone: 1800 214 543
Website: www.scuthgalifee.com.au

17/01/2011 i SouthGalilee
beayv i/ ANV Ty,

Please find enclosed for your records, a copy of the South Galilee Coal Project Community Reference Group (CRG) Charter,

Please also find enclosed for your review, a copy of the draft meeting notes from the CRG meeting held on
Monday 13 December 2010. Please do not hesitate to contact us if you have any comments on or additions to the enclosed
meeting notes.

Kind regards,

South Galilee Coal Project
With Compliments

South Galilee Coaf Project
Email:  info@southgalilee.com.au

Phone: 1800 214 543
Website: www.southqgalilee.com.au
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31 May 2011

Ms Sherri Taylor
"Creek Farm”

PO Box 43

Alpha QLD 4724

Dear Sherri
Re: South Galilee Coal Project Community Reference Group meeting

Please be advised that the next South Galilee Coal Project {(SGCP) Community Reference Group
(CRG) meeting is scheduled for 6.30pm on Monday 20 June 2011 at the Uniting Church Hall, Milton
Street, Alpha. We will be in touch shortly to confirm your atiendance at the upcoming CRG meeting.

Please note that this meeting will cover the following:

. re-cap from previous meeting:
-~ surface water impact assessment
- social impact assessment
. project update:
~ approval process
- proposed infrastructure corridor
- baseline studies, and
. update on the status of other Galilee Basin projects.

In order to gather information from the local community for the project's ongoing Social Impact
Assessment, please find enclosed a copy of the Community Survey which you are welcome to
compiete and return to us {by post or at the upcoming CRG meeting). | have also included additional
copies of the survey if you would like to distribute to other interested parties.

Further information and project updates can be accessed on our website: www,southgalilee.com.au.

Please do not hesitate to contact our Stakeholder and Community Engagement Team (1300 078 518
or info@southgalilee.com.au} if you have any queries or would like to discuss further,

Yours sincerely

Rob McNamara

General Manager - Project Development
AMCI tnvestments Pty Ltd

AMC! (Alpha) Pty Ltd
ACN 133072 6561

Level 8. Riverside Cenlre
123 Eagle Streed
Brishane QLD 4000
Auslralia

Office: +8% 7 300G 1830
Fax: +61 7 23006 1840



Mining & Energy Techpical

12 September 2011

Mr Nui Harris

Managing Director
Waratah Coal

Mineralogy House

Level 7, 380 Queen Street
Brishane QLD 4000

Dear Mr Harris,
RE: Galilee Basin Collaborative Consultation Opportunities

I am writing in response to our recent meetings with Mike Finlayson on 11 July 2011 and Andrew
O'Brien and Nalasha Mcintosh on 28 July 2011, in which we discussed potential collaborative
approaches, particularly in relation to community consultation and social impact assessment and
management,

As discussed, AMCI has established two reference groups for the South Galilee Coal Project (SGCP),
including:

* Community Reference Group (CRG) - aims to provide a formal communications process
between directly and indirectly affected landholders and local community representatives to
represent the broad community interests, The CRG is comprised of landholder, business and
local government representatives.

» Technical Reference Group (TRG) - aims to provide a formal communications process to
discuss and address technical or speciaiist issues and to facilitate the optimal planning and
development of infrastructure and environmental approvats. The TRG is comprised of
government, industry and non-government organisation representatives,

We believe that effective collaboration would aflow mining proponents to present project information
and provide reassurance to regulators and the local community that cumulative impacts will be
addressed comprehensively and transparently. We consider that expanding the scope of the CRG and
TRG to include other mining proponents has significant advantages for both mining proponents and
the local community. This approach would also reduce consuitation fatigue within the local

community.

Ch behalf of AMCI, 1 would like to formally invite Waratah Coai to participate in the CRG and TRG
forums, These forums wouid be expanded from having a SGCP focus to a broader Galilee Basin focus.

The CRG and TRG are issues-based forums, with each meeting providing general project updates as
welt as addressing a set topic relevant to the current stage of project development. The meeting
venue typically varies, depending on the proposed agenda/attendance., The CRG/TRG meetings and
communications with the members are managed by MET Serve, and MET Serve is responsible for
chairing meetings and recording/distributing meeting notes. Although the established format and
management arrangements would remain in place to ensure continuity, we would welcome any
reasonable contributions relating to the presentation, group composition, agenda etc.

AN 94 143 463 310 Levet 5. 50 Jomes Stroc!
Fatitudie Yolley 40016

P 1300 078 518

PO Box 306
www.metserve.com.au Fortitaen vley 4006
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MET

Mining & Energy Technical -

Please note that the next CRG and TRG meetings have been tentatively scheduled for early October
2011. If you could confirm your involvement in these forums by Friday 16" September 2011, we will
proceed with making more detailed arrangements.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any queries or would like to discuss the collaborative
consultaticn approach further,

Yours sincerely,

iy

Jessie Keast
Sznior Consultant ~ Environment
Mining & Energy Technical Services Pty Ltd

ABN G4 173 4562 116 Level 1, 50 Jomes Steet
Forituae Volley #0046

1303078 518

'O Box 306
www.metserve.com.au Fotfilotie Voioy 4006
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South Galilee Coal Project
Consultation Report

APPENDIX I

COMMUNITY SURVEY

Page |









South Galilee Coal Project
Consultation Report

APPENDIX J

EXAMPLE OF CONSULTATION MANAGER MONTHLY REPORT

Page J



South Galilee Project Event Statistics

Report Parameters:
Date Between Thursday, 1 December 2011, Saturday, 31 December 2011

Stakeholders
SIS S distinct | total
General 8 8 8
Request for information 3 3 3
[No Issues] 4 6 6
Total event search 15 17 17

Thursday, March 22, 2012 Page 1 of 3



South Galilee Project Event Statistics

Stakeholders
Event Types Events distinct | total

Website Enquiry 6 6 6
Phone call out 4

Freecall Number - 1800 2 2 2
Meeting 2 2 2
Phone callin 1 3 3
Total event search 15 17 17

Thursday, March 22, 2012 Page 2 of 3



South Galilee Project Event Statistics

Stakeholders
Stakeholder Groups Events distinct | total

Website 3 3 3
Freecall Number 3 3 3
Project Email 2 2 2
Tier 1 2 4 4
CRG - Community Reference 2 2 2
Group
Tier 2 1 1 1
Community Information Day 1 1 1
Other 1 1 1
[No Stakeholder Groups] 2 2 2
Total event search 15 17 17

Thursday, March 22, 2012 Page 3 of 3



